APPENDIX G/INITIAL STUDY FOR A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Checklist Form for:
City of Fresno Department of Public Utilities
Operations & Maintenance Building Demolition

Project Title:

City of Fresno Department of Public Utilities Operations & Maintenance
Building Demolition

Lead Agency Name and Address:
City of Fresno

2600 Fresno Street

Fresno, California 93721

Contact Person and Phone Number:
Daniel Carrion, PE

(559) 621-8871
Daniel.Carrion@fresno.gov

Project Location:

The City of Fresno (City) Department of Public Utilities (DPU) Operations &
Maintenance (O&M) Building Demolition project (project) site consists of an
approximately 14.83-acre developed lot located at 1626 E Street, Fresno,
California 93706; Assessor's Parcel Number 465-084-30T (Figure 1,
Regional Location).

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:
City of Fresno

Capital Projects Department

747 R Street, 2nd Floor

Fresno, California 93721

General and Community Plan Land Use Designation:

The project site is designated as Employment — Light Industrial in the Fresno
General Plan and the Downtown Neighborhoods Community Plan.
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7. Zoning:
The project site is zoned Light Industrial (IL).
8. Project Description:

The City is proposing to demolish two structures currently used as DPU’s O&M
facilities. The project consists of hazardous materials abatement, demolition,
vegetation removal, and disposal. No specific future use is proposed at this
time, and any future development would be subject to separate and additional
environmental review as required.

Project Background

The DPU acquired the property in April 2021. Following initial system
upgrades, the DPU Administration and Utilities Planning & Engineering
Divisions moved into second-floor office space in June 2022. Before the DPU’s
acquisition, the property was occupied by the Fresno Bee newspaper offices
and printing press from approximately 1977 until 2016. The existing primary
building was designed specifically for the Fresno Bee as a newspaper printing
and distribution facility. Given the building’s original design for a different
industry, existing building conditions, and ongoing maintenance needs, the
City is proposing to demolish the existing structures on site.

Existing Site Conditions

The project site is fully developed with the current O&M building (former Fresno
Bee building), an accessory maintenance shop building, surface parking areas,
and associated landscaping, lighting, utilities, and frontage improvements.
Refer to Figure 2, Existing Project Site.

O&M Building. In total, the O&M building is approximately 295,225 gross
square feet in size, with a building footprint of approximately 162,320 square
feet. The O&M building was constructed in two phases.

The first phase (the original building) was built in 1977, has three stories and
a basement, and contains approximately 167,875 gross square feet (157,515
square feet aboveground and 10,360 square feet basement). The second
phase was built in 1991, is attached to the northern end of the original building,
has three stories, and contains approximately 127,350 gross square feet.

The O&M building is currently used for miscellaneous storage but is no longer
in active use. The building houses DPU offices that are vacated, and various
machinery (e.g., the printing press) remains in place.

Maintenance Shop Building. The maintenance shop building is
approximately 1,000 square feet and is in the surface parking area,
approximately 230 feet northeast of the O&M building. The DPU does not
currently use this structure.
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Surface Parking and Other Improvements. The remaining area of the project
site is predominately paved and developed for surface parking (approximately
650 parking stalls) that is currently used by the DPU Solid Waste Division for
solid waste removal fleet vehicle parking. Additional improvements include
landscaping, stormwater drainage infrastructure, light poles, fire hydrants,
curbs, fencing, and various site utilities. Existing landscaping includes
ornamental trees in the parking lot. Except for the ornamental trees, these
facilities would not be demolished, and site utilities (water, gas, and sewer
lines) would be cut and plugged as described under Demolition, below.

The site previously contained five underground storage tanks (USTs): two
12,000-gallon USTs containing gasoline and diesel; one 5,000-gallon UST
containing diesel; one 2,000-gallon UST containing waste ink; and one 1,000-
gallon UST containing solvent. All USTs were removed under the oversight of
the Fresno County Environmental Health Department in 1993 and 2025 and
are considered “case closed.” The site also contains two inactive oil-water
separators (OWSs) associated with the printing press and fueling areas.
Additionally, there is an existing inactive railroad spur that traverses the
northern portion of the site that extends into the O&M building footprint.

Hazardous Materials Abatement

The project site contains known and potentially hazardous materials
associated with the former USTs, OWSs, railroad spur, and previous
operational characteristics of the site. Additionally, given the age of the
buildings, asbestos-containing material (ACM) and lead-based paint (LBP) are
potentially present. Therefore, the City performed testing in 2021 and is
currently (in 2026) conducting additional hazardous materials investigations,
including an LBP survey, additional ACM survey, and additional soil and soil
vapor testing associated with the OWSs.

All USTs were removed under the oversight of the Fresno County Environmental
Health Department in 1993 and 2025 and are considered “case closed.”

In 2021, SALEM Engineering Group Inc. (SALEM) conducted soil and soil
vapor testing and an ACM survey. The results of the soil and vapor testing
indicated that no additional assessment activities were required and that any
future soil disturbance should occur under the guidance of a Soil Management
Plan (SALEM 2021).

In 2026, Krazan & Associates conducted an additional ACM survey and an
LBP survey of the on-site structures. The surveys identified ACMs in the
building’s concrete, roofing, mastic, pipe insulation, cement paneling, and
fireproofing insulation and LBP in the walls, door frames, posts, metal framing,
and concrete supports (Appendix A, Hazardous Materials Studies).
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The results of the prior and current hazardous materials assessments will inform
the preparation of a Hazardous Materials Abatement Plan (HMAP), which will be
completed prior to the issuance of project demolition permits. The HMAP will be
prepared by qualified/certified environmental professionals, depending on the
materials identified, such as California Certified Asbestos Consultants and
California Department of Public Health Certified Inspectors. The HMAP will
address identified or anticipated regulated building materials and hazardous
materials that may be encountered during demolition activities in conformance
with applicable federal, state, and local regulatory requirements. The HMAP will
include a specific scope of services to address exposure to the identified
hazardous materials, such as ACM or LBP. The HMAP will identify the applicable
regulatory framework and requirements, including agency coordination, permits
and notifications, abatement procedures and controls, waste management and
clearance, and required oversight and documentation. The HMAP will be
implemented by a licensed contractor to abate the identified regulated hazardous
materials prior to and during demolition, as a condition of contract award.

Demolition

As shown on Figure 3, Demolition Plan, building removal activities would be
limited to the O&M building and the maintenance shop building. At-grade
concrete surfaces abutting and adjacent to the building envelope would be
protected and remain in place unless protection is not feasible. Demolition of
pads, footings, and other similar structures within the building envelope would
not require excavation beyond already developed and disturbed depths. In
addition to building removal, demolition would involve cutting and plugging of
existing water, gas, and sewer lines near property lines along E and G Streets.
The existing railroad spur in the O&M building limits would be removed, and
those outside the O&M building limits would be protected and remain in place.

Prior to demolition activities, most of the project site would be temporarily
fenced for safety, with access points from E Street, G Street, and the eastern
portion of the parking lot. All parking, lighting, and existing surface
improvements beyond the limits of demolition shown on Figure 3 would be
protected and remain in place. On-site trees would be removed as the site’s
irrigation infrastructure is permanently offline, therefore making long-term care
infeasible. Refer to below for a description of stormwater best management
practices (BMPs) during demolition activities.

The approximately 10,360-square-foot basement would be backfilled to match
existing grade, requiring approximately 9,250 cubic yards of imported soil.
Because backfilling may be required in other areas of the structure to match
existing grade, approximately 1,000 cubic yards of additional imported soil is
assumed as part of the project. Demolition activities are estimated to occur
over approximately 5 months and are anticipated to be completed in the
following phases:
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e Phase 1: Hazardous Materials Abatement (8 weeks)
o May include partial/complete utility disconnect
e Phase 2: Building Demolition (12 weeks)

o Also includes demolition of maintenance shop building and
removal of the printing press equipment

For the environmental analysis, it is assumed that hazardous materials
abatement would be completed primarily using hand tools and haul trucks for
disposal, with the potential use of a crane. Demolition is assumed to require
the use of typical construction equipment, such as cranes, reach excavators,
bulldozers, material handlers, loaders, concrete saws/breakers, and dump
trucks, as well as hand tools, such as sledgehammers, prybars, and torches.

Disposal

Hazardous materials removed from the site would be contained and
transported to a facility approved for handling such materials in accordance
with applicable regulations. The actual disposal amount and location are not
known currently. For the environmental analysis, it is assumed that:

e All hazardous materials would be disposed of at the Kettleman Hills
Hazardous Waste Facility, which is permitted to accept most types of
hazardous wastes as defined by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) and the state. The Kettleman Hills Hazardous Waste
Facility is approximately 60 miles south of the project site at 35251 Old,
Skyline Road, Kettleman City, California 93239.

e Disposal would require one 50-ton capacity dump truck per day over
an 8-week period.

Demolition debris, including concrete, steel, wood, and other building
materials, would be transported off site for disposal or recycling. Materials
unsuitable for recycling would be disposed of at an approved landfill facility.
Inert demolition waste would be transported to one of the numerous waste
handling facilities in the area, which could include Mid Valley Disposal, Waste
Management Fresno Transfer Station, Cedar Avenue Recycling and Transfer
Station, or other similar facilities.

Disposal activities would result in truck trips to and from the site over the
duration of demolition. For the environmental analysis, the total volume of
demolition debris is estimated at approximately 53,500 tons/97,000 cubic
yards, resulting in approximately 18 truck trips per day over a 12-week period.
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Stormwater Best Management Practices

Demolition activities would implement various BMPs to control stormwater
pollution and erosion in compliance with the California Construction General
Permit issued by the State Water Resources Control Board. Anticipated BMPs
are shown on Figure 4, Stormwater Pollution Prevention and Erosion Control.
Anticipated BMPs include temporary 6-foot fencing with windscreen around the
project site, fiber rolls placed along the interior fence line of the work area,
filters placed over drain inlets in the parking lot, designated equipment and
material staging area(s), designated refuse container(s), periodic trackout and
public roadway sweeping, and covering any exposed stockpiled soil.

Post-Demolition

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction
of new structures or operational uses. During demolition, any excavated areas
and the existing basement would be backfilled to match existing grade of the
project site. The demolished areas would be fenced to prevent entry. The
parking lot would remain in operation as parking and storage for City fleet
vehicles, similar to existing conditions.

Surrounding land uses and setting:

Surrounding land uses include a mix of light industrial, commercial,
transportation, and residential uses. Specifically, the project site is bordered by
the Union Pacific Railroad and future California High-Speed Rail line to the east;
light industrial uses, commercial uses, and State Route (SR-) 99 to the west;
and light industrial and commercial uses to the north and south. The nearest
residences are approximately 650 feet west of the project site, across SR-99.

10.

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

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD)

State Water Resources Control Board

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 PRC Section 21080.3.1, before public
distribution of this 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 project. Pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 52, Native
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American Tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project site were
invited to consult regarding the project based on a list of contacts provided by
the Native American Heritage Commission. The City mailed notices of the
project to the Dumna Wo Wah Tribal Government and Table Mountain
Rancheria of California on April 10, 2026. An “unable to forward” notification was
received from the Dumna Wo Wah Tribal Government contact. Table Mountain
Rancheria of California acknowledged receipt but no consultation was requested
unless cultural resources are discovered during demolition activities.
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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 ] | Agriculture and Forestry Resources
O | Air Quality [J | Biological Resources

0 | Cultural Resources J | Energy

0 | Geology and Soils [0 | Greenhouse Gas Emissions
O | Hazards and Hazardous Materials ] | Hydrology and Water Quality
O | Land Use and Planning [0 | Mineral Resources

O | Noise J | Population and Housing

O | Public Services [0 | Recreation

O | Transportation [0 | Tribal Cultural Resources

[ | Utilities and Service Systems 0 | Wildfire

0 | Mandatory Findings of Significance
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DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the lead agency) On the basis of this
initial evaluation:

[J

| 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

Limposed upgn the proposed project, nothing further is required.

/ . 8/12/2026
/

Daniel Carrion, PE, Project Engineer Date
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

720660v1

1.

2.

3.

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.

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.
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. “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.
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. AESTHETICS

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Except as provided in PRC

Section 21099

, would the project:

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

O

O

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

¢) 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?

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

720660v1
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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 Fresno General Plan identifies six locations along the San
Joaquin River bluffs as designated vista points from which views should be maintained.
Scenic vistas in the City planning area could provide distant views of features such as the
San Joaquin River to the north and the foothills of the Sierra Nevada to the east. The
project site is not in any of the scenic vista points identified in the Fresno General Plan.
The project includes the demolition of the existing DPU O&M building and the accessory
maintenance shop building and does not include construction of new structures or
operational uses. Therefore, no impact related to scenic vistas would occur.

b) 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 in the City. Fresno County has three eligible state scenic highways. The nearest
eligible highway includes a portion of SR-168, which is approximately 6 miles east of the
project site. The nearest officially designated state scenic highway is SR-180, which is
approximately 20 miles east of the project site (Caltrans 2026). Therefore, the project
would not damage scenic resources in a designated state scenic highway, and no impact
would occur.

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 urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

The project site is in an urbanized area. The project would demolish the existing O&M
building and the accessory maintenance shop building. At-grade concrete surfaces abutting
and adjacent to the building envelope would be protected and remain in place. Demolition
of pads, footings, and other similar structures within the building envelope would not require
excavation beyond already developed and disturbed depths. The project site would remain
vacant and would not include construction of new structures or operational uses. The
parking lot would remain in operation as parking and storage for City fleet vehicles, similar
to existing conditions. No new structures subject to zoning or other regulations are
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proposed. Therefore, the project would not conflict with applicable zoning or other
regulations governing scenic quality, and the impact would be less than significant.

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

The project site is in an urbanized area, and existing sources of outdoor lighting include
lighting from surrounding developments, street lighting, and intermittent vehicle
headlights. The project would demolish the existing O&M building and the accessory
maintenance shop building. Proposed demolition activities would be limited to daytime
hours (8:00 a.m.-5:00 p.m.) and would not require the installation of temporary nighttime
lighting. Following demolition activities, the parking lot would remain in operation as
parking and storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing conditions. No new
operational uses would occur, and no new structures with potential new light sources
would be constructed. The existing outdoor lighting would continue to comply with Section
15-2015 (Outdoor Lighting and Illumination) of the Fresno Municipal Code, used for
illumination purposes only, and pointed downward to avoid light spillover to surrounding
land uses. Therefore, the project would not create a new source of light and glare, and
no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.

720660v1 18



Il. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

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 (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
Government Code section
51104(g))?

720660v1
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

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:

d) Result in the loss of
forest land or conversion of 0 0 0
forest land to non-forest
use?

e) Involve other changes in
the existing environment
which, due to their location
or naturg, could result in 0 0 0
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 project site and surrounding area are designated by the California Department of
Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program as Urban and Built-Up Land
(DOC 2022). Therefore, the project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance to a non-agricultural use, and no impact would occur.
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b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

The project site and surrounding parcels are zoned Light Industrial (IL) (City of Fresno
2026). The project site is not within or adjacent to land with existing zoning for agricultural
use. Additionally, the project site is not subject to a Williamson Act contract (DOC 2026).
Therefore, the project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a
Williamson Act contract, and no impact would occur.

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 Government Code section 51104(g))?

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

The project site and surrounding area consist of existing development in an urbanized
downtown area in the City. The project site and surrounding area are not designated as forest
land, timberland, or timberland production land use or zoning. The project site does not
contain forest land. Therefore, the project would neither conflict with the zoning, or cause
rezoning of, designated forest land, timberland, or timberland production nor result in the loss
of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest uses. No impact would occur.

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 Sections ll(a) and llI(d). The project site and surrounding area are in an
existing urbanized area and would not result in the conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural uses or forest land to non-forest uses. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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lll. AIR QUALITY

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

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 O O] O
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?

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?

DISCUSSION

The project is limited to demolition activities, which are considered construction activities.
The project does not include construction of new structures or new operational uses.

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
The project site is in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB) and is under the
jurisdiction of the SJVAPCD. The SJVAB is designated as Non-Attainment-Extreme for

the 8-hour ozone (Os3) standard, Maintenance-Serious for the particulate matter less than
10 microns in diameter (PM10) standard, and Non-Attainment-Moderate for the particulate
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matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) standard under the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards. The SJVAB is designated non-attainment for the 1-hour O3 standard,
the 8-hour O3 standard, the PM1o standards, and the PM2.5 standards under the California
Ambient Air Quality Standards.

To bring the SJVAB into attainment, the SJVAPCD adopted the 2022 Plan for the 2015
8-Hour Ozone Standard (2022 Ozone Plan) to satisfy Clean Air Act requirements and
ensure attainment of the 70-parts-per-billion 8-hour Os standard (SJVAPCD 2022). To
ensure the SUVAB’s continued attainment of the USEPA respirable particulate matter
(PM+1o) standard, the SUVAPCD adopted the 2023 Maintenance Plan and Redesignation
Request for the Revoked 1-Hour Ozone Standard (2023 Maintenance Plan) (SJVAPCD
2023). SUIVAPCD Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM1o Prohibitions) is designed to reduce PM1o
emissions generated by human activity. Additionally, the SJVAPCD adopted the 2024
Plan for the 2012 PM2.5 Standard (2024 PM2.s Plan) to address the 2012 USEPA federal
annual PM2s standard of 12 micrograms per cubic meter (SJVAPCD 2024).

As discussed in Section lll(b), emissions associated with project activities would not result
in the generation of criteria air pollutants that would exceed SJVAPCD thresholds. In
addition, the project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of
new structures or new operational uses. Therefore, the project would not result in criteria
air pollutant emissions after demolition activities. Further, the project would not generate
new residents or result in population growth. Therefore, the project would not result in
unplanned growth that has not been considered in the previously mentioned Air Quality
Plans. The project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of SJVAPCD Air
Quality Plans, and the impact would be less than significant.

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?

The SJVAPCD established project construction and operational emissions thresholds for
criteria air pollutants. The thresholds are listed in Table 1, SJVAPCD Air Quality Thresholds
of Significance. For naming conventions under the SUIVAPCD thresholds and air quality
modeling, the proposed demolition activities are considered “construction.”
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Table 1. SUVAPCD Air Quality Thresholds of Significance

Pollutant Construction and Operation (tons/year)
CO 100
NOx 10
ROG 10
SO« 27
PM1o 15
PMz2.5 15

Source: SJVAPCD 2015.

Notes: CO = carbon monoxide; NOx = nitrogen oxides; PM1o = coarse particulate matter (10 microns or less in
diameter); PM2s = fine particulate matter (2.5 microns or less in diameter); ROG = reactive organic gases; SOx = sulfur
oxides

Project activities would result in temporary air pollutants associated with soil disturbance,
dust emissions, employee and material delivery vehicle exhaust, and combustion
pollutants from off-road construction equipment. Project-related air pollution emissions
can vary from day to day, depending on the level of activity, type of activity, and prevailing
weather conditions. The primary air pollutants of concern from project activities are
particulate matter (including both PM1o and PMzs), carbon monoxide (CO), and Os
precursors (including nitrogen oxides [NOx] and volatile organic compounds, which are
reactive organic gases [ROG]). Because the project would be limited to demolition
activities, no operational emissions were included in calculations.

Maximum annual construction emissions were estimated using California Emissions
Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version 2022.1.1.44. The project engineering team
provided details for all proposed activities, including the demolition schedule, necessary
equipment, project-related vehicle trips (haul trips), project material movement volumes
(imports and exports), and hazardous materials export. It is assumed that demolition
activities would include site watering twice per day in compliance with SJVAPCD
Standard Regulation VIII (Control Measures).

Project activities would involve demolition of the existing building, hazardous materials
abatement, and basement backfilling, which would last approximately 5 months. The
project would require the demolition of approximately 97,000 cubic yards or 53,500 tons
of material and include net import of 10,250 cubic yards of soil for backfilling the existing
basement. In addition, the project site contains hazardous materials and soils associated
with previous operational activities. For the environmental analysis, it is assumed that
demolition would require disposal of approximately 2,000 tons of hazardous materials to
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Kettleman Hills Hazardous Waste Facility. The haul trip length was adjusted in CalEEMod
to 60 miles for export of hazardous materials. The 20-mile default trip length is assumed
for demolition export and soil import.

Detailed assumptions and modeling datasheets are provided in Appendix B, CalEEMod
Output. Estimated maximum annual demolition emissions are provided in Table 2,
Estimated Maximum Annual Demolition Emissions (Tons/Year).

Table 2. Estimated Maximum Annual Demolition Emissions (Tons/Year)

Construction Year ROG NOx co SOx PM1o PM2s
2027 0.16 2.0 1.53 0.01 0.98 0.28
SJVAPCD Annual Thresholds 10 10 100 27 15 15
Significant? No No No No No No

Source: Appendix B.

Notes: CO = carbon monoxide; NOx = nitrogen oxides; PM1o = coarse particulate matter (10 microns or less in
diameter); PMz5 = fine particulate matter (2.5 microns or less in diameter); ROG = reactive organic gases; SIVAPCD
= San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District; SOx = sulfur oxides

As shown in Table 2, the estimated project-related emissions indicate that the project
would not exceed the SUIVAPCD annual thresholds and thus would not result in significant
air emissions during construction. Following completion of the project, the project site
would continue to be used as parking and storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing
conditions, and would not generate new criteria air pollutant emissions. Therefore, the
impact would be less than significant.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

The SUVAPCD defines sensitive receptors as people that have an increased sensitivity
to air pollution or environmental contaminants such as children, older adults, and those
with pre-existing serious health problems affected by air quality. Sensitive receptor
locations include schools, parks and playgrounds, daycare centers, nursing homes,
hospitals, and residential communities. The nearest sensitive receptors are single-family
residences approximately 600 feet west of the project site, on the other side of SR-99.

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. As shown in Table 2, construction emissions would be well
below the SJVAPCD thresholds. Emissions from the project would also be limited to
approximately 5 months. Therefore, construction would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations.
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Given the age of the on-site buildings, an ACM survey and an LBP survey were conducted
to identify and quantify the presence of potential ACMs and potential LBPs at the on-site
structures. The survey identified ACMs in the building’s concrete, roofing, mastic, pipe
insulation, cement paneling, and fireproofing insulation. The survey identified LBPs in the
walls, door frames, posts, metal framing, and concrete supports (Appendix A). Demolition
of structures containing ACM and LBP could result in the release of hazardous materials
into the environment and expose sensitive receptors to hazardous air contaminants. The
project includes the implementation of an HMAP as a condition of contract award that
would address identified or anticipated regulated building materials and hazardous
materials and emissions that may be encountered during demolition activities in
conformance with applicable federal, state, and local regulatory requirements, as
discussed further in Section IX, Hazards and Hazardous Materials. In addition, the project
would be required to comply with SUVAPCD Standard Regulation VIII (Control Measures)
to control fugitive dust emissions as a standard condition of contract award. Therefore,
with implementation of the required HMAP and SJVAPCD regulations, the project would
not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations, and the impact
would be less than significant.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number of people?

Construction and demolition activities generally have the potential to emit odors from diesel
equipment, paints, solvents, fugitive dust, and adhesives. Any odors generated by
construction activities would be intermittent and temporary, and generally would not extend
beyond the project site. The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include
construction of new structures or operational uses. Therefore, no operational activities are
proposed that could produce any offensive odors, including land uses such as agricultural
activities, feedlots, wastewater treatment facilities, landfills, or heavy manufacturing uses.
In addition, the nearest sensitive receptors are residences 600 feet west of the project site
on the other side of SR-99, and the project would not place new sensitive receptors near
existing odor sources. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

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
Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial
adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural
community identified in
local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by
the California Department
of Fish and Game or US
Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial
adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or
other means?
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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?

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 Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

The project site and surroundings are in the developed and urbanized downtown area of the
City. The project site is fully developed with the current O&M building (former Fresno Bee
building), an accessory maintenance shop building, surface parking areas, and associated
landscaping, lighting, utilities, and frontage improvements. The landscaping includes
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ornamental trees in the parking lot. Special-status species are not expected to occur on the
project site based on the lack of suitable habitat, the long-term developed condition of the
project site and surroundings, and frequent human, vehicle, and equipment disturbance.
Therefore, the project would not result in adverse effects to special-status species, and no
impact would occur.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

According to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Wetlands Inventory
Surface Waters and Wetlands Mapper (USFWS 2026), no mapped wetland areas that
could support riparian habitat are on or adjacent to the project site. In addition, the project
site is entirely developed with existing buildings and other hardscapes (pavement),
experiences frequent human and vehicle disturbance, and does not support suitable
habitat for any sensitive natural communities. Therefore, the project would not result in a
substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community,
and no impact would occur.

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?

The entire project site is developed and surrounded by other developed areas. According
to the USFWS National Wetlands Inventory Surface Waters and Wetlands Mapper, no
mapped wetland areas are in or adjacent to the project site. Therefore, the project would
not result in a substantial adverse effect on a federally or state-protected wetland, and no
impact would occur.

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?

The project site is in a developed, urbanized area of the City and is not in a wildlife
movement corridor.

The project site is fully developed with the current O&M building, an accessory
maintenance shop building, surface parking areas, and associated landscaping, lighting,
utilities, and frontage improvements, reducing terrestrial habitat connectivity in the area.
No waterways that could provide migratory fish or breeding habitat are on the project site.
Because the project site does not provide terrestrial or aquatic habitat connectivity, the
project would not interfere with terrestrial or aquatic wildlife corridors. However, the
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parking and landscaping areas include ornamental trees that may be used by nesting
and/or migratory birds. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would avoid and/or
minimize potential impacts related to nesting and/or migratory birds during construction.
Therefore, the project would not interfere substantially with the movement of migratory
species, and the impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

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

Fresno Municipal Code, Section 13-305 (Tree Preservation), requires the use of
techniques, methods, and procedures to preserve, whenever feasible, all trees in the City,
including but not limited to trees affecting surface improvements or underground facilities
or are diseased or located where construction is being considered or will occur. Although
the on-site trees are not expected to interfere directly with demolition activities,
preservation is not feasible in the context of long-term site management following
demolition. The site’s irrigation infrastructure is permanently offline and restoring or
temporarily replicating irrigation to maintain the trees after demolition is not practical given
the project timeline and site-control constraints. Without the ability to provide ongoing
irrigation, the trees would remain in an unmanaged state following demolition, creating
foreseeable fire hazard and public-safety concerns should the trees’ health decline.
Removal during demolition is therefore necessary to protect public health and safety.
Therefore, under the feasibility provisions of Section 13-305, tree removal is justified and
does not conflict with the City’s tree preservation policies. No impact would occur.

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?

The project site is not in the covered area of any applicable Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other adopted local, regional, or state Habitat
Conservation Plan. Therefore, the project would not conflict with the provisions of the
Pacific Gas & Electric O&M Habitat Conservation Plan, and no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

BIO-1 Pre-Construction Nesting Bird Survey. Prior to initiation of any site
preparation/construction activities, if work is planned to occur between
February 1 and September 15, a qualified biologist shall survey the area for
nesting birds within 1 week before initial project activity begins, including
ground disturbance and vegetation removal/trimming. If nesting birds that
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fall within any category listed below are on or near the project site, they shall
be avoided until they have successfully fledged or the nest is no longer
deemed active, as follows:

1. A 50-foot exclusion zone shall be placed around non-listed,
passerine species, and a 250-foot exclusion zone shall be
implemented for raptor species. Each exclusion zone shall encircle
the nest and have a radius of 50 feet (non-listed passerine species)
or 250 feet (raptor species). All project activities, including foot and
vehicle traffic and storage of supplies and equipment, are prohibited
inside exclusion zones. Exclusion zones shall be maintained until all
project activities have been terminated, or it has been determined by
a qualified biologist that the young have fledged or that project
activities would not cause adverse impacts on the nest, adults, eggs,
or young.

2. If special-status bird species are identified and nesting in the work area,
no work shall begin until an appropriate exclusion zone is determined
in consultation with the City of Fresno and any relevant resource
agencies. The results of the survey shall be provided to the City of
Fresno prior to initiation of site preparation/demolition activities.

The results shall detail appropriate fencing or flagging of exclusion zones
and include recommendations for additional monitoring requirements. A
map of the project site and nest locations shall be included with the results.
The qualified biologist conducting the nesting survey shall have the
authority to reduce or increase the recommended exclusion zone
depending on site conditions and species (if non-listed). If 2 weeks lapse
between different phases of project activities (e.g., vegetation trimming, the
start of demolition), during which no or minimal work activity occurs, the
nesting bird survey shall be repeated, and a separate survey report shall be
prepared and submitted to the City of Fresno.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial
adverse change in the
significance of a historical ] (] []
resource as defined in
Section 15064.57?

b) Cause a substantial
adverse change in the
significance of an

. O ] ]
archaeological resource
pursuant to Section
15064.5?
c) Disturb any human
remains, including those = = =

interred outside formal
cemeteries?

DISCUSSION

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5?

The first phase of the O&M building began in 1968 and was completed by 1977 with the
second phase built in 1991. Because the building is more than 50 years old, it was
evaluated for eligibility for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources
(CRHR), the Fresno Local Register of Historic Resources, and as a historical resource
defined by CEQA. The full evaluation, conducted by ASM Affiliates, is included as the
Historic Resource Technical Report as Appendix C to this Initial Study.

To be eligible for listing in the CRHR, a building, object, or structure must satisfy at least
one of the following four criteria:
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1) It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of local or regional history or the cultural heritage of California or the
United States.

2) It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national
history.

3) It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values.

4) It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory
or history of the local area, California, or the nation.

Historical resources eligible for listing in the CRHR also must retain enough of their
historic character or appearance to be recognizable as historical resources and to convey
the reasons for their significance. For eligibility for the CRHR, integrity is defined as “the
authenticity of a historical resource’s physical identity evidenced by the survival of
characteristics that existed during the resource’s period of significance” (Appendix C).

City of Fresno Ordinance 99-50, Sections 1, 2, 9-9-99 (Historic Preservation Ordinance),
establishes designation criteria in Section 12-1607, the purpose of the ordinance in
Section 12-1602, and defines the process for local designation in Sections 12-1608, 12-
1609, and 12-1610. The purpose of the ordinance is to safeguard the heritage of the City
of Fresno by preserving and regulating its historical buildings, structures, objects, sites
and districts which reflect the City’s historical, cultural, social, economic, political and
architectural history to preserve these resources, for economic development, and for the
general welfare of the public.

(a) Any building, structure, object or site may be designated as an Historic Resource
if it is found by the Commission and Council to meet the following criteria:

1. It has been in existence more than 50 years and it possesses integrity of
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association, and:

i. Itis associated with events that have made a significant contribution
to the broad patterns of our history; or

ii. Itis associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
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iii. 1t embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method
of construction, or represents the work of a master, or possesses
high artistic values; or

iv. It has yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in
prehistory or history.

2. It has been in existence less than 50 years, it meets the criteria of
subdivision (1) of subsection (a) of this section and is of exceptional
importance within the appropriate historical context, local, state or national.

As explained in the Historic Resource Technical Report (Appendix C), ASM recommends
that the building is individually eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 1 and for the
Fresno Local Register under Criterion A-1i for the theme of Urban Renewal in Fresno with
a period of significance of 1969-1973 and for the theme of Communications in the Central
Valley region with a period of significance of 1969—-1981. Based on this evaluation, the
building therefore meets the definition of a CEQA historical resource.

The City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance establishes the Historic Preservation
Commission (HPC) and is comprised of seven individuals appointed by the Mayor, who
have training and expertise in preservation, architecture, architectural history,
engineering, and related fields. In addition to this locally derived authority, Fresno is a
Certified Local Government under the National Historic Preservation Act, a status jointly
administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation and the National Park
Service. As a Certified Local Government, the City is required to maintain a qualified
historic preservation review commission and is formally delegated responsibilities by the
State of California to identify, evaluate, and protect historical resources within its
jurisdiction. Accordingly, the HPC is empowered by both municipal ordinance and
state-recognized authority to make findings regarding the eligibility of properties for local
historic designation. The HPC discussion of eligibility included the following:

e Fresno media history and the theme of communication is more directly associated
with the original 1922 Fresno Bee building (located at 155 Van Ness Avenue) and
the Fresno Republican Printery Building (located at 2130 Kern Street), which are
both listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

e The evaluation did not consider the context of site history prior to Urban Renewal
in Fresno and the displacement of populations to allow for the development of
the building.
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e The building is not a great example of a particular architectural style.

e The important event pertaining to the jailing of the journalists known as the “Bee
Four,” which has been documented in other publications.

Upon conclusion of the discussion, the HPC rejected the findings of the Historic Resource
Technical Report, determined the building to be ineligible for listing as a historical
resource for the reasons previously listed, and conditioned any future development to
include an interpretive display regarding the history of the project site. Given that the
building has been determined by the HPC to be ineligible for listing as a historical
resource, site demolition would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of cultural resources. The impact would be less than significant.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?

A records search from the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center of the
California Historical Resources Information System at California State University,
Bakersfield, was conducted in March 2026. No resources were identified on the project
site. Eleven cultural resources were identified within a 0.25-mile radius, none of which
would be impacted by the project’s activities.

The project site is on land that has been previously disturbed and is currently developed
and improved. The project includes the demolition of the O&M building and the accessory
maintenance shop building. At-grade concrete surfaces abutting and adjacent to the
building envelope would be protected and remain in place. In addition to building removal,
demolition would involve cutting and plugging the existing water, gas, and sewer lines
near the property lines along E and G Streets. The existing railroad spur in the O&M
building limits would be removed, and any outside the O&M building limits would be
protected and remain in place. Demolition of pads, footings, and other similar structures
within the building envelope would not require excavation beyond already developed and
disturbed depths. As such, project demolition would not encroach into native soils where
previously undisturbed or unknown archaeological resources may occur. Therefore, it is
unlikely that the project would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
archaeological resources. Although unlikely, there is still potential to encounter previously
unknown archaeological resources during project implementation. With implementation
of Mitigation Measure CUL-1, impacts would be less than significant.
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c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside formal cemeteries?

There are no known human remains or cemeteries on or within the immediate vicinity of
the project site. The project would be required to comply with California Health and Safety
Code, Section 7050.5, which outlines the protocol for unanticipated discovery of human
remains. Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the Fresno
County Coroner has made a determination of origin and disposition of the human remains
pursuant to California PRC Section 5097.98. The Fresno County Coroner must be notified
of the find immediately. If the human remains are determined to be Native American, the
Fresno County Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission, which will
determine and notify a most likely descendant. The most likely descendant shall complete
the inspection of the project site within 48 hours of notification and may recommend
scientific removal and nondestructive analysis of human remains and items associated
with Native American burials. With compliance with California Health and Safety Code,
Section 7050.5, the impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

CUL-1 If previously unknown resources are encountered before or during project
activities, all ground-disturbing activities within a 50-foot radius of the find shall
stop. Work within this radius shall not continue until a qualified and approved
archaeologist assesses the find and determines the need for further study. If
the find includes Native American affiliated materials, a local Native American
Tribal representative shall be contacted to work in conjunction with the
approved archaeologist to determine the need for further study. The qualified
archaeologist shall make recommendations to the City of Fresno on the
measures that shall be implemented to protect the discovered resources,
including but not limited to excavation of the finds and evaluation of the finds
in accordance with Section 15064.5 of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines and the City of Fresno Historic Preservation Ordinance. If
the resources are determined to be unique historical resources as defined
under CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5, measures shall be identified by the
approved archaeologist and recommended to the City of Fresno. No further
ground-disturbing activities shall occur in the area of the discovery until the City
of Fresno approves the measures to protect these resources. Any historical
artifacts recovered as a result of mitigation shall be provided to a City of
Fresno-approved institution or person who is capable of providing long-term
preservation to allow future scientific study.
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VI. ENERGY

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a) Result in potentially
significant environmental
impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary U Il O
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?

DISCUSSION

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

Project activities would result in the consumption of fuel for vehicles and equipment during
demolition and earthwork in Phase 2. Fuel energy consumed during demolition would be
temporary (approximately 12 weeks) and would not represent a significant demand on
energy resources. Equipment would be required to comply with state requirements that
equipment not idle for more than 5 minutes, which would limit wasteful energy consumption.
Project demolition equipment would also be required to comply with the latest California Air
Resources Board engine emissions standards. These emissions standards require highly
efficient combustion systems that maximize fuel efficiency and reduce unnecessary fuel
consumption. Additionally, demolition and use of heavy equipment is necessary to perform
the demolition and earthwork required to safely remove the on-site structure, and the
project would use only typical construction practices.

Removal of hazardous materials in Phase 1 would result in longer haul trips and resulting
fuel use compared to non-hazardous materials export. However, fuel energy consumed
during hazardous materials removal would be temporary (approximately 8 weeks) and
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would not represent a significant demand on energy resources. The longer haul trips are
necessary to dispose of waste in compliance with applicable regulations; the closest
available facility was selected for disposal.

Following hazardous materials removal and demolition activities, the project site would be
passive (used as parking and storage for City fleet vehicles) and would not result in energy
consumption. As such, the project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?

Following hazardous materials removal and demolition activities, the project site would
continue to be used as parking and storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing
conditions, and would not result in additional energy demand. As such, the project does
not include any components that would potentially obstruct renewable energy or energy
efficiency plans. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

a) Directly or indirectly
cause potential substantial
adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:

i) Rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic
ground shaking?

iif) Seismic-related ground
failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil
erosion or the loss of
topsoil?
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

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), creating
substantial 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?
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DISCUSSION

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist
for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

Fault ruptures are generally expected to occur along active fault traces that have exhibited
signs of recent geological movement (i.e., in the last 11,000 years). Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zones delineate areas around active faults with potential surface fault
rupture hazards that would require specific geological investigations prior to approval of
certain kinds of development in the delineated area. The project site is not in an Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. In addition, no known active or potentially active faults or
fault traces are within the project vicinity. The nearest active fault is the Nunez Fault,
approximately 50 miles southwest of the City. Further, the project involves demolition
activities, and no new structures or other development are proposed as part of the project.
Therefore, the project would not expose people or structures to risk as a result of fault
rupture, and no impact would occur.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

The City is in an area with a historically low-to-moderate level of seismicity. However,
seismic activity along the nearby Great Valley Fault Zone or the Nunez Fault or other
associated faults could affect the project site through strong seismic ground shaking.
Strong seismic ground shaking could potentially cause structural damage and substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death. However, the project is limited
to demolition activities and does not include construction of new structures or operational
uses. Therefore, the risk of substantial adverse effects from seismic ground shaking
would be minimal, and the impact would be less than significant.

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Liquefaction takes place when loosely packed, water-logged sediments at or near the
ground surface lose their strength in response to strong ground shaking. This could result
in substantial adverse effects to structures built on soils susceptible to liquefaction and
thus cause associated risk of loss, injury, or death. However, the project is limited to
demolition activities and does not include construction of new structures or operational
uses that could be adversely affected by seismic-related ground failure, including
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liquefaction. Therefore, the project would not result in the risk of loss, injury, or death as
a result of liquefaction, and no impact would occur.

iv. Landslides?

A landslide generally occurs on relatively steep slopes and/or on slopes underlain by weak
materials. Fresno is in an area that predominantly consists of flat topography in the Central
Valley. The project site is flat topography, is not near slopes, and is not in the vicinity of the
San Joaquin River bluff or other unlined basins or canals. Therefore, there is no potential
for landslides to occur on the project site and result in associated risk of loss, injury, or
death as a result of landslide. No impact would occur.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

The project site is completely developed and paved, and exposed soil is limited to the small
amount of landscaping. Proposed demolition activities, including hazardous materials
abatement, would result in limited ground-disturbing activities that expose substantial soil.
During demolition, any excavated areas and the existing basement would be backfilled with
imported soil to match existing grade of the project site, and construction BMPs, such as
covering any stockpiled soil and installing fiber rolls around work areas, would reduce
potential loss of soil. Following demolition activities, the project site would continue to be
covered in hardscapes associated with paved areas, which would reduce the potential for
long-term erosion to occur on the project site. Therefore, the project would not result in
substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil, and the impact would be less than significant.

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?

The project includes the demolition of existing structures and does not include
construction of new structures or operational uses, or substantial excavation into the
underlying soils. During demolition, any excavated areas and the existing basement
would be backfilled with imported soil to match existing grade of the project site. The
project would not result in soil instability or the potential for landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. The impact would be less than significant.
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. Therefore, the project would not create substantial direct
or indirect risks to life or property. No impact would occur.

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?

The project does not require the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems that require soils capable of supporting such systems. Therefore, no impact
would occur.

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

The project is on land that has been previously disturbed and is currently developed. The
project includes the demolition of the O&M building and the accessory maintenance shop
building. At-grade concrete surfaces abutting and adjacent to the building envelope would
be protected and remain in place. Demolition of pads, footings, and other similar
structures within the building envelope would not require excavation beyond already
developed and disturbed depths. As such, project demolition would not encroach into
native soils where previously undisturbed or unknown paleontological resources may
occur. Therefore, it is unlikely that the project would not directly or indirectly destroy a
unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic features, and the impact would
be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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VIIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse
gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that ] [] [
may have a significant
impact on the environment?

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

DISCUSSION

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have
a significant impact on the environment?

A greenhouse gas (GHG) is any gas that absorbs infrared radiation and traps heat in the
atmosphere. GHGs are produced from natural processes and human activities. The
accumulation of GHGs in the atmosphere influences long-term atmospheric temperatures
and contributes to global climate change. To simplify reporting and analysis, GHG
emissions are typically reported in metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent.

Project activities would result in short-term GHG emissions from heavy equipment and
construction vehicles. Because the project would be limited to demolition activities, only
construction emissions were calculated for the project. Following demolition, the project
site would continue to be used as parking and storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to
existing conditions, and would not result in additional ongoing GHG emissions.

The GHG emissions from project activities were calculated using CalEEMod Version
2022.1.1.44. Detailed assumptions and modeling datasheets are provided in Appendix B.
The project is estimated to result in 724.7 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent. The City
does not have adopted numerical thresholds for GHG emissions. Therefore, the project is
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analyzed based on consistency with the applicable GHG reduction plan, as discussed in
Section VIII(b), and the impact would be less than significant.

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

The project site is within the SJVAPCD'’s jurisdiction, which released the San Joaquin
Valley Climate Change Action Plan (CCAP) in December 2009. For this analysis, the
CCAP is the applicable GHG Emissions Reduction Plan for analyzing project consistency.

The CCAP identifies goals and policies to address reductions in GHGs and improvement
to regional air quality. The CCAP includes best performance standards that future projects
should incorporate to accomplish specified GHG reductions, including building design
elements that reduce energy consumption, project designs that promote pedestrian
access, and land use planning decisions that reduce vehicle miles traveled.

According to the process for evaluating GHG significance described in the CCAP, projects
that comply with an approved GHG Emissions Reduction Plan or GHG Mitigation
Program, which avoids or substantially reduces GHG emissions within the geographic
area in which the project is located, would be determined to have a less than significant
individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions. Projects complying with an
approved GHG Emissions Reduction Plan or GHG Mitigation Program would not be
required to formally implement best performance standards.

The City does not have a current GHG Emissions Reduction Plan. Therefore, in the
absence of any City plan or SUJVAPCD thresholds, this analysis evaluates the project for
consistency with the Bay Area Air District (BAAD) (formerly the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District) California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelines (BAAD
2022 CEQA Guidelines), which include certain design elements that new land use
projects must incorporate to contribute its portion of what is necessary to achieve
California’s long-term climate goal of carbon neutrality by 2045. Although the BAAD 2022
CEQA Guidelines were developed for application in the Bay Area, they are broadly
applicable across the state since they rely on statewide standards for GHG emissions
thresholds (BAAD 2025).

Prior to the BAAD approving its 2022 CEQA Guidelines, the BAAD prepared a Justification
Report: CEQA Thresholds for Evaluating the Significance of Climate Impacts from Land
Use Projects and Plans (Justification Report), included as Appendix B of the 2022 CEQA
Guidelines. The BAAD thresholds establish whether a project would be consistent with
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California’s efforts to meet long-term climate goals as established in the state’s 2022
Scoping Plan, including achieving carbon neutrality by 2045. As outlined in the Justification
Report, if a project is designed and built to incorporate design elements related to natural
gas, energy, vehicle miles traveled, and electric vehicles, then it would contribute its portion
of what is necessary to achieve California’s long-term climate goals (i.e., its “fair share”),
and an agency reviewing the project under CEQA can conclude that the project would not
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to global climate change.

As discussed previously, the project is the demolition of existing structures. Following
construction, the project site would continue to be used as parking and storage for City
fleet vehicles, similar to existing conditions, and would not result in any new operational
uses that would emit GHGs. The project would not hinder California’s carbon neutrality
goal or contribute to ongoing GHG emissions. The project would not conflict with plans,
policies, or regulations adopted to reduce GHG emissions, including the BAAD 2022
CEQA Guidelines design elements. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

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 resullt,
would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the
environment?
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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, result in
a safety hazard or excessive
noise for people residing or
working in the project area?

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 L] L] L]
risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires?

DISCUSSION

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

The project would require limited quantities of hazardous substances, including gasoline,
diesel fuel, hydraulic fluid, solvents, oils, and paints, during construction (demolition)
activities, which has the potential to result in an accidental spill or release. However, all
materials would be contained, stored, and handled in compliance with applicable standards
and regulations established by the USEPA, U.S. Occupational Safety and Health
Administration, and California Department of Toxic Substances Control. All storage,
handling, and disposal of hazardous materials during project activities would be required to
comply with applicable local safety standards and regulations.
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As described in Checklist Item 8, Project Description, the project site contains known and
potentially hazardous materials associated with the former USTs, OWSs, railroad spur,
and buildings constructed in 1977 and 1991. The City performed testing in 2021 and is
currently (in 2026) conducting additional hazardous materials investigations, including an
LBP survey, ACM surveys, and soil and soil vapor testing. The surveys identified ACMs
in the building’s concrete, roofing, mastic, pipe insulation, cement paneling, and
fireproofing insulation and LBP in the walls, door frames, posts, metal framing, and
concrete supports (Appendix A).

Demolition of structures containing ACM and LBP could result in a significant hazard to
the public or the environment through the exposure to and transport and disposal of
hazardous materials.

As described in the Project Description under Hazardous Materials Abatement, the project
includes preparation of an HMAP that will address identified or anticipated regulated
building materials and hazardous materials that may be encountered during construction
(demolition) activities in conformance with applicable federal, state, and local regulatory
requirements. The HMAP would be developed prior to issuance of project demolition
permits for required use by a licensed abatement contractor to abate all identified regulated
hazardous materials prior to demolition, as a condition of contract award. Hazardous
materials removed from the site would be contained and transported to a facility approved
for handling such materials. The actual disposal amount and location are not known at this
time. For the environmental analysis, it is assumed that all hazardous materials would be
disposed of at the Kettleman Hills Hazardous Waste Facility, which is permitted to accept
most types of hazardous wastes as defined by the USEPA and the state. The Kettleman
Hills Hazardous Waste Facility is approximately 60 miles south of the project site at 35251
Old Skyline Road, Kettleman City, California 93239. With preparation and implementation
of the HMAP, the impact would be less than significant.

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. The parking lot would remain in operation as parking and
storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing conditions. Therefore, the impact
associated with the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be
less than significant.
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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?

The project site is fully developed with the current O&M building (former Fresno Bee
building), an accessory maintenance shop building, surface parking areas, and
associated landscaping, lighting, utilities, and frontage improvements.

The site previously contained five USTs: two 12,000-gallon USTs containing gasoline and
diesel, one 5,000-gallon UST containing diesel, one 2,000-gallon UST containing waste
ink, and one 1,000-gallon UST containing solvent. All USTs were removed under the
oversight of the Fresno County Environmental Health Department in 1993 and 2025 and
are considered “case closed.” The site also contains two inactive OWSs associated with
the printing press and fueling areas. Additionally, there is an existing inactive railroad spur
that traverses the northern portion of the site that extends into the O&M building footprint.
A Phase | Environmental Assessment was prepared in 2016 by Bock & Clark
Environmental LLC and identified recognized environmental conditions on the project site
based on the historical presence of the USTs, OWSs, and the inactive railroad spur.

Based on the results of the Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, SALEM conducted
soil and soil vapor testing in 2021. The results of the soil and vapor testing indicated that
no additional assessment activities were required and that any future soil disturbance
should occur under the guidance of a Soil Management Plan. The proposed demolition
is not anticipated to require future soil disturbance. However, if soil disturbance were
deemed necessary, the City would prepare and implement a Soil Management Plan.

As discussed in Section 1X(a), the ACM and LBP surveys identified ACMs in the building’s
concrete, roofing, mastic, pipe insulation, cement paneling, and fireproofing insulation and
LBPs in the walls, door frames, posts, metal framing, and concrete supports
(Appendix A). Demolition of structures containing ACM and LBP could result in the
release of hazardous materials into the environment during construction, creating a
hazard to the public (including construction workers) and the environment.

The project includes preparation of an HMAP that would address identified or anticipated
regulated building materials and hazardous materials that may be encountered during
demolition and construction activities in conformance with applicable federal, state, and
local regulatory requirements. The HMAP would be developed prior to the issuance of
project demolition permits for required use by a licensed abatement contractor to abate
all identified regulated hazardous materials prior to demolition. Hazardous materials
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removed from the site would be contained and transported to a facility approved for
handling such materials. Refer to the discussion of hazardous materials abatement in
Checklist Item 8, Project Description, and the discussion in Section 1X(a).

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses.

Therefore, with preparation and implementation of the HMAP, the project would not 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. The impact would be less than significant.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No schools are within 0.25 mile of the project site. The nearest existing school is Kepler
Neighborhood School, approximately 0.37 mile east of the project site. Therefore, the
project would not have the potential to emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or
proposed school. No impact would occur.

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

The project site is not included on the list of hazardous waste sites compiled pursuant to
California Government Code, Section 65962.5 (DTSC 2026). However, the project site is
included in the State Water Resources Control Board GeoTracker database (SWRCB
2026). As described in Checklist Item 8, Project Description, under Hazardous Materials
Abatement, the site has been cleaned, and the status is “case closed.” Further, the project
includes preparation and implementation of an HMAP that would address identified or
anticipated regulated building materials and hazardous materials that may be encountered
during demolition and construction activities in conformance with applicable federal, state,
and local regulatory requirements. Therefore, the project would not create a significant
hazard to the public or environment, and the impact would be less than significant.
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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,
result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in
the project area?

The nearest airports include the Fresno Yosemite International Airport, approximately
5.2 miles northeast of the project site, and the Fresno-Chandler Executive Airport,
approximately 0.93 miles west of the project site. Each airport is considered under the
Fresno County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, which guides local jurisdictions in
determining appropriate compatible land uses with detailed findings and policies. The
Fresno County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan includes airport safety zone maps that
are based on the likelihood of aircraft accident adjacent to airports. Although the project
site is within 2 miles of the Fresno-Chandler Executive Airport, the project site is in Safety
Zone 6, Traffic Pattern Zone, which is an area of low aircraft accident risk (Fresno COG
2025). Therefore, the project would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working on the project site, and the impact would be less than significant.

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Demolition activities would be limited to the project site and would not require roadway
encroachment that could impede emergency response or evacuation efforts on the
project site. Prior to demolition activities, most of the project site would be temporarily
fenced for safety, with access points from E Street, G Street, and the eastern portion of
the parking lot. The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include
construction of new structures or operational uses. The project would not impair
implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted Emergency Response Plan or
Emergency Evacuation Plan. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires?

The project site and surroundings are in the fully developed and urbanized downtown
area of the City. The project site is not in or near state responsibility areas (SRAs). The
nearest lands identified within SRAs are approximately 12 miles northeast of the project
site. The project site and most of the City are in local responsibility areas (LRAs) and are
not designated as a Fire Hazard Severity Zone. The nearest SRA designated as Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zone is approximately 14 miles northeast of the project site,
beyond the City of Clovis. The nearest LRA designated as Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone is approximately 20 miles east of the project site (CAL FIRE 2025). The project is
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limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new structures or
operational uses. Therefore, the project would not expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires.
No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality
standards or waste
discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially
degrade surface or
groundwater 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 a substantial
erosion or siltation on- or
off-site;

i) Substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on-
or offsite?
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant with | Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

iif) 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 L] [ L]
sustainable groundwater
management plan?

DISCUSSION

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality?

The project includes the demolition of the O&M building and the accessory maintenance
shop building. At-grade concrete surfaces abutting and adjacent to the building envelope
would be protected and remain in place. Demolition of pads, footings, and other similar
structures within the building envelope would not require excavation beyond already
developed and disturbed depths.

Pollutants of concern during demolition activities include trash, petroleum products, concrete
waste (dry and wet), sanitary waste, and chemicals. As described in Checklist Item 8, Project
Description, various BMPs would be implemented during demolition to control stormwater
pollution and erosion, in compliance with the California Construction General Permit issued by
the State Water Resources Control Board. Anticipated BMPs are shown on Figure 4 and may
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include temporary 6-foot fencing with windscreen around the project site, fiber rolls placed
along the interior fence line of the work area, filters placed over drain inlets in the parking lot,
designated equipment and material staging area(s), designated refuse container(s), periodic
trackout and public roadway sweeping, and covering of any exposed stockpiled soil.

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. The parking lot would remain in operation as parking and
storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing conditions. Implementation of the BMPs to
be included in the construction specifications and compliance with the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System-required Stormwater Pollutant Prevention Plan would
reduce the risk of water degradation on and off site from soil erosion and other pollutants
related to construction activities. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

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

The project would not use groundwater. The project is limited to demolition activities and
does not include construction of new structures or operational uses. The parking lot would
remain in operation as parking and storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing
conditions. Therefore, the project would not create any new impervious surfaces that
would decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge. The impact would be less than significant.

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. Resultin 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 offsite?

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?

The project does not include alteration or other direct impacts on any surface water features.
The project includes the demolition of the O&M building and the accessory maintenance
shop building. At-grade concrete surfaces abutting and adjacent to the building envelope
would be protected and remain in place. In addition, excavated areas and the existing
basement would be backfilled to match the existing grade of the project site. The project
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would not create any additional impervious areas on the project site. Finally, the existing
storm drainage features of the site would remain in place and stormwater runoff patterns
would be similar to existing conditions. Therefore, the project would not substantially alter the
existing drainage patterns of the site in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or
siltation, increase the rate or amount of surface water runoff, create runoff that would result
in flooding on or off site, orimpede or redirect flows. The impact would be less than significant.

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to
project inundation?

The project site is not in a tsunami or seiche zone and would not risk pollutant release as
a result of inundation by a tsunami or seiche. According to Federal Emergency
Management Agency Flood Insurance Rate Map 06019C2110H (FEMA 2026), the project
site is within shaded Zone X, an area with a 0.2 percent annual chance of flooding or area
of 1 percent annual chance of flooding with average depth less than 1 foot or drainage area
of less than 1 square mile. Shaded Zone X is not considered a special flood hazards area
by the City. The project site is approximately 111 miles inland and is not in a tsunami
inundation area. Finally, the project site is not near an enclosed body of water and would
not be affected by a seiche. Therefore, the project would not risk release of pollutants due
to project inundation in a flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zone. No impact would occur.

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

The project site is in the Kings Sub-Basin of the San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin
(California Department of Water Resources Groundwater Sub-Basin Number: 5-22.08).
The project site is under the jurisdiction of the Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) and would be subject to the Water Quality Control Plan for the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region (Basin Plan)
(RWQCB 2019), which establishes water quality objectives for beneficial uses of water
resources in the Sacramento and San Joaquin River Basins.

As discussed under Section X(a) and Section X(b), the project would not decrease
groundwater supply or interfere with groundwater recharge in a manner that would
impede sustainable management of the groundwater basin, and BMPs would be
implemented to protect water quality. The project would be consistent with sustainable
management of the San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin and with the Basin Plan;
therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a) Physically divide an = = =

established community?

b) Cause a significant
environmental impact due to
a conflict with any land use
plan, policy, or regulation L] (] []
adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

DISCUSSION

a) Physically divide an established community?

The physical division of an established community typically refers to the construction of a
physical feature (such as an interstate highway or railroad tracks) or removal of a means
of access (such as a local road or bridge) that would impair mobility within an existing
community or between a community and outlying areas. For instance, the construction of
an interstate highway through an existing community may constrain travel from one side
of the community to another; similarly, such construction may also impair travel to areas
outside the community.

The project includes the demolition of the City’s O&M facilities and does not include new
construction in an undeveloped area or other activities that could result in the removal or
blockage of existing public roadways or other circulation paths or include any features
that would physically divide an established community. Therefore, no impact would occur.

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?

The project includes the demolition of the O&M building and the accessory maintenance
shop building. The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include
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construction of new land uses, structures, or operational uses. Demolition activities would
not conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental impact. The impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.

720660v1 59



XIl. MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of
availability of a known
mineral resource that_would = = 0
be of value to the region
and the residents of the
state?
b) Result in the loss of
availability of a locally-
important r_nlnerql resource ] ] ]
recovery site delineated on
a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

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) Resultin 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?

The primary area identified and mapped for mineral resources in the City is along the San
Joaquin River Corridor. The California Geological Survey classifies lands as Mineral
Resource Zone (MRZ)-1, MRZ-2, and MRZ-3. The project site and most of the surrounding
developed region are identified as an urbanized area in mapping of the “Fresno Production-
Consumption Region” related to mineral resources aggregate producers and are identified
as MRZ-3 (DOC 1986, 1998). MRZ-3 is defined as areas where the significance of mineral
deposits cannot be evaluated from available data. The project would not result in the loss
of availability of a known mineral resource of value to the region or residents of the state
(e.g., land designated as MRZ-2). No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XIlll. NOISE

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project result in:

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 applicable
standards of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

c) For a project located
within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or an airport
land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of
a public airport or public use
airport, would the project
expose people residing or
working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

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 applicable standards of other agencies?

Proposed demolition activities would generate temporary noise that could expose nearby
receptors to elevated noise levels that may disrupt communication and routine activities.
The magnitude of the noise disruption and potential impact on sensitive receptors
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depends on the type of construction activity, equipment, duration of the construction
phase, distance between the noise source and receiver, and intervening structures.
Sound levels from typical construction equipment range from 60 to 90 A-weighted decibel
(dBA) equivalent continuous sound level (Leq) at 50 feet from the source (FHWA 2008).
Noise from construction equipment generally exhibits point source acoustical
characteristics. Strictly speaking, a point source sound decays at a rate of 6 dBA per
doubling of distance from the source. The rule applies to the propagation of sound waves
with no ground interaction.

Demolition activities are anticipated to occur over approximately 12 weeks and would use
typical construction equipment. The City’s Noise Ordinance (Section 10-101 of the Fresno
Municipal Code) exempts construction activities from average noise level limits, but limits
construction activity to between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., Monday to
Saturday. Construction would occur only during the City’s allowable hours. Additionally,
the site is surrounded by commercial and light industrial uses that are not typically noise
sensitive. The closest residential area to the site is approximately 600 feet southwest of
the project site, separated from the site by commercial buildings that would provide noise
attenuation, and SR-99, which is an existing source of ambient noise. Therefore,
temporary construction noise would not result in a substantial temporary increase in
ambient noise. Following demolition, the site would continue to be used as parking and
storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing conditions, and would not be a new
source of operational noise. This impact would be less than significant.

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

The main concerns associated with groundborne vibration from this type of project are
annoyance and damage; however, vibration-sensitive instruments and operations can be
disrupted at much lower levels than would typically affect other uses. In extreme cases, the
vibration can cause damage to buildings, particularly those that are old or otherwise fragile.
Construction equipment is a potential source of groundborne vibration. Following
demolition, the project site would continue to be used as parking and storage for City fleet
vehicles, similar to existing conditions, and would not generate groundborne vibration.

Construction and grading equipment may produce periodic vibration on the project site,
but as described previously, no vibration-sensitive receptors are within the screening
distances for potential vibration impacts. Per Caltrans guidance, major construction within
200 feet of vibration-sensitive operations may be potentially disruptive (Caltrans 2020).
Vibration-sensitive uses are those where low levels of vibration are essential, such as for
the operation of medical or other specialized equipment. The land uses surrounding the
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site include commercial and light industrial uses. There are no medical, manufacturing,
or other vibration-sensitive uses within 200 feet of the construction area. The closest
residences are 600 feet southwest of the project site and would not be exposed to
nuisance vibration. As a result, the potential impact from groundborne vibration would be
less than significant.

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The nearest airports include the Fresno Yosemite International Airport, approximately
5.2 miles northeast of the project site, and the Fresno-Chandler Executive Airport,
approximately 0.93 miles west of the project site. Each airport is considered under the Fresno
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, which guides local jurisdictions in determining
appropriate compatible land uses with detailed findings and policies. The project is not within
the 65 dBA CNEL contour for either airport. Therefore, workers would not be exposed to
excessive noise levels from aircraft, and the impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a) Induce substantial
unplanned population growth
in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new 0 = =

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) 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 project is limited to demolition activities of the O&M building and accessory
maintenance shop building and does not include construction of new structures or
operational uses. Employment generated by demolition activities is anticipated to be
fulfilled by the local workforce. The project would not generate new residents or long-term
employment opportunities that would result in unplanned or substantial population growth.
No impact would occur.

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

The project is limited to demolition activities of the O&M building and accessory
maintenance shop building. No housing is on the project site, and the project site is zoned
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for light industrial uses. Therefore, the project would not result in the displacement of
existing people or housing. No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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?

X

Police protection?

X

Schools?

X

Parks?

X

Other public facilities?

O (g oo

O (g oo

O (g oot

X
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DISCUSSION

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:

i.
ii.
iii.
iv.

V.

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include the construction of new
structures or operational uses. The project would not result in the need for new,
expanded, or physically altered governmental facilities to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for the public services listed in
the previous checklist. Demolition activities would not displace or remove any existing
school, park, or other public facility. No specific future use is proposed at this time, and
any future development would be subject to separate and additional environmental review
as required. Further, demolition of the existing structures would reduce the existing need
for fire and police protection services on the project site. No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XVI. RECREATION

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

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) Include recreational
facilities or require the
construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which L] [] []
might have an adverse
physical effect on the
environment?

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?

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. In addition, the project would not increase the use or
demand for park or recreational facilities that would cause substantial physical
deterioration of surrounding recreational facilities, nor accelerate deterioration of
recreational facilities because the project does not include the development of uses that
would place demands, such as residential dwellings or office employment, on these
facilities. Furthermore, the project does not propose the construction of new or
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expanded recreational facilities, which could result in adverse physical effects on the
environment. No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XVII. TRANSPORTATION

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a) Conflict with a program,
plan, ordinance or policy
addreSS|_ng the_ C|rculat|_on = = =
system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?
b) Conflict or be
inconsistent with CEQA 0 0 O

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?

DISCUSSION

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

The project includes the demolition of the O&M building and the accessory maintenance
shop building and hazardous materials abatement. During demolition and abatement
activities, traffic would be generated from hauling demolition material and possibly
hazardous materials away from the project site, importing fill to the site, delivering
supplies to the site, and transporting construction personnel to and from the site.
Construction-generated traffic would be temporary and would not result in long-term
degradation in operating conditions on area roadways or at area intersections. The project
is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new structures or
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operational uses. The parking lot would remain in operation as parking and storage for
City fleet vehicles, similar to existing conditions. Demolition activities would not result in
changes to the surrounding circulation system or bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities.
Therefore, the project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, and the impact would be less than significant.

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

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include the construction of new
structures or operational uses. The parking lot would remain in operation as parking and
storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing conditions. The project would not generate
any permanent increase in vehicle miles traveled. Therefore, the project would not conflict
or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.3(b). No impact would occur.

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

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. Prior to demolition activities, most of the project site would
be temporarily fenced for safety, with access points from E Street, G Street, and the
eastern portion of the parking lot. Although not anticipated, temporary traffic control would
be implemented as required for any demolition activities that encroach onto public
roadways. Following demolition activities, the fence would be removed. The parking lot
would remain in operation as parking and storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing
conditions. The project would not alter the physical configuration of the existing roadway
network serving the project site and would not introduce unsafe design features, such as
sharp curves or dangerous intersections. In addition, the project would not introduce
incompatible uses, such as farm equipment. No impact would occur.

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. Prior to demolition activities, most of the project site would
be temporarily fenced for safety, with access points from E Street, G Street, and the eastern
portion of the parking lot. Following demolition activities, the parking lot would remain in
operation as parking and storage for City fleet vehicles, similar to existing conditions. The
project would not require full or partial lane closures during construction. Emergency access
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to the project site and surrounding residents would not be impacted. Therefore, the project
would not result in inadequate emergency access. No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial
adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public
Resources Code section
21074 as either a site, feature,
place, cultural landscape that
is geographically defined in
terms of the size and scope of
the landscape, sacred place,
or object with cultural value to
a California Native American
tribe, and that is:

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), or

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 5024.17? In applying
the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public
Resource Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of
the resource to a California
Native American tribe.
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DISCUSSION

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the
size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is:

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), or

Pursuant to AB 52, Native American Tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
project site were invited to consult regarding the project based on a list of contacts
provided by the Native American Heritage Commission. The City mailed notices of the
project to each Tribe on April 10, 2026, and the required 30-day period for Tribes to
request consultation ended on May 10, 2026. One letter response was received from
Table Mountain Rancheria of California, dated May 4, 2026, stating that they decline to
participate at this time but wish to be notified if any cultural resources are identified over
the course of the project. Based on the results of the cultural records search and AB 52
consultation, there are no built Tribal historical resources on the project site. Therefore,
no impact would occur.

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 subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

The state 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 CEQA
Guidelines. Pursuant to California PRC Section 21080.3.1, the lead agency shall begin
consultation with the California Native American Tribe that is traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographical area of the 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 CRHR or local
historic register, or the lead agency, at its discretion, and supported by substantial
evidence, chooses to treat the resources as Tribal Cultural Resources (California PRC
Section 21074[a][1-2]).
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Pursuant to AB 52, Native American Tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
project site were invited to consult regarding the project based on a list of contacts provided
by the Native American Heritage Commission. The City mailed notices of the project to
each Tribe on April 10, 2026, and the required 30-day period for Tribes to request
consultation ended on May 10, 2026. One letter response was received from Table
Mountain Rancheria of California, dated May 4, 2026, stating that they decline to participate
at this time but wish to be notified if any cultural resources are identified over the course of
the project. Based on the results of the records search and AB 52 consultation, it is unlikely
that the project would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of Tribal
Cultural Resources. Although unlikely, there is still potential to encounter previously
unknown Tribal Cultural Resources during project implementation. With implementation of
Mitigation Measure CUL-1, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure CUL-1. Refer to Section V, Cultural Resources.
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

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 significant
environmental effects?

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?
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

e) Comply with federal,
state, and local
management and reduction ] (] [
statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

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 significant environmental effects?

The project includes the demolition of the O&M building and the accessory maintenance
shop building. In addition to building removal, demolition would involve cutting and plugging
of existing water, gas, and sewer lines near property lines along E and G Street. The project
is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new structures or
operational uses. Therefore, the project does not require the relocation or construction of
new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power,
natural gas, or telecommunication facilities. The impact would be less than significant.

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. Demolition activities would require minimal and temporary
use of water by construction personnel and for activities like dust control. The project
would not require the long-term use of water. Therefore, the project has sufficient water
supplies available to serve the project, and the impact would be less than significant.

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?

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. The project would not generate wastewater, and no new
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wastewater connections would be made to the municipal sewer collection system.
Portable toilets would be provided on site for construction workers. Therefore, wastewater
collection and treatment would not be required, and no impact would occur.

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?

The project is limited to demolition activities and does not include construction of new
structures or operational uses. Demolition debris, including concrete, steel, wood, and other
building materials, would be transported off-site for disposal or recycling. Materials
unsuitable for recycling would be disposed of at an approved landfill facility. Inert demolition
waste would be transported to one of the numerous waste handling facilities in the area,
which could include Mid Valley Disposal, Waste Management Fresno Transfer Station,
Cedar Avenue Recycling and Transfer Station, or other similar facilities. Demolition
activities may result in a temporary increase in solid waste, which would be disposed of in
accordance with applicable state and local laws and regulations, such as the California
Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen), Sections 4.408 and 5.408, which require
diversion of at least 75 percent of construction waste. The project would also be required
to comply with the City’s Construction and Demolition Approved Disposal Facilities guide
for proper disposal methods. Based on required compliance with CALGreen and City
regulations, construction of the project would not generate solid waste in excess of local
infrastructure capacity. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

Demolition activities would result in a temporary increase in solid waste, which would be
disposed of in accordance with applicable state and local laws and regulations, such as
CALGreen Sections 4.408 and 5.408, which require diversion of at least 75 percent of
construction waste. The project would also be required to comply with the City’'s
Construction and Demolition Approved Disposal Facilities guide for proper disposal
methods. Therefore, the project would not conflict with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste, and the
impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XX. WILDFIRE

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

ect:

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands class
severity zones, would the proj

ified as very high fire hazard

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 environment?

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?
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DISCUSSION

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire
hazard severity zones, would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

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?

Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that
may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to
the environment?

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?

The project site and surrounding areas are in the fully developed and urbanized
downtown area of the City. The project site is not in or near SRAs. The nearest lands
identified within SRAs are approximately 12 miles northeast of the project site. The project
site and most of the City are in LRAs and are not designated as a Fire Hazard Severity
Zone. The nearest SRA designated as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone is
approximately 14 miles northeast of the project site, beyond the City of Clovis. The
nearest LRA designated as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone is approximately
20 miles east of the project site (CAL FIRE 2025). Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Does the project have the
potential to degrade the
quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal community,
substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range
of an endangered, rare, or
threatened species, or
eliminate important
examples of the major
periods of California history
or prehistory?

b) Does the project have
impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively
considerable? “Cumulatively
considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project
are considerable when viewed
in connection with the effects
of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the
effects of probable future
projects)?

c) Does the project have
environmental effects which
will cause substantial
adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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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
eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

The project includes the demolition of the O&M building and the accessory maintenance
shop building and hazardous materials abatement. The project site and surrounding
areas are in the fully developed and urbanized downtown area of the City.

For the reasons provided in previous sections, including Section |V, Biological Resources,
the project would not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
wildlife community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of an
endangered, rare, or threatened species. The potential impacts would be less than
significant with incorporation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1.

As discussed in Section V, there are no previously recorded archaeological resources on
the project site. Additionally, the City’s HPC reviewed the former Fresno Bee building at
1626 E Street and determined that it does not meet the criteria for listing in the Local
Register of Historic Resources. The HPC concluded that the site is not a primary
representative of Fresno’s media history, the building does not represent a significant
architectural style, and that the single associated event—the “Bee Four” incident—does
not independently establish historical significance.

Because the site does not contain known archaeological resources and the building is not
considered a historical resource under CEQA, the project would not eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. Therefore, the project
does not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment with
respect to cultural resources with implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1.
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b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects.)

Implementation of the project would not result in individually limited or cumulatively
considerable significant impacts. All resource topics associated with the project have been
analyzed in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, and the City as the lead
agency determined the project would result in no impacts or less than significant impacts
relative to the environmental topics addressed. In addition, taken in sum with other projects
in the area, including the cumulative scenario analyzed in the Downtown Neighborhoods
Community Plan, the Fulton Corridor Specific Plan, and the Downtown Development Code
Final EIR, the scale of the project is small, and impacts on any environmental resource or
issue areas would not be cumulatively considerable with incorporation of Mitigation
Measures BIO-1 and CUL-1. Therefore, the project would not result in a considerable
contribution to existing cumulative impacts.

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

Effects on human beings are associated with impacts related to all issue areas discussed
previously. As discussed in this Initial Study, the project would have no impacts, less than
significant impact, or less than significant impact with mitigation (Mitigation Measures
BIO-1 and CUL-1) related to the following issue areas:

e Aesthetics e Land Use and Planning
e Agriculture and Forestry e Mineral Resources
Resources .
¢ Noise
e Air Quality

e Population and Housing

e Cultural Resources ) )
e Public Services

* Energy e Recreation

e Geology and Soils « Transportation

* GHG Emissions e Tribal Cultural Resources
e Hazards and Hazardous e .
Materials e Utilities and Service Systems

e Hydrology and Water Quality  Wildfire
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Therefore, the project is not expected to have significant impacts, either long-term or short-
term, or result in any substantial adverse effects on human beings, directly or indirectly.
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ASBESTOS SURVEY
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION
1626 E STREET
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of our asbestos survey for the structures located at 1626 E St. in Fresno,
California. The asbestos survey was conducted under the conditions of Krazan & Associates, Inc.’s
(Krazan’s) Proposal No. P26-040, dated January 28, 2026. Kate Elliot gave written authorization on

March 12, 2026, for Krazan to proceed with the asbestos survey.

2.0 PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF WORK

The purpose of the asbestos survey was to identify and quantify the presence of potential asbestos-
containing materials (ACMs) at the on-site structures. The scope of work for the asbestos survey
included conducting a visual survey of the structures and conducting bulk sampling and analysis of
materials suspected to contain asbestos. This survey was performed in accordance with applicable local,

state, and federal regulations.

3.0 BUILDING DESCRIPTION

The site is located on the east side of E, north of Stanislaus in Fresno, California. The structure was a
three-story structure with basement, concrete, metal, and cement panel exterior walls, with metal, tar &
gravel, rubber membrane, and mineral surface rolled roofing. Interior construction included gypsum
board, open-framed, metal, acoustic ceiling tiles, and suspended ceilings with two-foot by two-foot and
two-foot by four-foot ceiling panels; gypsum board, open-framed, metal, wood, concrete, concrete block,
and ceramic-tiled walls; and concrete floors overlain (in areas) by sheet flooring, wall-to-wall carpeting,
floor tiles, and ceramic tiles. A vehicle maintenance building of all metal construction on a concrete slab-

on grade foundation is also located on the property.
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4.0 INVESTIGATIVE METHODS

4.1 Sampling Protocols

One hundred ninety-four (194) samples of suspected ACMs were collected from throughout the on-site
structures. Sample locations for this survey were chosen in a semi-random fashion with emphasis placed
on minimizing damage to the sampled materials. The samples were collected by carefully removing a
small amount of the suspect material in a non-abrasive manner. If possible, samples were collected from
existing damaged areas or loose pieces of materials. Each sample was placed in a separate sealed plastic
bag, and labeled with the project number and sample number. Refer to the Floor Plan following the text

for the bulk sample locations.

4.2 Laboratory Analytical Methods

The bulk samples collected were analyzed by E.H.S. Laboratories of Richmond, Virginia, to detect the
presence, type, and percentage of asbestos by polarized light microscopy/dispersion staining, following
the procedure described in 40 CFR 763, Subpart E, Appendix A (AHERA). Copies of the Analytical
Results and Chain-of-Custody Record are included in Appendix A.

5.0 RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION

As stated previously, 194 samples of suspected ACMs were collected from throughout the structures.
Analytical laboratory results and field observations of the materials sampled have been summarized on
Table I, following the text of this report. Information presented within the table includes the sample
number, the sample description, the location where the sample was obtained, the asbestos content, the
volume of ACMs identified (typically expressed in square feet), the condition of the material sampled,
and a listing of locations where similar (homogenous) ACMs were also noted (although not necessarily
sampled in these areas). In addition, footnotes have been provided to convey pertinent information

regarding the specific sample or homogenous material.

The following materials were identified as containing at least one percent asbestos:

Concrete texture — exterior concrete walls (Sample Nos. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9). This material would be
considered a Category | non-friable ACM under the NESHAP Regulations.

Cement panel — ground floor exterior wall (Sample No. 25). This material would be considered a
Category Il non-friable ACM under the NESHAP Regulations.

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
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The following materials were identified as containing at least one percent asbestos: (continued)

Texture cement panel — ground floor exterior wall (Sample Nos. 26, 27, and 28). This material would be
considered a Category Il non-friable ACM under the NESHAP Regulations.

12-in by 12-in Floor tile/mastic — basement, 1* floor office, security, hallway, 2" floor hallway, stairwell,
battery room, 3 floor hallway (Sample Nos. 54, 56, 66, 69, 84, 119, 121, 136, 160, 161). This
material would be considered a Category | non-friable ACM under the NESHAP Regulations.

Floor tile mastic — 1** floor café, storage, hallway, 2" floor break room, battery room (Sample Nos. 41,
42, 53, 57, 58, 117, 118, 135). This material would be considered a Category | non-friable ACM under
the NESHAP Regulations.

Mudded pipe elbow — throughout complex (Sample Nos. 39, 75, 76, 77, 175, 176, and 178). This material
would be considered a friable ACM under the NESHAP Regulations.

9-in by 9-in Floor tile/mastic — 3" floor hallway (Sample No. 164). This material would be considered a
Category I non-friable ACM under the NESHAP Regulations.

Skim coat — 3™ floor offices and air handler rooms (Sample Nos. 154, 155, 156, 167, and 168). This
material would be considered a friable ACM under the NESHAP Regulations.

Fireproofing — 3" floor air handler rooms (Sample Nos. 179 and 180). This material would be considered a
friable ACM under the NESHAP Regulations.

6.0 CONCLUSIONS

The National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) defines regulated asbestos-
containing materials (RACM) as the following: friable materials containing more than one percent
asbestos as determined by polarized light microscopy; Category | non-friable materials (i.e., floor tiles,
asphalt roofing products) containing more than one percent asbestos that have become friable, have been
subjected to or will be subjected to sanding, grinding, cutting, or abrading; and Category Il non-friable
materials (i.e., non-friable asbestos-containing materials that are not Category | materials) containing
more than one percent ashestos that have a high probability of becoming or have already been reduced to
a friable condition by demolition or renovation activities. The above-noted samples that contain greater
than one percent asbestos meet the definition of a RACM under the NESHAP. In addition, the California
Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal-OSHA) defines asbestos-containing construction
material (ACCM) as greater than 0.1 percent asbestos. The above-noted samples that contain greater than

0.1 percent asbestos would meet the definition of an ACCM.
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methods with a degree of conservatism deemed proper as of the report date. We do not warrant that

future technical developments cannot supersede such data.

This asbestos survey is not intended to be the sole basis for ashbestos removal bids. Confirmation of the
condition and volume of the ACMs should be conducted by prospective removal contractors prior to
accepting removal bids. This report is provided for the exclusive use of the client noted on the cover page
and is subject to the terms and conditions in the applicable contract between the Client and Krazan. The
client is the only party to whom Krazan has explained the risks involved and has been involved in the
shaping of the scope of services needed to satisfactorily manage those risks, if any, from the client’s point
of view. Any third party use of this report, including use by the Client’s lender, prospective purchaser, or
lessee will be subject to the terms and conditions governing the contractual work between the Client and
Krazan. The unauthorized use of, reliance on, or release of the information contained in this report,
without the expressed written consent of Krazan, is strictly prohibited and will be without risk or liability

to Krazan.

Asbestos analysis was conducted by a laboratory accredited under the National Voluntary Laboratory
Accreditation Program (NVLAP) administered by the National Institute of Standards and Technology
(NIST). The results of the asbestos analyses are accurate only to the degree and care of ensuring the

testing accuracy and the representative nature of the samples obtained.

If you have any questions or if we may be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact our office
at (559) 348-2200.

Respectfully submitted,
KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.

DOSH Certified Asbestos Consultant
No. 00-2828

JRN/mlt

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
With Offices Serving the Western United States

1426015 Asbestos



TABLE |

ASBESTOS ANALYSIS RESULTS

Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
Fresno, California
April 6-7, 2026 Sampling

Asbestos Approx.  Condition / Notes/
Sample No. Sample Description Floor Sample Location Content Sq. Ft. Friability Additional locations
1 Roof core 2nd floor roof 1 ND NC NA full depth core
2 Roof core 2nd floor roof 1 ND NC NA full depth core
3 Roof core 2nd floor roof 1 ND NC NA full depth core
4 Concrete texture 2nd floor roof 1 - exterior wall 4% 60000 G/NF  homogenous throughout
5 Concrete texture 2nd floor roof 1 - exterior wall 4% see# 4 G/NF  homogenous throughout
6 Concrete texture 2nd floor roof 1 - exterior wall 4% see# 4 G/NF  homogenous throughout
7 Concrete texture ground floor - exterior wall 4% see# 4 G/NF  homogenous throughout
8 Concrete texture ground floor - exterior wall 4% see# 4 G/NF  homogenous throughout
9 Concrete texture ground floor - exterior wall 4% see# 4 G/NF  homogenous throughout
10 Roof core 1st floor roof ND NC NA full depth core
11 Roof mastic 1st floor roof ND NC NA roof penetration
12 Roof mastic 2nd floor roof 1 ND NC NA roof penetration
13 Roof core 2nd floor roof 2 ND NC NA full depth core
14 Roof mastic 2nd floor roof 2 ND NC NA roof penetration
15 Roof core 2nd floor roof 3 ND NC NA full depth core
16 Roof mastic 2nd floor roof 3 ND NC NA roof penetration
17 Roof core 3rd floor roof 2 ND NC NA full depth core
18 Roof core 3rd floor roof 2 ND NC NA full depth core
19 Roof core 2nd floor roof 2 ND NC NA full depth core
20 Roof mastic 2nd floor roof 2 ND NC NA roof penetration
21 Roof core 2nd floor roof 6 ND NC NA full depth core
22 Roof core 2nd floor roof 6 ND NC NA full depth core
23 Roof mastic 2nd floor roof 6 ND NC NA roof penetration
24 Roof mastic 2nd floor roof 6 ND NC NA roof penetration
25 Cement panel ground floor - exterior wall 15% 400 G/NF
26 Textured cement board ground floor - exterior wall 20% 750 G/NF
27 Textured cement board ground floor - exterior wall 20% see # 26 G/NF
28 Textured cement board ground floor - exterior wall 20% see # 26 G/NF
NA = Not applicable F = Fair condition
NC = Not calculated G = Good condition
ND = None detected NF = Non-friable
Trace = Less than one percent (<1%) chrysotile asbestos FR = Friable
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TABLE I (Continued)

ASBESTOS ANALYSIS RESULTS

Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street

Fresno, California

April 6-7, 2026 Sampling

Asbestos Approx.  Condition / Notes/
Sample No. Sample Description Floor Sample Location Content Sq. Ft. Friability Additional locations
29 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic basement 3% /3% 800 GINF
30 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel basement ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
31 Gypsum board / taping material basement ND NC NA homogenous throughout
32 Gypsum board / taping material basement ND NC NA homogenous throughout
33 Gypsum board / taping material basement ND NC NA homogenous throughout
34 Pipe insulation wrap - basement ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
35 Pipe insulation wrap - basement ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
36 Pipe insulation wrap - basement ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
37 Pipe insulation wrap - basement ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
38 Duct insulation wrap basement ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
39 Pipe elbow basement 8% <10 G/FR  mudded
40 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 1st café ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
41 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st café ND /2% 1050 G/NF  red
42 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st café ND /2% 275 G/NF  gray
43 Gypsum board / taping material st café ND NC NA homogenous throughout
44 Gypsum board / taping material st café ND NC NA homogenous throughout
45 Gypsum board / taping material st lobby ND NC NA homogenous throughout
46 Base cove mastic st hallway ND NC NA black coving
47 Base cove mastic st café ND NC NA tan coving
48 Wallpaper st lobby ND NC NA squares pattern
49 Wallpaper st lobby ND NC NA abstract pattern
50 12-in by 12-in Ceiling tile st storage ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
51 Ceiling tile mastic st storage ND NC NA associated with # 50
52 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel st kitchen ND NC NA insulated
53 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st storage ND /2% 5000 G/NF  red
54 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st office 3% /3% see # 53 G/NF  off-white
55 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic st storage ND NC NA black border
56 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st security 3% /5% see # 53 G/NF  beige streaked
NA = Not applicable F = Fair condition
NC = Not calculated G = Good condition
ND = None detected NF = Non-friable
Trace = Less than one percent (<1%) chrysotile ashestos FR = Friable
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TABLE | (Continued)

ASBESTOS ANALYSIS RESULTS

Fresno Bee Demolition

1626 E Street

Fresno, California
April 6-7, 2026 Sampling

Asbestos Approx.  Condition / Notes/
Sample No. Sample Description Floor Sample Location Content Sq. Ft. Friability Additional locations
57 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st hallway ND /3% see # 53 G/NF  beige mottled
58 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st hallway ND /2% see #53 G/NF  gray stripe
59 Gypsum board / taping material 1st hallway ND NC NA homogenous throughout
60 Gypsum board / taping material 1st office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
61 Gypsum board / taping material 1st office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
62 Texture 1st hallway ND NC NA homogenous throughout
63 Texture 1st office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
64 Texture 1st hallway ND NC NA homogenous throughout
65 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling tile 1st hallway ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
66 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st hallway 3% /5% see #53 G/NF
67 Wallpaper 1st office ND NC NA
68 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 1st office ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
69 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st office 3% /5% see # 53 G/NF
70 Wallpaper 1st office ND NC NA
71 Wallpaper 1st office ND NC NA
72 Sheet flooring / mastic st office ND NC NA scraps
73 Gypsum board / taping material 1st conference room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
74 Texture 1st office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
75 Pipe elbow 1st HVAC room 8% <10 G/FR  small
76 Pipe elbow 1st HVAC room 8% <10 G/FR  medium
77 Pipe elbow 1st HVAC room 8% <10 G/FR  large
78 Pipe insulation wrap st HVAC room ND NC NA small
79 Pipe insulation wrap st HVAC room ND NC NA medium
80 Pipe insulation wrap st HVAC room ND NC NA large
81 Gypsum board / taping material st conference room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
82 Texture st office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
83 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel st cubicle area ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
84 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st hallway 3% /3% see # 53 G/NF
NA = Not applicable F = Fair condition
NC = Not calculated G = Good condition
ND = None detected NF = Non-friable
Trace = Less than one percent (<1%) chrysotile asbestos FR = Friable

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Serving the Western United States

1426015 Table |



TABLE I (Continued)
ASBESTOS ANALYSIS RESULTS
Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
Fresno, California
April 6-7, 2026 Sampling

Asbestos Approx.  Condition / Notes/
Sample No. Sample Description Floor Sample Location Content Sqg. Ft. Friability Additional locations
85 Wallpaper 1st office ND NC NA
86 Base cove mastic 1st cubicle area ND NC NA gray coving
87 Fireproofing st reel room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
88 Fireproofing 1st reel room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
89 Fireproofing 1st reel room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
90 Fireproofing 1st print area ND NC NA homogenous throughout
91 Fireproofing 1st print area ND NC NA homogenous throughout
92 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st hallway ND NC NA
93 Fireproofing 1st packaging ND NC NA homogenous throughout
94 Fireproofing 1st packaging ND NC NA homogenous throughout
95 Fireproofing 1st packaging ND NC NA homogenous throughout
96 Fireproofing 1st packaging ND NC NA homogenous throughout
97 Concrete slab 1st packaging ND NC NA homogenous throughout
98 Gypsum board / taping material 1st office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
99 Texture 1st office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
100 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 1st office ND NC NA black
101 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd freight elevator area ND NC NA beige
102 16-in by 16-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd kitchen ND NC NA off-white, speckled
103 Base cove mastic 2nd cubicle area ND NC NA black coving
104 Base cove mastic 2nd freight elevator area ND NC NA tan coving
105 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
106 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd electrical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
107 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd conference room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
108 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd vestibule ND NC NA homogenous throughout
109 Texture 2nd cubicle area ND NC NA homogenous throughout
110 Texture 2nd cubicle area ND NC NA homogenous throughout
111 Texture 2nd office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
112 Texture 2nd office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
NA = Not applicable F = Fair condition
NC = Not calculated G = Good condition
ND = None detected NF = Non-friable
Trace = Less than one percent (<1%) chrysotile asbestos FR = Friable

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Serving the Western United States

1426015 Table |



TABLE I (Continued)
ASBESTOS ANALYSIS RESULTS
Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
Fresno, California
April 6-7, 2026 Sampling

Asbestos Approx.  Condition / Notes/
Sample No. Sample Description Floor Sample Location Content Sq. Ft. Friability Additional locations
113 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 2nd cubicle area ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
114 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 2nd cubicle area ND NC NA like # 113
115 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 2nd reception ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
116 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 2nd hallway ND NC NA like # 115
117 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd break room ND /3% 100 G/NF  light gray
118 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd break room ND /3% 100 G/NF  dark gray
119 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd hallway 3% /5% 6300 G/NF  off-white, streaks
120 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd hallway ND NC NA off-white, patch
121 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd stairwell 2% /3%  see#119 G/NF  tan speckled
122 Stair tread 2nd stairwell ND NC NA
123 Base cove mastic 2nd hallway ND NC NA blue coving
124 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 2nd lobby ND NC NA 2-ft by 2-ft pattern
125 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 2nd hallway ND NC NA like # 124
126 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd vestibule ND NC NA homogenous throughout
127 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd cubicle area ND NC NA homogenous throughout
128 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd Server room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
129 Texture 2nd hallway ND NC NA homogenous throughout
130 Texture 2nd cubicle area ND NC NA homogenous throughout
131 Texture 2nd hallway ND NC NA homogenous throughout
132 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 2nd hallway ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
133 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 2nd hallway ND NC NA like # 132
134 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 2nd server room ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
135 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd battery room ND /2% see # 119 G/NF  off-white speckled
136 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd battery room 2% / 4% see # 119 G/NF  tan streaked
137 Wallpaper 2nd reception ND NC NA gray
138 Wallpaper 2nd video room ND NC NA off-white
139 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd plate room 2 ND NC NA homogenous throughout
140 Texture 2nd plate room 1 ND NC NA homogenous throughout
NA = Not applicable F = Fair condition
NC = Not calculated G = Good condition
ND = None detected NF = Non-friable
Trace = Less than one percent (<1%) chrysotile asbestos FR = Friable

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Serving the Western United States

1426015 Table |



TABLE | (Continued)
ASBESTOS ANALYSIS RESULTS
Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
Fresno, California
April 6-7, 2026 Sampling

Asbestos Approx.  Condition / Notes/
Sample No. Sample Description Floor Sample Location Content Sqg. Ft. Friability Additional locations
141 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 2nd plate room 2 ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
142 Sheet flooring / mastic 2nd office ND NC NA throughout plate rooms 1 & 2
143 Gypsum board / taping material 2nd press storage ND NC NA homogenous throughout
144 Texture 2nd press storage ND NC NA homogenous throughout
145 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 2nd press storage ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
146 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd press storage ND NC NA off-white
147 Fireproofing 2nd press storage ND NC NA homogenous throughout
148 Fireproofing 2nd storage ND NC NA homogenous throughout
149 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd hallway ND NC NA off-white
150 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 2nd hallway ND NC NA black stripe
151 Gypsum board / taping material 3rd auditorium ND NC NA homogenous throughout
152 Gypsum board / taping material 3rd office ND NC NA homogenous throughout
153 Gypsum board / taping material 3rd hallway ND NC NA homogenous throughout
154 Skim coat 3rd fitness room 2% 36000 G/FR  homogenous throughout
155 Skim coat 3rd hallway 2% see # 154 G/FR  homogenous throughout
156 Skim coat 3rd studio 2% see # 154 G/FR  homogenous throughout
157 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 3rd auditorium ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
158 Base cove mastic 3rd auditorium ND NC NA tan coving
159 Base cove mastic 3rd hallway ND NC NA gray coving
160 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 3rd hallway 2% | 4% 2100 G/NF  off-white streaked
161 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 3rd hallway 2% / 5% see # 160 G/NF  off-white streaked
162 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 3rd hallway ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
163 12-in by 12-in Ceiling tile 3rd hallway ND NC NA acoustic, off-white
164 9-in by 9-in Floor tile / mastic 3rd hallway 2% [ 5% 500 G/NF
165 Gypsum board / taping material 3rd hallway ND NC NA homogenous throughout
166 Gypsum board / taping material 3rd air handler room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
167 Skim coat 3rd air handler room 2% see # 154 G/FR  homogenous throughout
168 Skim coat 3rd air handler room 2% see # 154 G/FR  homogenous throughout
NA = Not applicable F = Fair condition
NC = Not calculated G = Good condition
ND = None detected NF = Non-friable
Trace = Less than one percent (<1%) chrysotile asbestos FR = Friable

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Serving the Western United States

1426015 Table |



TABLE I (Continued)

ASBESTOS ANALYSIS RESULTS

Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street

Fresno, California

April 6-7, 2026 Sampling

Asbestos Approx.  Condition / Notes/
Sample No. Sample Description Floor Sample Location Content Sq. Ft. Friability Additional locations
169 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd air handler room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
170 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd air handler room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
171 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd air handler room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
172 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd air handler room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
173 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd air handler room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
174 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd air handler room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
175 Pipe elbow 3rd air handler room 11% 150 G/FR  mudded
176 Pipe elbow 3rd air handler room 13% see # 175 G/FR  mudded
177 Pipe elbow 3rd air handler room 12% see # 175 G/FR  mudded
178 Pipe elbow 3rd air handler room 10% see #175 G/FR  mudded
179 Fireproofing 3rd air handler room 8% 30000 G/FR  homogenous throughout area
180 Fireproofing 3rd air handler room 8% see # 179 G/FR  homogenous throughout area
181 Gypsum board / taping material 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
182 Gypsum board / taping material 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
183 Gypsum board / taping material 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
184 Texture 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
185 Texture 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
186 Texture 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
187 Fireproofing 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
188 Fireproofing 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
189 Fireproofing 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA homogenous throughout
190 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation
191 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation, under plastic shell
192 Pipe insulation wrap 3rd mechanical room ND NC NA over fiberglass insulation, under plastic shell
193 Insulating panel vehicle maintenance shed ND NC NA homogenous throughout
194 Concrete slab vehicle maintenance shed ND NC NA homogenous throughout
NA = Not applicable F = Fair condition
NC = Not calculated G = Good condition
ND = None detected NF = Non-friable
Trace = Less than one percent (<1%) chrysotile asbestos FR = Friable

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Serving the Western United States

1426015 Table |



24 4
% A22
A %
E
A2 “
f ]
A7 % A8
B
_____________'i_______‘i' _________________
A20 : - : o
N | ‘A15 | 2
2 [ A [ A
5 A9 ! £ ! 3
. A6 A
- _ _ J
C = A
———————— A | .
| I Roof View
| |
| |
| | A
| |
| |
| |
- | |
& | A6
Mg | |
| - |
i | % |
| P | ~
I 2 | E
| [
| [
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
- |
| |
| AL
| | I
| 1A 5 |A;O
| | I 3
I | I %
L —— A il I &
| n
A 1 A
||:
EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL Szzlf:m SoALE Date‘;/%
SAMPLE LOCATIONS e
ey eney | S22 I raZAai
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GECLOGISTS AND ENVIROMNWENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United Siates

FRESNO, CALIFORNIA

014-26015

1




Ao

|_I

A7

A6

Exterior View

A A
EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL Sﬁzlf}o SoALE Date‘;/%
SAMPLE LOCATIONS e
e[ moeit | s I A Z AT
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GECLOGISTS AND ENVIROMNWENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 014-26015 2




Fire Pump Room

Generator Room

A35
A36
Chiller
A37
A39 A38
N
ﬂh\ |><| Basement
‘ 32‘ i ‘ View
A$34 Office Blue Pant
Eoom
b /U
Print Shop Stomge Circulation Storage
A33
j A3l
Print Equipment
_,_ Circulation Storage
Electrical
Equipment
Room
Ink Storage
Carpenter Shop
I Records Phone Room
Office
294
EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL Sﬁi‘f}o SoALE Date‘;/%
SAMPLE LOCATIONS e
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GECLOGISTS AND ENVIROMNWENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 014-26015 3




Vi I
[ A83 [_ Lt L |
8 oy 84 ) g )
Fe
86A 15E 2.
o I—— { 1 g
T
O : JJ":‘_. 0
& " 2
\ g S| A74
| S l/'_|
. 814 ” [ _
5@?, | A7. 80

I T
|

, ¥
5 8b We ="
& \C,‘-__.] | | S—— —-1 N bt
] ' mE
e & 1st Floor
L EE 1 o Il South

[T

EXPLANATION

A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION

oneg
| W———

FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL Sﬁzﬁo SoALE Date‘;/ze
SAMPLE LOCATIONS e
e Ao | S I AZ AT
FRESNO BEE DEMOL|T|ON J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GECLOGISTS AND ENVIROMNWENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 014-26015 4




:
A
1 | —
ks
EH
= = b

-

——
. -

Wy T
l —S
= L

A
| Floor
' orth
r;]']‘ Sy e —— pr—r R —— () 0 ) e —
- :-—up—-——nrn- B e L T
i
, A n
_ A = — p—
; .'
, ‘ 2 |
5 |
| | -
b
| '} 'i'-— ‘J - LA J’
»Tw-_._ _._._.,ﬂ ‘ i
& _ ™
LE ‘ .
[ Y
_ o ( )
l |
EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL Sﬁzlf}o SoALE Date‘;/ze
AMPLE LOCATION e
SAMPLE LOCATIONS e[ moeit | s I A Z AT
FRESNO BEE DEMOL|T|ON J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GECLOGISTS AND ENVIROMNWENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 014-26015 5




10‘1 ‘
ﬂzo A O 104 1084
A1
A123 -
1164
1284\ | A183 Aﬁ% TETN
A134 1194
. 102 A |
1364
A5 o
[ A0
1334 | A3 .
A130 1074
- 2nd Fl
n oor
Ay AF P South
O
Al H
A7
Al 06 o
129
A 111‘
1374 A115‘j
A126
A-|24 %%;2212 109
1054\
EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL nglf;o SoALE Date;/%
SAMPLE LOCATIONS — at>s
e[t | Sz K rAZ AT
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GEOLOGISTS AND EMYVIRONMENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 014-26015 6




|

5
i

) LJT%:“@ 14‘481@1@

r-i‘ e 4 —t i
. ,E E &= g 2 L
e I
= =

Lo ol 1§8|, v 1R P gel
’1“_‘;' 3 e S AR ey iR

j S— | T —d
) 7
3 @
}_ 3
J ey — P ————— L

2nd Floor
North

A e e et e

T :
(et ! i
| §
E l
EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL Sﬁi'f}o SoALE Date‘;/ze
AMPLE LOCATION =
SAMPLE LOCATIONS e[ moeit | s I A Z AT
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GEOLOGISTS AND ENVIROMNWENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 014-26015 7




-]

F%@

=]
=5 ‘
5
g
1544
-
: i A |160
A58
g
g
1157E
Al162
£
:
& i | Al155
5
13
| SE— 169

165

e

3rd Floor
South

npa1

oty

- | 3mmay Surmres

g
;5 156 4
.\ 8 4 -
EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL Sﬁzlf}o SoALE Date‘;/%
AMPLE LOCATION e
S S e[ moeit | s I A Z AT
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GECLOGISTS AND ENVIROMNWENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 014-26015 8




A A "
i A A A A‘ j
A <
£ E
Ng o £
g w A
l‘ g
oA d Floor
g’% North
R A A
EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL Sﬁi‘f}o SoALE Date‘;/%
AMPLE LOCATION & a
S oS e[ moeit | s I A Z AT
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION J.R.N. J.R.N ENGINEERS, GEOLOGISTS AND ENVIROMNWENTAL SPECIALISTS
1626 E STREET Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 014-26015 9




A194

A193

Vehicle
Maintenance
Shed

EXPLANATION
A BUILDING MATERIAL SAMPLE LOCATION
FLOOR PLAN WITH BUILDING MATERIAL | Scale: Date:
SAMPLE LOCATIONS NOT TO SCALE 4726 =

J_ R N JRN ENGINEERS, GECOLOGISTS AMND EMNVIROMNMENTAL SPECIALISTS
Project No. Figure No. Offices Serving the Western United States
014-26015 10

FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION
1626 E STREET
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA




Appendix A




EHS ¢

| aboratories

ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, LLC

7469 Whitepine Rd
North Chegterfield, VA 23237
Telephone 800.347.4010

Asbestos Bulk
Analyss Report

Report Number: 26-04-01194
Client: Krazan & Associates Inc. Received Date: ~ 04/07/2026
215 West Dakota Ave Analyzed Date:  04/11/2026
Clovis, CA 93612 Reported Date:  04/14/2026
Project/Test Address:  014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626 E Street
: Fax Number:
Client Number: e
o0 Laboratory Results
Lab Sample Client Sample Lab Gross Description Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01194-001 1 White Pliable; Gray NAD 15% Cellulose
Aggregate; Black Tar-Like; 25% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 60% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-002 2 White Pliable; Gray NAD 15% Cellulose
Aggregate; Black Tar-Like; 25% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 60% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-003 3 White Pliable; Gray NAD 30% Cellulose

Aggregate; Black Tar-Like;
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous

25% Fibrous Glass
45% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-004

Chrysotile present throughout sample.

Beige Textured Paint-Like;

Off-White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 4%

4% Chrysotile

96% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-005 5 Beige Textured Paint-Like; 4% Chrysotile 96% Non-Fibrous
Off-White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 4%

Chrysotile present throughout sample.

26-04-01194-006 6 Beige Textured Paint-Like; 4% Chrysotile
Off-White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 4%

Chrysotile present throughout sample.

96% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-007 7 Beige Textured Paint-Like; 4% Chrysotile
Off-White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 4%

Chrysotile present throughout sample.

96% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-008 8 Beige Textured Paint-Like; 4% Chrysotile
Off-White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 4%

Chrysotile present throughout sample.

96% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-009 9 Beige Textured Paint-Like; 4% Chrysotile
Off-White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 4%

Chrysotile present throughout sample.

96% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-010 10 Gray Aggregate; Black NAD 15% Cellulose
Tar-Like; Fibrous; 25% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 60% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-011 11 Black Pliable; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-012 12 White Pliable; Black Tar-  NAD 3% Cellulose
Like; Aggregate; 97% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-013 13 Gray Aggregate; Black NAD 25% Cellulose
Tar-Like; Fibrous; 15% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 60% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-014 14 Gray/Black Tar-Like; NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; Homogeneous 90% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-015 15 Gray Aggregate; Black NAD 25% Cellulose
Tar-Like; Fibrous; 10% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 65% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-016 16 Black Tar-Like; Fibrous; NAD 10% Cellulose
Homogeneous 90% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-017 17 White Pliable; Gray NAD 25% Cellulose
Aggregate; Black Tar-Like; 10% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 65% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-018 18 White Pliable; Gray NAD 25% Cellulose
Aggregate; Black Tar-Like; 15% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 60% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01194-019 19 White Pliable; Gray NAD 25% Cellulose
Aggregate; Black Tar-Like; 15% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 60% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-020 20 Black Tar-Like; Fibrous; NAD 10% Cellulose
Homogeneous 90% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-021 21 White Pliable; Gray NAD 25% Cellulose
Aggregate; Black Tar-Like; 10% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 65% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-022 22 White Pliable; Gray NAD 25% Cellulose
Aggregate; Black Tar-Like; 10% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 65% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-023 23 White Pliable; Black Tar-  NAD 5% Cellulose
Like; Inhomogeneous 95% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-024 24 White Pliable; Black Tar-  NAD 5% Cellulose
Like; Inhomogeneous 95% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-025 25 Gray Cementitious; 15% Chrysotile 85% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

Total Asbestos: 15%

26-04-01194-026 26 Off-White Cementitious; 20% Chrysotile 80% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

Total Asbestos: 20%
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01194-027 27 Off-White Cementitious; 20% Chrysotile 80% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 20%
26-04-01194-028 28 Off-White Cementitious; 20% Chrysotile 80% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 20%
26-04-01194-029A 29 Tile Beige Vinyl; 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 3%
26-04-01194-029B 29 Mastic Black Adhesive; 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 3%
26-04-01194-030 30 Beige Paint-Like; Beige NAD 70% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 20% Fibrous Glass
10% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-031 31 Brown Paint-Like; White NAD 25% Qellulose
Powdery; Brown Fibrous; 3% Fibrous Glass
White Chalky: 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous
26-04-01194-032 32 Gray Paint-Like; White NAD 25% Cellulose

Powdery; Brown Fibrous;
White Chalky;
Inhomogeneous

3% Fibrous Glass
72% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-033 33 Gray Paint-Like; White NAD 25% Cellulose
Powdery; Brown Fibrous; 3% Fibrous Glass
White Chalky:; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-034 34 Brown/White Pliable; NAD 25% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 10% Fibrous Glass

65% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-035 35 White Pliable; Fibrous; NAD 25% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-036 36 White Pliable; Silver Foil-  NAD 35% Cellulose
Like; Brown Fibrous; 10% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 55% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-037 37 White/Brown Fibrous; NAD 45% Cellulose
Silver Foil-Like; 15% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 40% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-038 38 Brown/White Pliable; NAD 25% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-039 39 White Pliable; Gray 5% Chrysotile 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 3% Amosite 15% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 57% Non-Fibrous

Total Asbestos: 8%
Asbestos present throughout sample
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01194-040 40 Beige Paint-Like; Beige NAD 70% Cellulose
Fibrous; Innomogeneous 20% Fibrous Glass

10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-041A 41 Tile Red Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-041B 41 Other * Yellow Adhesive; Gray NAD 3% Cellulose
Chalky; Inhomogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous

*Mastic I/Leveling Compound. Unable to separate materials.

26-04-01194-041C 41 Mastic I Tan/Black Adhesive; 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 2%

Unable to separate materials.

26-04-01194-042A 42 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-042B 42 Mastic Tan/Black Adhesive; 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 2%

Unable to separate mastics.

26-04-01194-043A 43 Wallpaper Beige Pliable; Fibrous; NAD 15% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 85% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-043B 43 Mastic Cream Adhesive; NAD 5% Cellulose
Homogeneous 95% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-043C 43 Other * Beige Paint-Like; Off- NAD 25% Cellulose
White Powdery; Brown 3% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; White Chalky:; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-044A 44 Wallpaper Red/White Pliable; NAD 15% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 85% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-044B 44 Mastic Cream Adhesive; NAD 5% Cellulose
Homogeneous 95% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-044C 44 Other * Gray Paint-Like; Off-White NAD 25% Cellulose
Powdery; Brown Fibrous; 3% Fibrous Glass
White Chalky:; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-045 45 Gray Paint-Like; Off-White NAD 25% Cellulose
Powdery; Brown Fibrous; 3% Fibrous Glass
White Chalky:; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-046 46 Cream Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01194-047 47 White Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-048 48 Silver/White Vinyl-Like; NAD 20% Synthetic
Fibrous; Innomogeneous 80% Non-Fibrous

No mastic present

26-04-01194-049A 49 Wallpaper Gray Pliable; Fibrous; NAD 15% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 85% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-049B 49 Mastic Cream Adhesive; Off- NAD 3% Cellulose
White Powdery; 97% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-050 50 White Paint-Like; White NAD 3% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 75% Fibrous Glass

22% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-051 51 Brown Adhesive; NAD 4% Wollastonite

Homogeneous 2% Talc
94% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-052 52 White Paint-Like; Yellow NAD 3% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous Inhomogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-053A 53 Tile Red Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-053B 53 Mastic Black Adhesive; 2% Chrysotile 4% Synthetic
Homogeneous 94% Non-Fibrous

Total Asbestos:

2%
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-054A 54 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous
Total Asbestos: 3%

26-04-01194-054B 54 Mastic Black Adhesive; 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous

Homogeneous

Total Asbestos: 3%

26-04-01194-055A 55 Tile Black Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-055B 55 Other * Tan Adhesive; White NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

Chalky; Inhomogeneous

*Mastic/Leveling Compound. Unable to separate materials.

26-04-01194-056A 56 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous
Total Asbestos: 3%
26-04-01194-056B 56 Mastic Black Adhesive; 5% Chrysotile 95% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 5%
26-04-01194-057A 57 Tile Beige Vinyl; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
26-04-01194-057B 57 Mastic Tan/Black Adhesive; 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous
Total Asbestos: 3%
Unable to separate mastics.
26-04-01194-058A 58 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01194-058B 58 Mastic Tan/Black Adhesive; 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 2%

Unable to separate mastics.

26-04-01194-059 59 Gray Textured Paint-Like; NAD 25% Cellulose
White Powdery; Brown 3% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; White Chalky; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-060 60 Gray Textured Paint-Like; NAD 25% Cellulose
White Powdery; Brown 3% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; White Chalky:; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-061 61 Gray Textured Paint-Like; NAD 25% Cellulose
White Powdery; Brown 3% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; White Chalky; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-062 62 Gray Textured Paint-Like; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-063 63 Gray Textured Paint-Like; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-064 64 Gray Textured Paint-Like; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-065 65 Beige Paint-Like; Beige NAD 70% Cellulose
Fibrous; Innomogeneous 20% Fibrous Glass

10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-066A 66 Mastic | Tan/Green Adhesive; NAD 3% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-066B 66 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous

Total Asbestos: 3%

26-04-01194-066C 66 Mastic Black Adhesive; 5% Chrysotile 95% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

Total Asbestos: 5%

26-04-01194-067A 67 Wallpaper Gray/White Pliable; NAD 15% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 85% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-067B 67 Mastic Cream Adhesive; NAD 5% Cellulose
Homogeneous 95% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-068 68 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 50% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 40% Fibrous Glass

10% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-069A 69 Mastic | Tan Adhesive; NAD 3% Cellulose
Homogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-069B 69 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous

Total Asbestos: 3%

26-04-01194-069C 69 Mastic I Black Adhesive; 5% Chrysotile 95% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

Total Asbestos: 5%

26-04-01194-070A 70 Wallpaper Gray/White Pliable; NAD 15% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 85% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-070B 70 Mastic Cream Adhesive; NAD 3% Cellulose
Homogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-071A 71 Wallpaper Gray/White Pliable; NAD 15% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 85% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-071B 71 Mastic Cream Adhesive; NAD 5% Cellulose
Homogeneous 95% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-071C 71 Joint Off-White Powdery; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

Comp. Homogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-072 72 Gray Cementitious; NAD 10% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; Homogeneous 90% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-073 73 Gray/Beige Paint-Like; NAD 25% Cellulose
White/Off-White Powdery; 3% Fibrous Glass
Brown Fibrous; White 72% Non-Fibrous
Chalky; Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-074 74 Gray Paint-Like; White/Off- NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
White Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-075 75 Beige Fibrous; Beige 5% Chrysotile 20% Cellulose

Powdery; Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos:

Asbestos present throughout sample

3% Amosite

8%

15% Fibrous Glass
57% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-076 76 Beige Fibrous; Beige

Powdery; Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos:

Asbestos present throughout sample

5% Chrysotile
3% Amosite

8%

20% Cellulose
10% Fibrous Glass
62% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-077 77 Beige Fibrous; Beige

Powdery; Inhomogeneous

5% Chrysotile
3% Amosite

20% Cellulose
10% Fibrous Glass
62% Non-Fibrous

Total Asbestos: 8%
Asbestos present throughout sample
26-04-01194-078 78 Beige Pliable; NAD 35% Cellulose
Beige/Yellow Fibrous; 10% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 55% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-079 79 Beige Pliable; NAD 35% Cellulose
Beige/Yellow Fibrous; 10% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 55% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-080A 80 Other * Beige Pliable; Beige/White NAD 65% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 3% Fibrous Glass

32% Non-Fibrous

*Pipe Wrap

26-04-01194-080B 80 Mastic Gray Adhesive; NAD 3% Cellulose
Homogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-081 81 White Paint-Like; White NAD 25% Cellulose
Powdery; Brown Fibrous; 3% Fibrous Glass
White Chalky; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-082 82 Gray Textured Paint-Like; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-083 83 White Paint-Like; Beige NAD 60% Cellulose
Fibrous; Inhomogeneous 30% Fibrous Glass

10% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01194-084A 84 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous

Total Asbestos: 3%
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01194-084B 84 Mastic Black Adhesive; 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

Total Asbestos: 3%

26-04-01194-085A 85 Wallpaper White Pliable; Fibrous; NAD 15% Synthetic
Inhomogeneous 85% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-085B 85 Mastic Cream Adhesive; NAD 2% Synthetic
Homogeneous 98% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-086 86 White Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01194-087 87 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-088 88 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-089 89 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-090 90 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-091 91 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-092A 92 Tile Beige Vinyl; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01194-092B 92 Mastic Tan Adhesive; NAD 3% Cellulose
Homogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-093 93 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-094 94 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-095 95 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01194-096 96 White Paint-Like; Gray NAD 20% Cellulose
Powdery; Fibrous; 5% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01194-097 97 Gray Cementitious; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01194-098 98 White Textured Paint-Like; NAD 25% Cellulose
White Powdery; Brown 3% Fibrous Glass
Fibrous; White Chalky; 72% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-099 99 White Textured Paint-Like; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
White Powdery;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-100A 100 Tile Black Paint-Like; Beige NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

Vinyl; Inhomogeneous

26-04-01194-100B 100 Mastic Tan Adhesive; NAD 3% Cellulose
Homogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01194
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
QC Sample: 105-M22010-1
QC Blank: SRM 1866 Fiberglass
Reporting Limit: 1% Asbestos
Method: EPA Method 600/R-93/116, EPA Method 600/M4-82-020
Analyst: Keleigh King

)
Reviewed By Authorized Signatory: m*&w O— LL‘MOC,Q’

Melissa Kanode
QA/QC Clerk

These results are based on a comparative visual estimate. The condition of the samples analyzed was acceptable upon receipt per laboratory protocol
unless otherwise noted on this report. Each distinct component in an inhomogeneous sample was analyzed separately and reported as a composite.
Results represent the analysis of samples submitted by the client. Sample location, description, area, volume, etc., was provided by the client. This
report cannot be used by the client to claim product endorsement by NVLAP or any agency of the U.S. Government. This report shall not be reproducec
except in full, without the written consent of the Environmental Hazards Service, L.L.C. All information concerning sampling location, date, and time can
be found on Chain-of-Custody. Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C. does not perform any sample collection. . NVLAP #101882-0 VELAP 460172

Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C. recommends reanalysis by point count (for more accurate quantification) or Transmission Electron Microscopy
(TEM), (for enhanced detection capabilities) for materials regulated by EPA NESHAP (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants) and
found to contain less than ten percent (<10%) asbestos by polarized light microscopy (PLM). Both services are available for an additional fee.

400 Point Count Analysis, where noted, performed per EPA Method 600/R-93/116 with a Reporting Limit of 0.25%.
LEGEND: NAD = no asbestos detected
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E.H.S. LABORATORY #:

Page _1_ of 2

EPA 600 PLM ASBESTOS SAMPLE
CHAIN OF CUSTODY

PO #: 14-

TURNAROUND TIME: Same Day / 1-DAY / 2-DAY / 3-DA @

Client Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc.

Contact: Jeff Noél

Phone: (559) 348-2200

Fax: (559) 348-2201

Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue Ci'ly:'Ciovls State: California Zip: 93612
PROJECT NAME: Fresno Bee Demolition PROJECT ID #: 014-26015 DATE SAMPLES TAKEN: 4/6/26
SAMPLES RECV'D (#): DATE RECV'D: CONDITION: SAMPLES ACCEPTED (Y, N ): IF NO, WHY?
E.H.S. Client Sample Sample E.H.S. Client Sample Sample

Sample # ID# Location Description Sample # ID# Location Description
1 1626 E Street Roof core 31 | 1626 E Street Gypsum board / taping material
2 Roof core 32 Gypsum board / taping material
3 Roof core a3 Gypsum board / taping material
4 Concrete texture 34 Pipe insulation wrap
5 Concrete texture 35 Pipe insulation wrap
6 Concrete texture 36 Pipe insulation wrap
7 Concrete texture 37 Pipe insulation wrap
8 Concrete texture 38 1 Duct insulation wrap
9 Concrete texture 39 Pipe elbow
10 Roof core 40 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel
11 Roof mastic 41 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
12 Roof mastic 42 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
13 Roof core 43 Gypsum board / taping material
14 Roof mastic 44 Gypsum board / taping material
15 Roof core 45 Gypsum board / taping material
16 Roof mastic 46 Base cove mastic
17 Roof core 47 Base cove mastic
18 Roof core 48 Wallpaper
19 Roof core 49 Wallpaper
20 Roof mastic 50 12-in by 12-in Ceiling tile
21 Roof core 51 26-04-01194 Ceiling tile mastic
22 Roof core 52 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel
m == U ==
24 Roof mastic 54 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
25 Cement panel 55 Due Date: 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
26 Textured cement board 56 04/14/2026 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
27 Textured cement board 57 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
28 Textured cement board 58 (Tuesday) 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
29 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 59 AE QY Bypsum board  taping material
30 v 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 60 \63 Gypsum board / taping material

ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARD SERVICES, L.L.C.

7469 WHITE PINE ROAD
RICHMOND, VA 23237

PHONE (804) 275-4788 FAX (804) 275-4907

RELINQUISHED BY:

RECEIVED AT E.H.S. BY: ___ \SSo\er g S:c

DATE:

He/oe

DATE: U\\ﬂ\&a OO @

P:\014\26\015\Asbestos & Lead Based Paint Reports 202611426015 EHS ASBESTOS_COC 04062026
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E.H.S. LABORATORY #: ‘ PO #: 14-
EPA 600 PLM ASBESTOS SAMPLE
Page _2_ of _2_ CHAIN OF CUSTODY TURNAROUND TIME: Same Day / 1-DAY / 2-DAY / 3-DA @
Client Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc. Contact: Jeff Noél Phone: (559) 348-2200 Fax: (559) 348-2201
Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue ! City: Clovis State: California Zip: 93612
PROJECT NAME: Fresno Bee Demolition ! PROJECT ID #: 014-26015 DATE SAMPLES TAKEN: 4/6/26
SAMPLES RECV'D (#): DATE RECV'D: CONDITION: SAMPLES ACCEPTED (Y ,N ) IF NO, WHY?
E.HS. Client Sample Sample E.H.S. Client Sample Sample

Sample # ID# Location Description Sample # ID# Location Description
61 1626 E Street Gypsum board / taping material 91 1626 E Street Fireproofing
62 Texture 92 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
63 Texture 93 Fireproofing
64 Texture 94 Fireproofing
65 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 95 Fireproofing
66 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 96 Fireproofing
67 Wallpaper 97 Concrete slab
68 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 98 Gypsum board / taping material
69 I 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 99 Texture
70 ‘ Wallpaper 100 v 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
71 | Wallpaper
72 i Sheet flooring
73 ‘ Gypsum board / taping material
74 i Texture
75 Pipe elbow
76 ‘ Pipe elbow
77 Pipe elbow
78 Pipe insulation wrap
79 Pipe insulation wrap
80 i Pipe insulation wrap
81 I Gypsum board / taping material
82 5 Texture
83 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel
84 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
85 Wallpaper
86 Base cove mastic
87 Fireproofing
88 Fireproofing
89 Fireproofing
90 v ! Fireproofing

ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARD SERVICES, L.L.C. I / /w fz’ | //

7469 WHITE PINE ROAD RELINQUISHED BY: ( ){/’_“é | DATE: l)/ 6 =2

RICHMOND, VA 23237

[PHONE (804) 275-4788 FAX (804) 275-4907 | RECEIVED ATE.H.S.BY: DATE: L\\‘q-\’a.\o {0 \\aﬂnh

P:\014126\015\Ashestos & Lead Based Paint Reports 202611426015 EHS ASBESTOS_COC 04062026



EHS ¢

| aboratories

ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, LLC

7469 Whitepine Rd
North Chegterfield, VA 23237
Telephone 800.347.4010

Asbestos Bulk
Analyss Report

Homogeneous

Report Number: 26-04-01541
Client: Krazan & Associates Inc. Received Date:  04/08/2026
215 West Dakota Ave Analyzed Date:  04/14/2026
Clovis, CA 93612 Reported Date:  04/14/2026
Project/Test Address:  014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626 E Street
: Fax Number:
Client Number: e
o0 Laboratory Results
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type Lab Gross Description Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01541-001A 101 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01541-001B 101 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; White NAD 2% Cellulo;e
Granular; Inhomogeneous 98% Non-Fibrous
Unable to cleanly separate materials
26-04-01541-002A 102 Tile White/Gray Vinyl; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
26-04-01541-002B 102 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
26-04-01541-003 103 Yellow Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-004 104 Yellow Adhesive; NAD 3% Cellulose
Homogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-005 105 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-006 106 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-007 107 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-008 108 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-009 109 White Textured; Gray NAD 1% Cellulose
Paint-Like; 99% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-010 110 White Textured; Gray NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-011 111 White Textured; Gray NAD 1% Cellulose
Paint-Like; 99% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-012 112 White Textured; Gray NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-013 113 White Fibrous; White NAD 85% Fibrous Glass
Paint-Like; 15% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-014 114 White Fibrous; White NAD 85% Fibrous Glass
Paint-Like; 15% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-015 115 White Fibrous; White NAD 85% Fibrous Glass
Paint-Like; 15% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-016 116 White Fibrous; White NAD 85% Fibrous Glass
Paint-Like; 15% Non-Fibrous
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-017A 117 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-0178B 117 Mastic Yellow/Black Adhesive; 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous

Inhomogeneous
Total Asbestos: 3%

Unable to cleanly separate materials

26-04-01541-018A 118 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-018B 118 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01541-018C 118 Other * Black Adhesive; White 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous

Granular; Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos:

*Mastic/Leveling Compound. Unable to cleanly separate materials

2%

26-04-01541-019A 119 Tile Beige Vinyl; 3% Chrysotile 97% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 3%
26-04-01541-019B 119 Mastic Black Adhesive; 5% Chrysotile 95% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 5%
26-04-01541-020A 120 Tile Beige Vinyl, NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
26-04-01541-020B 120 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

Homogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01541-020C 120 Leveling Gray Granular; NAD 2% Cellulose
Comp. Homogeneous 98% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01541-021A 121 Tile Tan Vinyl; Homogeneous 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous

Total Asbestos: 2%

26-04-01541-021B 121 Mastic Black Adhesive; 3% Chrysaotile 97% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

Total Asbestos: 3%

26-04-01541-022A 122 Other * Tan Vinyl; Homogeneous  NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
*Stair Tread
26-04-01541-022B 122 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; NAD 7% Cellulose
Homogeneous 1% Synthetic
2% Hair

90% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-023 123 Brown Brittle Adhesive; NAD 3% Cellulose
Homogeneous 97% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-024 124 Beige/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 35% Fibrous Glass

10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-025 125 Beige/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 35% Fibrous Glass
10% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-026 126 White Powdery; Brown NAD 15% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 83% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-027 127 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White/Off-White 2% Fibrous Glass
Chalky; Inhomogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-028 128 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nhomogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-029 129 White Textured; Gray NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-030 130 White Textured; Gray NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-031 131 White Chalky; Blue Paint- NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

Like; Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-032 132 Gray/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 35% Fibrous Glass
10% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01541-033 133 Gray/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 35% Fibrous Glass
10% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01541-034 134 Gray/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 35% Fibrous Glass
10% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01541-035A 135 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01541-035B 135 Mastic Yellow/Black Adhesive; 2% Chrysotile 2% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 96% Non-Fibrous
Total Asbestos: 2%
Unable to cleanly separate materials
26-04-01541-036A 136 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous
Total Asbestos: 2%
26-04-01541-036B 136 Mastic Black Adhesive; 4% Chrysotile 96% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 4%
26-04-01541-037 137 Gray/Silver Vinyl-Like; NAD 5% Cellulose
White Fibrous; 15% Synthetic
|nh0mogeneous 80% NOn-FibrOUS
26-04-01541-038 138 Brown Vinyl-Like; White NAD 5% Cellulose

Fibrous; Inhomogeneous

15% Synthetic
80% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-039 139 White Powdery; Brown NAD 15% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 83% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-040 140 White Textured; White NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-041 141 Beige/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 35% Fibrous Glass

10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-042A 142 Flooring Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-042B 142 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01541-043 143 White Powdery; Brown NAD 15% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nhomogeneous 83% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-044 144 White Textured; Gray NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01541-045 145 Beige/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 35% Fibrous Glass

10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-046A 146 Tile White/Gray Vinyl; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01541-046B 146 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01541-047 147 Off-White Powdery NAD 25% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Paint-Like; 75% Non-Fibrous
Gold/Silver Platelets
Vermiculite;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-048 148 Beige Powdery Fibrous; NAD 35% Cellulose
White Paint-Like; 65% Non-Fibrous
Gold/Silver Platelets
Vermiculite;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-049A 149 Tile Gray Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-049B 149 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-050A 150 Tile Black Vinyl; Homogeneous NAD 100% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-050B 150 Mastic Yellow Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

26-04-01541-051 151 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-052 152 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-053 153 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-054 154 White Chalky; Tan Paint- 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous

Like; Inhomogeneous
Total Asbestos: 2%

Chrysotile present throughout sample

26-04-01541-055 155 White Chalky; Gray Paint-

Like; Inhomogeneous

2% Chrysotile

Total Asbestos: 2%

Chrysotile present throughout sample

98% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-056 156 White Chalky; Gray Paint-

Like; Inhomogeneous

2% Chrysotile

Total Asbestos: 2%

Chrysotile present throughout sample

98% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01541-057 157 Beige/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose
Inhomogeneous 35% Fibrous Glass
10% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01541-058 158 Beige Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
26-04-01541-059 159 Brown Brittle Adhesive; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
26-04-01541-060A 160 Tile Beige Vinyl; 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 2%
26-04-01541-060B 160 Mastic Black Adhesive; 4% Chrysotile 96% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 4%
26-04-01541-061A 161 Tile Beige Vinyl; 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 2%
26-04-01541-061B 161 Mastic Black Adhesive; 5% Chrysotile 95% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 5%
26-04-01541-062 162 Gray/White Fibrous; NAD 55% Cellulose

Inhomogeneous

35% Fibrous Glass
10% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-063 163 White Fibrous; NAD 85% Fibrous Glass
Homogeneous 15% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-064A 164 Tile Beige Vinyl; 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous

Total Asbestos: 2%

26-04-01541-064B 164 Mastic Black Adhesive; 5% Chrysotile 95% Non-Fibrous

Homogeneous
Total Asbestos: 5%

26-04-01541-065 165 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-066 166 White Powdery; Brown NAD 20% Cellulose
Fibrous; Beige Paint-Like; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 78% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-067 167 White Chalky; Tan Paint- 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous

Like; Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos:

Chrysotile present throughout sample

2%

26-04-01541-068 168 White Chalky; Tan Paint-

Like; Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos:

Chrysotile present throughout sample

2% Chrysotile

2%

98% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-069 169 Tan Paint-Like; White
Fibrous; Silver Foil-Like;

Inhomogeneous

NAD

85% Cellulose
15% Non-Fibrous

Page 12 of 17



Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-070 170 Tan Paint-Like; NAD 75% Cellulose
White/Yellow Fibrous; 10% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 15% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-071 171 Tan Paint-Like; White NAD 85% Cellulose
Fibrous; Silver Foil-Like; 5% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-072 172 Beige Fibrous; Silver Foil- NAD 85% Cellulose

Like; Inhomogeneous

5% Fibrous Glass
10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-073 173 Tan Paint-Like; White NAD 85% Cellulose
Fibrous; Silver Foil-Like; 5% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-074 174 Tan Paint-Like; NAD 80% Cellulose
White/Yellow Fibrous; 10% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 10% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-075 175 Gray Powdery Fibrous; 8% Chrysotile 5% Cellulose
White Fibrous; 3% Amosite 35% Fibrous Glass
Inhomogeneous 49% Non-Fibrous

Total Asbestos: 11%

Asbestos present throughout

26-04-01541-076 176 Gray Powdery Fibrous; 10% Chry_sotile
White Fibrous; Tan Paint- 3% Amosite
Like; Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 13%

Asbestos present throughout sample

5% Cellulose
35% Fibrous Glass
47% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01541-077 177 Beige Powdery Fibrous; 7% Chrysotile 5% Cellulose

White Fibrous; 5% Amosite

Inhomogeneous
Total Asbestos: 12%

Asbestos present throughout sample

30% Fibrous Glass
53% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-078 178 7% Chrysotile

3% Amosite

Beige Powdery Fibrous;
White Fibrous;
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 10%

Asbestos present throughout sample

5% Cellulose
30% Fibrous Glass
55% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-079 179 9% Chrysotile

White Powdery Fibrous;
White Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

Total Asbestos: 9%

Asbestos present throughout sample

21% Cellulose
70% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-080 180 9% Chrysotile

White Powdery Fibrous;
White Paint-Like;

21% Cellulose
70% Non-Fibrous

Inhomogeneous
Total Asbestos: 9%
Asbestos present throughout sample
26-04-01541-081 181 White Powdery; Brown NAD 10% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nhomogeneous 88% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01541-082 182 White Powdery; Brown NAD 15% Cellulose
Fibrous; White Chalky; 2% Fibrous Glass
|nh0mogeneous 83% Non-Fibrous
26-04-01541-083 183 White Powdery; Brown NAD 15% Cellulose

Fibrous; White Chalky;
Inhomogeneous

2% Fibrous Glass
83% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials

26-04-01541-084 184 White Textured; White NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-085 185 White Textured; White NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-086 186 White Textured; White NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Paint-Like;
Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-087 187 White Powdery Fibrous; NAD 30% Cellulose
Homogeneous 70% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-088 188 White Powdery Fibrous; NAD 25% Cellulose
Homogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-089 189 White Powdery Fibrous; NAD 25% Cellulose
Homogeneous 75% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-090 190 Beige/White/Yellow NAD 75% Cellulose
Fibrous; Silver Foil-Like; 5% Fibrous Glass
|nhomogeneous 20% Non-Fibrous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
26-04-01541-091 191 White Fibrous; Silver Foil- NAD 90% Cellulose
Like; Inhomogeneous 5% Fibrous Glass

5% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-092 192 White Fibrous; Silver Foil- NAD 90% Cellulose

Like; Inhomogeneous 5% Fibrous Glass
5% Non-Fibrous

26-04-01541-093 193 Yellow Foam; Silver Foil-  NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Like; Inhomogeneous

26-04-01541-094 194 Gray Cementitious; NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Homogeneous
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01541
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626
E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Layer Type  Lab Gross Description  Asbestos Other
Number Number Materials
QC Sample: 108-M22019-3
QC Blank: SRM 1866 Fiberglass
Reporting Limit: 1% Asbestos
Method: EPA Method 600/R-93/116, EPA Method 600/M4-82-020
Analyst: Kathy Fletcher \

Reviewed By Authorized Signatory: ( ;Q/\.VS«OA Q MA\{Q(/;CM’\

Candace Mason
Quality Manager

These results are based on a comparative visual estimate. The condition of the samples analyzed was acceptable upon receipt per laboratory protocol
unless otherwise noted on this report. Each distinct component in an inhomogeneous sample was analyzed separately and reported as a composite.
Results represent the analysis of samples submitted by the client. Sample location, description, area, volume, etc., was provided by the client. This
report cannot be used by the client to claim product endorsement by NVLAP or any agency of the U.S. Government. This report shall not be reproducec
except in full, without the written consent of the Environmental Hazards Service, L.L.C. All information concerning sampling location, date, and time can
be found on Chain-of-Custody. Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C. does not perform any sample collection. . NVLAP #101882-0 VELAP 460172

Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C. recommends reanalysis by point count (for more accurate quantification) or Transmission Electron Microscopy
(TEM), (for enhanced detection capabilities) for materials regulated by EPA NESHAP (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants) and

found to contain less than ten percent (<10%) asbestos by polarized light microscopy (PLM). Both services are available for an additional fee.

400 Point Count Analysis, where noted, performed per EPA Method 600/R-93/116 with a Reporting Limit of 0.25%.

LEGEND: NAD = no asbestos detected
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E.H.S. LABORATORY #: PO #: 14-
EPA 600 PLM ASBESTOS SAMPLE

Page _1_ of _2_ CHAIN OF CUSTODY TURNAROUND TIME: Same Day / 1-DAY / 2-DAY / 3-DA @
Client Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc. Contact: Jeff Noél Phone: (559) 348-2200 Fax: (559) 348-2201
Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue City: Clovis State: California i Zip: 93612
PROJECT NAME: Fresno Bee Demolition PROJECT ID #: 014-26015 DATE SAMPLES TAKEN: 4/7/26
SAMPLES RECV'D (#): DATE RECV'D: CONDITION: SAMPLES ACCEPTED (Y ,N ) IF NO, WHY?
E.H.S. Client Sample Sample EH.S. Client Sample Sample

Sample # ID# Location Description Sample # 1D# Location Description
101 1626 E Street 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 131 1626 E Street Texture
102 16-in by 16-in Floor tile / mastic 132 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel
103 Base cove mastic 133 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel
104 Base cove mastic 134 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel
105 Gypsum board / taping material 135 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
106 Gypsum board / taping material 136 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
107 Gypsum board / taping material 137 Wallpaper
108 Gypsum board / taping material 138 Wallpaper
109 Texture 139 Gypsum board / taping material
110 Texture 140 Texture
111 Texture 141 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel
112 Texture 142 Sheet flooring
113 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 143 Gypsum board / taping material
114 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 144 Texture
115 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 145 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel
116 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 146 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
117 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 147 Fireproofing
118 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 148 Fireproofing
119 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 149 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
120 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 150 26-04-01 541 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic
121 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 151 Gypsum board / taping material
122 Stair tread 152 Gypsum board / taping material
123 Base cove mastic 163 Gypsum board / taping material
124 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 154 Due Date: Skfm coat
125 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel 155 Skim coat
126 Gypsum board / taping material 156 04/15/2026 Skim coat
127 Gypsum board / taping material 157 (Wed nesday) 2-ft by 4-ft Ceiling panel
128 Gypsum board / taping material 158 AE Base cove mastic
129 Texture 159 d) ‘ Base cove mastic
130 L Texture 160 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic

ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARD SERVICES, L L.C. JW / /
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E.H.S. LABORATORY #: PO #: 14-
EPA 600 PLM ASBESTOS SAMPLE
Page _2_ of _2_ | CHAIN OF CUSTODY TURNAROUND TIME: Same Day / 1-DAY / 2-DAY / 3-DA @
Client Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc. Contatt: Jeff Noél Phone: (559) 348-2200 Fax: (559) 348-2201
Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue City: Clovis State: California Zip: 93612
PROJECT NAME: Fresno Bee Demolition PROJECT ID #: 014-26015 DATE SAMPLES TAKEN: 4/7/26
SAMPLES RECV'D (#): DATE RECV'D: CONDITION: SAMPLES ACCEPTED (Y ,N ): IF NO, WHY?
E.H.S. Client Sample { Sample E.H.S. Client Sample Sample

Sample # 1D# Location Description Sample # ID# Location Description
161 1626 E Street | 12-in by 12-in Floor tile / mastic 191 1626 E Street Pipe insulation wrap
162 2-ft by 2-ft Ceiling panel 192 Pipe insulation wrap
163 12-in by 12-in Ceiling tile 193 Insulating panel
164 9-in by 9-in Floor tile / mastic 194 Concrete slab
165 } Gypsum board / taping material
166 | Gypsum board / taping material
167 Skim coat
168 Skim coat
169 Pipe insulation wrap
170 Pipe insulation wrap
171 Pipe insulation wrap
172 Pipe insulation wrap
173 Pipe insulation wrap
174 Pipe insulation wrap
175 Pipe elbow
176 Pipe elbow
177 Pipe elbow
178 Pipe elbow
179 Fireproofing
180 Fireproofing
181 Gypsum board / taping material
182 Gypsum board / taping material
183 Gypsum board / taping material
184 Texture
185 Texture
186 Texture
187 Fireproofing
188 Fireproofing
189 Fireproofing
190 Pipe insulation wrap
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Appendix B




STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor
DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

Division of Occupational Safety and Health-Asbestos & Carcinogen Unit

1750 Howe Avenue, Suite 460

Sacramento, CA 95825

(916) 574-2993 Office http://www.dir.ca.gov/dosh/asbestos.htm| actu@dir.ca.gov

009132828C
8/26/2025

Jeffrey Noel
1055 Chennault Avenue
Clovis CA 93611

Dear Certified Asbestos Consultant or Technician:

Enclosed is your certification card. To maintain your certification, you must abide by the rules printed on the
back of the certification card.

Your certification is valid for a period of one year. If you wish to renew your certification, you must apply for
renewal at least 60 days before the expiration date shown on your card. [8 CCR 341.15(h)(1)].

Please hold and do not send copies of your required AHERA refresher renewal certificates to our office until you
apply for renewal of your certification.

Certificates must be kept current if you are actively working as a CAC or CSST. The grace period is only for those
who are not actively working as an asbestos consultant or site surveillance technician.

Please contact our office at the above address or email w any changes in your contact/mailing information within
15 days of the change.

Sincerely,

D=

Dean Mochrie, CAC

Senior Safety Engineer
State of California

Attachment: Certification Card Division of Occupational Safety and Health
Certified Asbestos Consultant

Jeffrey Ronald Noel

Name

cc: File

Certification No. 00-2828
Expires on 10/18/2026

This certification was issted by the Division of
Occupational Safety ahd Heatth as authonized
by Sections 7180-et seq of the Businéss and
Professions Code™ S

Renewal — Card Attached (08/24)


mailto:actu@dir.ca.gov
http://www.dir.ca.gov/dosh/asbestos.html

LEAD-BASED PAINT SURVEY
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION
1626 E STREET
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA

Project No. 014-26015
April 30, 2026

Prepared for:
Andrew Talbert
Harris & Associates
2400 Del Paso Road, Suite 210
Sacramento, California 95834
(619) 481-5021

Prepared by:
Krazan & Associates, Inc.
215 West Dakota Avenue
Clovis, California 93612

(559) 348-2200

b
!Eml

l<raza.[1 & ASSOCIATES, INC.

is

SITE DEVELOPMENT ENGINEERS
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GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERIN® ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING
CONSTRUCTION TESTING & INSPECTION

April 30, 2026 Project No. 014-26015

LEAD-BASED PAINT SURVEY
FRESNO BEE DEMOLITION
1626 E STREET
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of our lead-based paint survey for the structures located at 1626 E St. in
Fresno, California. The lead-based paint survey was conducted under the conditions of Krazan &
Associates, Inc.’s (Krazan’s) Proposal No. P26-040, dated January 28, 2026. Kate Elliot gave written

authorization on March 12, 2026, for Krazan to proceed with the lead-based paint survey.

2.0 PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF WORK

The purpose of the lead-based paint survey was to identify and quantify the presence of potential lead-
based paints (LBPs) at the on-site structures. The scope of work for the limited LBP survey included
conducting a visual survey of the structures, conducting bulk sampling and analysis of materials

suspected to contain lead.

3.0 BUILDING DESCRIPTION

The site is located on the east side of E, north of Stanislaus in Fresno, California. The structure was a
three-story structure with basement, concrete, metal, and cement panel exterior walls, with metal, tar &
gravel, rubber membrane, and mineral surface rolled roofing. Interior construction included gypsum
board, open-framed, metal, acoustic ceiling tiles, and suspended ceilings with two-foot by two-foot and
two-foot by four-foot ceiling panels; gypsum board, open-framed, metal, wood, concrete, concrete block,
and ceramic-tiled walls; and concrete floors overlain (in areas) by sheet flooring, wall-to-wall carpeting,
floor tiles, and ceramic tiles. A vehicle maintenance building of all metal construction on a concrete slab-

on grade foundation is also located on the property.
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4.0 INVESTIGATIVE METHODS

4.1 Sampling Protocols

Eighty-nine (89) samples of suspected LBPs were collected from the on-site structures. Representative
samples were collected from painted surfaces that visually appeared to contain various types of paint.
Every attempt was made to identify unique paint and/or surface types. However, a chance exists that: 1)
different paints are not visually distinct, 2) hidden surfaces exist, or 3) areas that were painted with
different and distinct paint types are now covered by a single overlay. Sample locations for this survey
were determined by the inspector and were selected in a random fashion after homogeneous areas were
identified.

Sample locations for this survey were chosen in a semi-random fashion with emphasis placed on
minimizing damage to the sampled materials. The samples were collected by carefully removing a small
amount of the suspect material, with every attempt to separate the paint from the substrate. If possible,
samples were collected from existing damaged areas or loose pieces of materials. Each sample was

placed in a separate sealed plastic bag, and labeled with the project number and sample number.

4.2 Laboratory Analytical Methods

Paint chip samples were analyzed by E.H.S. of Richmond, Virginia, to detect the presence of total lead in
accordance with EPA Method 7420. Copies of the analytical results and Chain-of-Custody Record are
included in the Appendixes.

5.0 RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION

As stated previously, 89 samples of suspected LBPs were collected from throughout the structures.
Analytical laboratory results and field observations of the materials sampled have been summarized on
Tables, in the Appendixes of this report. Information presented within the tables includes the sample
number, the room equivalent, building component, substrate, testing location, lead content, the volume of
LBP identified (typically expressed in square feet), and the condition of the material sampled. In

addition, footnotes have been provided to convey pertinent information regarding the specific sample.

The following paints contained 0.5% or greater total lead by weight and are defined as lead-based paint:

No paints associated with these structures contained 0.5% or greater total lead by weight.

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
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The following paints contained greater than 0.009% total lead by weight and are defined as lead-

containing paint:

Gray metal wall — vehicle maintenance shed exterior (Sample No. 1)
Lavender gypsum board wall — 1* floor café (Sample No. 5)

Tan metal door frame — 1* floor kitchen (Sample No. 6)

Beige concrete wall — 1* floor office (Sample No. 10)

Red metal post — 1% floor hallway (Sample No. 11)

Black metal door frame — 1% floor hallway (Sample No. 20)

Brown concrete support — 1* floor storage (Sample No. 26)

Beige concrete wall — 1% floor storage (Sample No. 27)

Beige concrete wall — 1* floor storage (Sample No. 28)

Beige concrete wall — 1% floor storage (Sample No. 29)

Beige concrete block wall — 1% floor news print area (Sample No. 30)
Green metal framing — 1 floor red room (Sample No. 36)

Red metal framing — 1* floor red room (Sample No. 37)

Black metal door frame — 2" floor hallway (Sample No. 57)

Gray concrete wall — 3 floor studio (Sample No. 68)

Tan gypsum board wall — 3 floor office (Sample No. 70)

Tan gypsum board wall — 3" floor air handler room (Sample No. 71)
Tan gypsum board wall — 3" floor water tower room (Sample No. 72)
Tan concrete wall — 3" floor exterior (Sample No. 73)

Beige concrete wall — 3" floor exterior (Sample No. 74)

Tan metal louvers — 3" floor exterior (Sample No. 75)

Tan concrete wall — basement chiller room (Sample No. 79)

Tan gypsum board wall — basement chiller room (Sample No. 82)

Brown metal door frame — basement electrical equipment room (Sample No. 83)

Tan metal wall — ground floor exterior (Sample No. 85)

Beige concrete wall — ground floor exterior (Sample No. 86)

The paints on the exterior and interior of the structures surveyed were generally in good condition.
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revealed by visual observation and sampling alone. Krazan & Associates, Inc. makes no representation as

to the lead content of paints not sampled or that were inaccessible to our inspector.

The findings of this report were based upon the results of our site inspection, paint chip sampling, along
with the interpretation of paint chip analysis results. Lead-paint testing was done by a laboratory certified
by the State of California Department of Public Health (DPH) and accredited as an AIHA Environmental
Lead Laboratory Accreditation Program (ELLAP) laboratory. Therefore, the data are accurate only to the
degree implied by review of the data obtained and by professional interpretation, and the degree of care of
ensuring the testing accuracy and the representative nature of the samples obtained. The findings
presented herewith are based on professional interpretation using state of the art methods and equipment
and a degree of conservatism deemed proper as of this report date. It is not warranted that such data

cannot be superseded by future environmental or technical developments.

This lead-based paint survey is not intended to be the sole basis of lead paint removal bids. Confirmation
of specific lead-based paint and volumes should be conducted by prospective removal contractors prior to
accepting removal bids. This report is provided for the exclusive use of the client noted on the cover page
and is subject to the terms and conditions in the applicable contract between the client and Krazan. The
client is the only party to whom Krazan has explained the risks involved and has been involved in the
shaping of the scope of services needed to satisfactorily manage those risks, if any, from the client’s point
of view. Any third-party use of this report, including use by Client’s lender, prospective purchaser, or
lessee will be subject to the terms and conditions governing the contractual work in the contract between
the client and Krazan. The unauthorized use of, release of, or reliance on the information contained in
this report, without the expressed written consent of Krazan & Associates, Inc., is strictly prohibited and

will be without risk or liability to Krazan.

If you have any questions or if we may be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact our office
at (559) 348-2200.

Respectfully submitted,
KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.

gy 2D

effrey R. Noél
DPH Certified Lead Inspector/Assessor
LRC-00003853

JRN/mlt
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TABLE |

LEAD-BASED PAINT SURVEY RESULTS

Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
Fresno, California
April 8, 2026 Sampling

Lead content Volume Notes/
Sample No. Floor Sample Location Paint Sampled % by weight  est. in sg. ft.  Condition Additional locations

1 vehicle maintenance shed exterior metal wall 0.26 NC good gray

2 1st lobby gypsum board wall <0.0047 NC good off-white

3 1st café concrete wall <0.0040 NC good lavender

4 1st café cement panel <0.0046 NC good purple
5 1st café gypsum board wall 0.29 NC good lavender
6 1st kitchen metal door frame 0.015 NC good tan

7 1st hallway gypsum board wall 0.0057 NC good beige

8 1st hallway gypsum board wall 0.0058 NC good beige

9 1st office gypsum board wall <0.0048 NC good beige
10 1st office concrete wall 0.16 NC good beige
11 1st hallway metal post 0.46 NC good red

12 1st women's restroom gypsum board wall 0.0078 NC good off-white
13 1st exit gypsum board wall <0.0042 NC good beige
14 1st office gypsum board wall <0.0046 NC good beige
15 1st cubicle area gypsum board wall <0.0050 NC good beige
16 1st cubicle area metal door frame 0.0038 NC good gray
17 1st hallway metal window frame <0.0037 NC good tan

18 1st hallway gypsum board wall <0.0050 NC good tan

19 1st office gypsum board wall <0.0050 NC good beige
20 1st hallway metal door frame 0.013 NC good black
21 1st office gypsum board wall 0.0053 NC good beige
22 1st office gypsum board wall 0.0049 NC good beige
23 1st storage gypsum board wall <0.0043 NC good brown

NOTE: Lead-based paint is defined as paint containing 0.5% or greater lead by weight. NC = Not calculated

Lead containing paint is defined as paint containing greater than 0.009% lead by weight.
Bold text items are considered Lead-based paint

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Serving the Western United States

Italic text items are considered Lead-containing paint
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TABLE I (continued)

Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
Fresno, California
April 8, 2026 Sampling

LEAD-BASED PAINT SURVEY RESULTS

Lead content Volume Notes/
Sample No. Floor Sample Location Paint Sampled % by weight  est. insg. ft.  Condition Additional locations
24 1st maintenance area gypsum board wall <0.0037 NC good blue
25 1st storage gypsum board wall <0.0034 NC good brown
26 1st storage concrete support 0.46 NC good brown
27 1st storage concrete wall 0.074 NC good beige
28 1st storage concrete wall 0.075 NC good beige
29 1st storage concrete wall 0.064 NC good beige
30 1st news print concrete block wall 0.069 NC good beige
31 1st news print concrete support <0.0044 NC good red
32 1st hallway gypsum board wall 0.0043 NC good off-white
33 1st hallway wood window frame <0.0034 NC good gray
34 1st red room concrete block wall <0.0040 NC good off-white
35 1st red room concrete wall <0.0041 NC good off-white
36 1st red room metal framing 0.026 NC good green
37 1st red room metal railing 0.041 NC good red
38 1st red room metal door 0.0046 NC good gray
39 1st loading dock concrete block wall <0.0039 NC good off-white
40 1st loading dock concrete wall <0.0040 NC good off-white
41 1st loading dock concrete wall <0.0043 NC good off-white
42 1st loading dock concrete support <0.0044 NC good red
43 1st women's restroom gypsum board wall 0.0041 NC good off-white
44 2nd office gypsum board wall <0.0039 NC good light gray
45 2nd cubicle area gypsum board wall <0.0035 NC good light gray
46 2nd cubicle area gypsum board column <0.0038 NC good dark gray
NOTE: Lead-based paint is defined as paint containing 0.5% or greater lead by weight. NC = Not calculated

Lead containing paint is defined as paint containing greater than 0.009% lead by weight.
Bold text items are considered Lead-based paint

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Serving the Western United States

Italic text items are considered Lead-containing paint
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TABLE I (continued)

Fresno Bee Demolition

1626 E Street

Fresno, California
April 8, 2026 Sampling

LEAD-BASED PAINT SURVEY RESULTS

Lead content Volume Notes/
Sample No. Floor Sample Location Paint Sampled % by weight  est. insg. ft.  Condition Additional locations
47 2nd cubicle area metal panel (soffit) <0.0040 NC good black
48 2nd hallway gypsum board wall <0.0042 NC good light gray
49 2nd vestibule gypsum board wall <0.0045 NC good light gray
50 2nd cubicle area gypsum board column <0.0049 NC good dark gray
51 2nd control room gypsum board wall <0.0045 NC good off-white
52 2nd server room gypsum board wall <0.0036 NC good off-white
53 2nd hallway gypsum board wall <0.0037 NC good light gray
54 2nd hallway gypsum board wall 0.0066 NC good gray
55 2nd hallway metal door frame <0.0045 NC good gray
56 2nd hallway metal door frame 0.0076 NC good light gray
57 2nd hallway metal door frame 0.039 NC good black
58 2nd hallway gypsum board wall <0.0037 NC good off-white
59 2nd plate room 2 gypsum board wall 0.0053 NC good gray
60 2nd plate room 1 gypsum board wall <0.0042 NC good off-white
61 2nd quite room gypsum board wall <0.0037 NC good off-white
62 2nd press area concrete wall <0.0043 NC good off-white
63 2nd hallway gypsum board wall <0.0039 NC good off-white
64 3rd auditorium gypsum board wall <0.0041 NC good tan
65 3rd hallway gypsum board wall <0.0049 NC good off-white
66 3rd hallway gypsum board wall <0.0035 NC good off-white
67 3rd office gypsum board wall <0.0047 NC good tan
68 3rd studio concrete wall 0.43 NC good gray
69 3rd hallway concrete column <0.0040 NC good gray
NOTE: Lead-based paint is defined as paint containing 0.5% or greater lead by weight. NC = Not calculated

Bold text items are considered Lead-based paint

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Serving the Western United States

Lead containing paint is defined as paint containing greater than 0.009% lead by weight.
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TABLE | (continued)
LEAD-BASED PAINT SURVEY RESULTS
Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
Fresno, California

April 8, 2026 Sampling

Lead content Volume Notes/
Sample No. Floor Sample Location Paint Sampled % by weight  est. insg. ft.  Condition Additional locations
70 3rd office gypsum board wall 0.34 NC good tan
71 3rd air handler room gypsum board wall 0.43 NC good tan
72 3rd water tower room gypsum board wall 0.024 NC good tan
73 3rd exterior concrete wall 0.071 NC good tan
74 3rd exterior concrete wall 0.0095 NC good beige
75 3rd exterior metal louvers 0.018 NC good tan
76 3rd mechanical room gypsum board wall <0.0035 NC good beige
77 3rd mechanical room gypsum board wall <0.0034 NC good beige
78 3rd mechanical room gypsum board wall <0.0050 NC good beige
79 basement chiller concrete wall 0.029 NC good tan
80 basement carpenter shop concrete wall <0.0049 NC good tan
81 basement office gypsum board wall <0.0046 NC good tan
82 basement chiller gypsum board wall 0.028 NC good tan
83 basement electrical equipment metal door frame 0.48 NC good brown
84 ground floor exterior metal wall 0.0083 NC good blue
85 ground floor exterior metal wall 0.0094 NC good tan
86 ground floor exterior concrete wall 0.047 NC good beige
87 ground floor exterior concrete wall <0.0049 NC good beige
88 ground floor exterior concrete wall <0.0036 NC good beige
89 ground floor exterior concrete wall <0.0048 NC good beige
NOTE: Lead-based paint is defined as paint containing 0.5% or greater lead by weight. NC = Not calculated

Lead containing paint is defined as paint containing greater than 0.009% lead by weight.
Bold text items are considered Lead-based paint Italic text items are considered Lead-containing paint

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.

Serving the Western United States 1426015 Table |
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FHS¢

L aboratories

ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, LLC

7469 Whitepine Rd

North Chesterfield, VA 23237

Telephone: 800.347.4010

Client: Krazan & Associates Inc.
215 West Dakota Ave

Clovis, CA 93612

Project/Test Address:

014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626 E Street

Lead Paint Chip
Analysis Report

Report Number: 26-04-01817

Received Date: 04/09/2026
Analyzed Date: 04/15/2026
Reported Date: 04/15/2026

Collection Date:  04/08/2026
st Laboratory Results So5 248-2201
Lab Sample Client Sample Collection Location Pb (ug/g) % Pb by Narrative
Number Number ppm Wt. ID
26-04-01817-001 1 2600 0.26
26-04-01817-002 2 <47 <0.0047
26-04-01817-003 3 <40 <0.0040
26-04-01817-004 4 <46 <0.0046
26-04-01817-005 5 2900 0.29
26-04-01817-006 6 150 0.015
26-04-01817-007 7 57 0.0057
26-04-01817-008 8 58 0.0058
26-04-01817-009 9 <48 <0.0048
26-04-01817-010 10 1600 0.16
26-04-01817-011 11 4600 0.46

Page
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01817
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626 E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Collection Location Pb (ug/g) % Pb by Narrative
Number Number ppm Wt. ID

26-04-01817-012 12 78 0.0078
26-04-01817-013 13 <42 <0.0042
26-04-01817-014 14 <46 <0.0046
26-04-01817-015 15 <50 <0.0050
26-04-01817-016 16 38 0.0038
26-04-01817-017 17 <37 <0.0037
26-04-01817-018 18 <50 <0.0050
26-04-01817-019 19 <50 <0.0050
26-04-01817-020 20 130 0.013

26-04-01817-021 21 53 0.0053
26-04-01817-022 22 49 0.0049
26-04-01817-023 23 <43 <0.0043
26-04-01817-024 24 <37 <0.0037
26-04-01817-025 25 <34 <0.0034
26-04-01817-026 26 4600 0.46

26-04-01817-027 27 740 0.074

26-04-01817-028 28 750 0.075

26-04-01817-029 29 640 0.064
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01817
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626 E Street

Lab Sample Client Sample Collection Location Pb (ug/g) % Pb by Narrative
Number Number ppm Wt. ID

26-04-01817-030 30 690 0.069

26-04-01817-031 31 <44 <0.0044
26-04-01817-032 32 43 0.0043
26-04-01817-033 33 <34 <0.0034
26-04-01817-034 34 <40 <0.0040
26-04-01817-035 35 <41 <0.0041
26-04-01817-036 36 260 0.026

26-04-01817-037 37 410 0.041

26-04-01817-038 38 46 0.0046
26-04-01817-039 39 <39 <0.0039
26-04-01817-040 40 <40 <0.0040
26-04-01817-041 41 <43 <0.0043
26-04-01817-042 42 <44 <0.0044
26-04-01817-043 43 41 0.0041
26-04-01817-044 44 <39 <0.0039
26-04-01817-045 45 <35 <0.0035
26-04-01817-046 46 <38 <0.0038
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01817
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626 E Street

Lab Sample Client Sample Collection Location Pb (ug/g) % Pb by Narrative
Number Number ppm Wt. ID

26-04-01817-047 47 <40 <0.0040
26-04-01817-048 48 <42 <0.0042
26-04-01817-049 49 <45 <0.0045
26-04-01817-050 50 <49 <0.0049
26-04-01817-051 51 <45 <0.0045
26-04-01817-052 52 <36 <0.0036
26-04-01817-053 53 <37 <0.0037
26-04-01817-054 54 66 0.0066
26-04-01817-055 55 <45 <0.0045
26-04-01817-056 56 76 0.0076
26-04-01817-057 57 390 0.039

26-04-01817-058 58 <37 <0.0037
26-04-01817-059 59 53 0.0053
26-04-01817-060 60 <42 <0.0042
26-04-01817-061 61 <37 <0.0037
26-04-01817-062 62 <43 <0.0043
26-04-01817-063 63 <39 <0.0039
26-04-01817-064 64 <41 <0.0041
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01817
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626 E Street

Lab Sample Client Sample Collection Location Pb (ug/g) % Pb by Narrative
Number Number ppm Wt. ID
26-04-01817-065 65 <49 <0.0049
26-04-01817-066 66 <35 <0.0035
26-04-01817-067 67 <47 <0.0047
26-04-01817-068 68 4300 0.43
26-04-01817-069 69 <40 <0.0040
26-04-01817-070 70 3400 0.34
26-04-01817-071 71 4300 0.43
26-04-01817-072 72 240 0.024
26-04-01817-073 73 710 0.071
26-04-01817-074 74 95 0.0095
26-04-01817-075 75 180 0.018
26-04-01817-076 76 <35 <0.0035
26-04-01817-077 77 <34 <0.0034
26-04-01817-078 78 <50 <0.0050
26-04-01817-079 79 290 0.029
26-04-01817-080 80 <49 <0.0049
26-04-01817-081 81 <46 <0.0046
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Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C

Client Number: 05-5650 Report Number: 26-04-01817
Project/Test Address: 014-26015; Fresno Bee Demolition; 1626 E Street
Lab Sample Client Sample Collection Location Pb (ug/g) % Pb by Narrative
Number Number ppm Wt. ID

26-04-01817-082 82 280 0.028
26-04-01817-083 83 4800 0.48
26-04-01817-084 84 83 0.0083
26-04-01817-085 85 94 0.0094
26-04-01817-086 86 470 0.047
26-04-01817-087 87 <49 <0.0049
26-04-01817-088 88 <36 <0.0036
26-04-01817-089 89 <48 <0.0048

Sample Narratives:

Preparation Method: ASTM E-1979-17
Analysis Method: EPA SW846 7000B

m WNvsoon Kamode

Reviewed By Authorized Signatory:

Melissa Kanode
QA/QC Clerk
The Reporting Limit (RL) for samples prepared by ASTM E-1979-17 is 10.0 ug Total Pb. The RL for samples prepared by EPA SW846 3050B

is 25.0 ug Total Pb. Paint chip area and results are calculated based on area measurements determined by the client. All internal quality
control requirements associated with this batch were met, unless otherwise noted.

The condition of the samples analyzed was acceptable upon receipt per laboratory protocol unless otherwise noted on this report. Results
represent the analysis of samples submitted by the client. Sample location, description, area, etc., was provided by the client. Results
reported above in mg/cm3 are calculated based on area supplied by client. Measurement Uncertainty values are available upon request. This
report shall not be reproduced except in full, without the written consent of Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C.

ELLAP Accredtitation through AIHA LAP, LLC (100420), NY ELAP #11714.
LEGEND Pb= lead

ug/g = micrograms per gram

ug = microgram ppm = parts per million

Wt. = weight
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ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARD SERVICES, L.L.C.
7469 WHITE PINE ROAD - RICHMOND, VA 23237 PHONE (804) 275-4788 FAX (804) 275-4907

CHAIN OF CUSTODY FORM
Company Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc. Date: 4/8/2026
Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue Contact Name: Jeff Noél
City, State, Zip: Clovis, CA 93612 Sampler Name: Jeff Noél
EHS Client Account #: 5-5650 D Project #: 014-26015
Phone #: (559) 348-2200 FAX: (559) 348-2201 Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
P.O. #: Page 1 of 5
Other Metals  [Particulate: Total Nuisance (NIOSH 0500) [
FRIE " s (Specify metals below) 1 Respirable iNIOSH oeoog 1
{NE - 0) =
Sample Sample Date | =| 8| 5 .g <= o~ ° ©o| o 2
Number aTme |Z|5|S|E|3|2 <|'8| |3|_|&|s|5E|2 .
>3l 2|35 % . E “é’, Sla % o ot g Air Volume (L_) Comments
SlE|s| Bz 5 SlE|E Slels|g| o2 OR Wipe
Blola|l0|<]|O [0} £
=|Z|=|=|s|3| _|E|2| 2| =| 8| %] B| Y| 3] ¢ Area (ft') OR
NN ANEERNENEEIREEEH Scrape Area (cm’)
1 4/8/2026 X| X
2 4/8/2026 X | X
3 4/8/2026 X | X
4 4/8/2026 X[ X
8 4/8/2026 X[ X
6 4/8/2026 XX
7 4/8/2026 X | X
8 4/8/2026 X| X
9 4/8/2026 X[ X
10 4/8/2026 X | X
11 4/8/2026 X| X
12 4/8/2026 X | X
13 4/8/2026 X | X
14 4/8/2026 X | X
15 4/8/2026 X| X
16 4/8/2026 XX 26-04-01817
17 4/8/2026 X | X
— 3 T
19 4/8/2026 X[ X
20 4/8/2026 x [ x Due Date:
* Do wipe samples submitted meet ASTM E1792 requirements? Yes[ ] Nol[ | Pl 04/16/2026
Released By: Jeff Noel - Signature: Date: (=] C (Thursday)
Received By: U STPAANAS Signature: /32, A é@ Date: |9/ lle  %37p— AE
1~ y | —— \./L/ F A § |


jeffn
Typewriter
1626 E Street


ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARD SERVICES, L.L.C.
7469 WHITE PINE ROAD - RICHMOND, VA 23237 PHONE (804) 275-4788 FAX (804) 275-4907

CHAIN OF CUSTODY FORM

6817

Company Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc. Date: 4/8/2026
Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue Contact Name: Jeff Noél
City, State, Zip: Clovis, CA 93612 Sampler Name: Jeff Noél
EHS Client Account #: 5-5650 D Project #: 014-26015
Phone #: (559) 348-2200 FAX: (559) 348-2201 Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
P.O.# Page 2 of 5
Other Metals  |Particulate: Total Nuisance (NIOSH 0500 ]
Asbestos - Lead (Specify metals below) rioutat Respirable gNIOSH 0600))l—i
x
E = 3 —_ o
Sample Sample Date | = é 5 g 4 %’ - § ©| o ‘5
Number & Time T 5 3| & 5|l =| § o 5] < = )
28| E E & ',t:“ . E S % = g & i % AonIume(L) Comments
a ’u_: Bl €1 L[ £ “5:‘: a é o a x|l os OR Wipe
@) a|lo|<|O o £ 2
535522 EEE:E’.E%E%% Area (ft°) OR
HE R AEEEHENNNPEE R Scrape Area (cm’)
21 4/8/2026 X | X
22 4/8/2026 X | X
23 4/8/2026 X| X
24 4/8/2026 X | X
25 4/8/2026 X| X
26 4/8/2026 X | X
27 4/8/2026 X | X
28 4/8/2026 X1 X
29 4/8/2026 X | X
30 4/8/2026 X | X
31 4/8/2026 X| X
32 4/8/2026 X | X
33 4/8/2026 X| X
34 4/8/2026 X| X
35 4/8/2026 X | X
36 4/8/2026 X | X
37 4/8/2026 X | X
38 4/8/2026 X| X
39 4/8/2026 XX
40 4/8/2026 X | X
* Do wipe samples submitted meet ASTM E1792 requirements? Yes[_} No [ | P P i
Released By: Jeff Noel Signature: -/ & 7 7 ~_ |Date: ﬁ[[ - [3(
Received By: M5M Signature: - ~/ _#5 |Date: Iml"lotb 552I.f~



jeffn
Typewriter
1626 E Street


g/

ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARD SERVICES, L.L.C.
7469 WHITE PINE ROAD - RICHMOND, VA 23237 PHONE (804) 275-4788 FAX (804) 275-4907

CHAIN OF CUSTODY FORM

Company Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc. Date: 4/8/2026
Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue Contact Name: Jeff Noél
City, State, Zip: Clovis, CA 93612 Sampler Name: Jeff Noél
EHS Client Account #: 5-5650 D Project #: 014-26015
Phone #: (559) 348-2200 FAX: (559) 348-2201 Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
P.O. #: Page 3 of 5
Other Metals  |Particulate: Total Nuisance (NIOSH 0500
ol Lead et maltk i) Respirable gNIOSH osoo; [—_ll—_l
-5
Sleleol5]8 0 =
Sample SampleDate |[=| 8| 3| &| 2| 5 — = ol ol
Number & Time ol S| g Sle =| § ® g S| § = i
32| 2l7|ul8| |22 |8|5|2|8|=|8 Air Volume (L) Comments
o|c|8|6(Z|6] |2 El |22 3| 2= = WWipe
£153(3(2|3| < 5| 5| 5|z 23| 3| 3| 3|8 o L
alelalag|F|E|lIa|d] |32 EIZ2E[=2]8 Scrape Area (cm”)
41 4/8/2026 X| X
42 4/8/2026 X| X
43 4/8/2026 X| X
44 4/8/2026 X| X
45 4/8/2026 X[ X
46 4/8/2026 X | X
47 4/8/2026 X| X
48 4/8/2026 X | X
49 4/8/2026 X| X
50 4/8/2026 X | X
51 4/8/2026 X | X
52 4/8/2026 XX
53 4/8/2026 X | X
54 4/8/2026 X | X
55 4/8/2026 X | X
56 4/8/2026 X | X
57 4/8/2026 X | X
58 4/8/2026 X | X
59 4/8/2026 X X
60 4/8/2026 x| x )
* Do wipe samples submitted meet ASTM E1792 requirements? Yes[ ] — No[ ] .l
Released By: Jeff Noel Signature: [ ) £ /7 Date: A/ 36
Received By: g}%‘[ﬂ‘% Signature: 2. = ) |Date: ;{/qr/’lviff 37%@’“’
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1626 E Street


ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARD SERVICES, L.L.C.
7469 WHITE PINE ROAD - RICHMOND, VA 23237 PHONE (804) 275-4788 FAX (804) 275-4907

CHAIN OF CUSTODY FORM

o187

Company Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc. Date: 4/8/2026
Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue Contact Name: Jeff Noél
City, State, Zip: Clovis, CA 93612 Sampler Name: Jeff Noél
EHS Client Account #: 5-5650 D Project #: 014-26015
Phone #: (559) 348-2200 FAX: (559) 348-2201 Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E Street
P.O.# Page 4 of 5
Other Metals  |Particulate: Total Nuisance (NIOSH 0500) [
FRCRSION i (Specify metals below) Respirable EN!OSH 0600; [ ]
x
Elelol=|8 ) &
Sample SampleDate | S| 3| 3| &| < o — = ol el B
Number & Time T 5 3 e Sle =1 8 = @ S E|% .
= 3l=|5|& % |2 % 3| 5| ® 2| 3 Air Volume (L} Comments
o2lF|s| 8| |8 I8 E Cla|s|8| o 2 OR Wipe
112181212 |25l 2l ey gly|S|e Area (f?) OR |
z|Sl=ls|=|= EIE| El=| 812 Bl 58 rea (ft")
I NNEEHNENNEIEHEEHE R Scrape Area (cm’)
61 4/8/2026 X| X
62 4/8/2026 X | X
63 4/8/2026 X | X
64 4/8/2026 X[ X
65 4/8/2026 X| X
66 4/8/2026 X | X
67 4/8/2026 X[ X
68 4/8/2026 X[ X
69 4/8/2026 XX
70 4/8/2026 X| X
71 4/8/2026 X | X
72 4/8/2026 X[ X
73 4/8/2026 X| X
74 4/8/2026 X X
75 4/8/2026 X| X
76 4/8/2026 X[ X
77 4/8/2026 X[ X
78 4/8/2026 X | X
79 4/8/2026 X[ X
80 4/8/2026 | X[ X
* Do wipe samples submitted meet ASTM E1792 requirements? Yes[ ]/ No[ | L
Released By: Jeff Noel Signature: _I/H 7/) N/ Date: ‘ié]! /!16
Received By: WSW Signature: > i Date: 9fpzle  %37p~—"
t e 7 ¢ ]
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ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARD SERVICES, L.L.C.
7469 WHITE PINE ROAD - RICHMOND, VA 23237 PHONE (804) 275-4788 FAX (804) 275-4907

CHAIN OF CUSTODY FORM

Company Name: Krazan & Associates, Inc. Date: 4/8/2026
Address: 215 West Dakota Avenue Contact Name: Jeff Noél
City, State, Zip: Clovis, CA 93612 Sampler Name: Jeff Noél
EHS Client Account #: 5-5650 D Project #: 014-26015
Phone #: (559) 348-2200 FAX: (559) 348-2201 Fresno Bee Demolition
1626 E
P.O. #: SFQQQSOfS
Other Metals |Particulate: Total Nuisance (NIOSH ]
Ashesins _ Lead {Specify metals below) Respirable ENIOgH gggg; 1
I= = % — ]
Sample Sample Date | = 3 E 2 :.‘(L-, < —~ % B
Number aTme |2 |3|0|E| 5|3 =0El |2 5 2 £ _
= 2 £ 5| & = |2 g 28|52 g Air Volume (L) Comments
ARHEEHEBEEERENEREEE OR Vg
= =2l=|=|=|= E|E|E|l=|8|%|B|S2|¢ Area (ft’) OR
Zle|z|a|B|E 2|88 &8|=|R[2|R|2|8 Sorape Area (om’)
81 4/8/2026 X[ X
82 4/8/2026 X | X
83 4/8/2026 X| X
84 4/8/2026 X| X
85 4/8/2026 X | X
86 4/8/2026 X[ X
87 4/8/2026 X | X
88 4/8/2026 X[ X
89 4/8/2026 X | X
* Do wipe samples submitted meet ASTM E1792 requirements? Yes[ _J}— No [ ] _ / 7
Released By: Jeff Noel Signature: D L Date: +f/§/2¢
Received By: MM Signature: g A Date: ‘;/ﬁ{/&?z{/ ;5%,/
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Appendix B




2 CDPH ——

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

Caiiformin Deparsmert of
Pubilic Health

LEAD-RELATED CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE

INDIVIDUAL: CERTIFICATE TYPE: NUMBER: EXFIRATION DATE:
Lead Inspector' Assessor LRC-00003E53 1472027
Lead Project Desizer LRC-00003854 142027
Lead Supsrisor LRC-O0003E52 142027

Jeffrey Noel
Disclammer Thos dorument alene should not be refhed upon to confirm cemfication status. Compare the mdividual 's photo and name to anether valid fom ef
gorernment issied photo identifiesbion. Venfy the mdridual’'s cemficaton stams by searchme for Lead-Ralated Constuction Professionals at
wron edph ea. gon-'presTams) ciopl or calling (B00) 597-LEAD
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Fresno Bee Demolition Detailed Report, 6/8/2026

Fresno Bee Demolition Detailed Report
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1. Basic Project Information
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Fresno Bee Demolition Detailed Report, 6/8/2026
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Fresno Bee Demolition Detailed Report, 6/8/2026

1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Project Name Fresno Bee Demolition
Construction Start Date 1/1/2027

Lead Agency _

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 2.70000

Precipitation (days) 22.6000

Location 1626 E St, Fresno, CA 93706, USA
County Fresno

City Fresno

Air District San Joaquin Valley APCD

Air Basin San Joaquin Valley

TAZ 2477

EDFz 5

Electric Utility Pacific Gas & Electric Company
Gas Utility Pacific Gas & Electric

App Version 2022.1.1.44

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq | Special Landscape |Population Description
Area (sq ft)

General Office 295.225 1000sqft 6.77743 295,225 0.00000 Existing O & M
Building Building

5/26



Fresno Bee Demolition Detailed Report, 6/8/2026

1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

unmit. 3.50267 32.3142 32.1496 0.06471 1.32614 8.05263 9.37877 1.22162 4.04118 5.26280 — 7,380.64 7,380.64 0.27223 0.69457 9.73674 7,557.31

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

unmit. 3.49035 38.7476 32.0318 0.13573 1.32614 23.5920 24.6828 1.22162 4.08495 5.26280 — 18,428.3 18,428.3 0.38313 2.35622 0.85900 19,140.8

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
(Max)

Unmit. 0.89293 10.9177 8.40068 0.03253 0.36204 4.97320 5.33523 0.33749 1.20428 1.54177 — 4,238.28 4,238.28 0.10327 0.44829 2.70492 4,377.16

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
(Max)

Unmit. 0.16296 1.99248 1.53312 0.00594 0.06607 0.90761 0.97368 0.06159 0.21978 0.28137 — 701.695 701.695 0.01710 0.07422 0.44783 724.688

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year

2.2.1. Total Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Includes both onsite and offsite emissions.

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

6/26



Fresno Bee Demolition Detailed Report, 6/8/2026

Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Summer
(Max)

2027 3.50267 32.3142 32.1496 0.06471 1.32614 8.05263 9.37877 1.22162 4.04118 5.26280 — 7,380.64 7,380.64 0.27223 0.69457 9.73674 7,557.31

Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — - —

Winter
(Max)

2027 3.49035 38.7476 32.0318 0.13573 1.32614 23.5920 24.6828 1.22162 4.08495 5.26280 — 18,428.3 18,428.3 0.38313 2.35622 0.85900 19,140.8

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

2027 0.89293 10.9177 8.40068 0.03253 0.36204 4.97320 5.33523 0.33749 1.20428 154177 — 4,238.28 4,238.28 0.10327 0.44829 2.70492 4,377.16
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ _

2027 0.16296 1.99248 1.53312 0.00594 0.06607 0.90761 0.97368 0.06159 0.21978 0.28137 — 701.695 701.695 0.01710 0.07422 0.44783 724.688

2.2.2. Onsite Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily - —
Summer
(Max)

2027 3.41706 31.2531 31.3363 0.05805 1.30649 7.66851 8.97500 1.20197 3.94030 5.14227 — 6,287.91 6,287.91 0.25506 0.05101 0.00000 6,309.49

Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

2027 3.41706 31.2531 31.3363 0.05805 1.30649 19.3775 20.1735 1.20197 3.94030 5.14227 — 6,287.91 6,287.91 0.25506 0.05101 0.00000 6,309.49

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

2027 0.82547 7.47616 7.44323 0.01321 0.30677 4.17772 4.48449 0.28222 0.98745 1.26967 — 1,414.61 1,414.61 0.05738 0.01148 0.00000 1,419.46
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _

2027 0.15065 1.36440 1.35839 0.00241 0.05598 0.76243 0.81842 0.05151 0.18021 0.23172 — 234.204 234.204 0.00950 0.00190 0.00000 235.008
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Fresno Bee Demolition Detailed Report, 6/8/2026

2.2.3. Offsite Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily - —
Summer
(Max)

2027 0.13549 5.09252 1.73404 0.02968 0.08479 1.27002 1.35481 0.08479 0.34449 0.42928 — 4,375.73 4,375.73 0.07156 0.67055 9.73674 4,587.08

Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

2027 0.29816 18.8471 4.84265 0.10320 0.29487 4.21448 4.50935 0.29487 1.15064 1.44550 — 15,001.4 15,001.4 0.24412 2.32841 0.85900 15,702.2

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

2027 0.06746 3.44153 0.95745 0.01932 0.05527 0.79548 0.85075 0.05527 0.21683 0.27210 — 2,823.67 2,823.67 0.04589 0.43682 2.70492 2,957.69
Annual — — — — — — — — — — - — _ _ _ _ _

2027 0.01231 0.62808 0.17473 0.00353 0.01009 0.14517 0.15526 0.01009 0.03957 0.04966 — 467.491 467.491 0.00760 0.07232 0.44783 489.680

3. Construction Emissions Detalls

3.1. Demolition (2027)
3.1.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 2.21478 19.9005 18.6307 0.03253 0.79594 — 0.79594 0.73226 — 0.73226 — 3,426.90 3,426.90 0.13901 0.02780 — 3,438.66
Equipment
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Demoliti — — — — — 19.3775 19.3775 — 293431 2.93431 — — — — — — —
Onsite  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Off-Road 0.36407 3.27132 3.06258 0.00535 0.13084 — 0.13084 0.12037 — 0.12037 — 563.325 563.325 0.02285 0.00457 — 565.259
Equipment

Demoliti — — — — — 3.18535 3.18535 — 0.48235 0.48235 — — — — — — —

on

Onsite  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 0.06644 0.59702 0.55892 0.00098 0.02388 — 0.02388 0.02197 — 0.02197 — 93.2650 93.2650 0.00378 0.00076 — 93.5850
Equipment

Demoliti — — — — — 0.58133 0.58133 — 0.08803 0.08803 — — — — — — —

on

Onsite  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
truck

3.1.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — - — —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.04752 0.03449 0.38522 0.00000 0.00000 0.08161 0.08161 0.00000 0.01913 0.01913 — 77.4308 77.4308 0.00331 0.00387 0.00725 78.6738
Vendor  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Hauling 0.25064 18.8126 4.45743 0.10320 0.29487 4.13287 4.42774 0.29487 1.13151 1.42638 — 14,923.9 14,923.9 0.24081 2.32454 0.85176 15,623.5

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
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Worker  0.00834 0.00509 0.06418 0.00000 0.00000 0.01322 0.01322 0.00000 0.00310 0.00310 — 13.1820 13.1820 0.00043 0.00064 0.01981 13.4022
Vendor  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Hauling 0.04362 3.02301 0.72546 0.01697 0.04847 0.67186 0.72033 0.04847 0.18412 0.23259 — 2,452.30 2,452.30 0.03959 0.38212 2.33358 2,569.50
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker  0.00152 0.00093 0.01171 0.00000 0.00000 0.00241 0.00241 0.00000 0.00056 0.00056 — 2.18242 2.18242 0.00007 0.00011 0.00328 2.21888
Vendor  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Hauling 0.00796 0.55170 0.13240 0.00310 0.00885 0.12261 0.13146 0.00885 0.03360 0.04245 — 406.007 406.007 0.00655 0.06326 0.38635 425.409

3.2. Site Preparation (2027)
3.2.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 3.41706 31.2531 31.3363 0.05805 1.30649 — 1.30649 1.20197 — 1.20197 — 6,287.91 6,287.91 0.25506 0.05101 — 6,309.49
Equipment

Dust — — — — — 7.66851 7.66851 — 3.94030 3.94030 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 3.41706 31.2531 31.3363 0.05805 1.30649 — 1.30649 1.20197 — 1.20197 — 6,287.91 6,287.91 0.25506 0.05101 — 6,309.49
Equipment

Dust — — — — — 7.66851 7.66851 — 3.94030 3.94030 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement
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Onsite 0.00000

truck

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.37447
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite  0.00000

truck
Annual —

Off-Road 0.06834
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite  0.00000

truck

0.00000

3.42500

0.00000

0.62506

0.00000

0.00000

3.43411

0.00000

0.62673

0.00000

3.2.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

0.00000

0.00636

0.00000

0.00116

0.00000

0.00000

0.14318

0.00000

0.02613

0.00000

0.00000

0.84038

0.00000

0.15337

0.00000

0.00000

0.14318

0.84038

0.00000

0.02613

0.15337

0.00000

0.00000

0.00000

0.13172 —

— 0.43181

0.00000 0.00000

0.02404 —

— 0.07881

0.00000 0.00000

0.00000

0.13172

0.43181

0.00000

0.02404

0.07881

0.00000
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0.00000

689.086

0.00000

114.086

0.00000

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

NOx PMlOE PM10D [PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T [BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T _

Locmion 06 iox

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.07513

Vendor  0.00000

Hauling 0.01048

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

0.03699
0.00000

1.02406

0.63321
0.00000

0.18017

0.00000
0.00000

0.00666

0.00000
0.00000

0.01964

0.10881
0.00000

0.27532

0.10881
0.00000

0.29496

0.00000 0.02550

0.00000 0.00000

0.01964 0.07538

11/26

0.02550
0.00000

0.09502

116.253
0.00000

976.479

0.00000

689.086

0.00000

114.086

0.00000

116.253
0.00000

976.479

0.00000

0.02795

0.00000

0.00463

0.00000

0.00309
0.00000

0.01408

0.00000

0.00559

0.00000

0.00093

0.00000

0.00472
0.00000

0.15191

0.00000

0.00000

0.00000

0.37238
0.00000

2.19100

0.00000

691.450

0.00000

114.478

0.00000

118.109
0.00000

1,024.29
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Worker  0.06336 0.04599 0.51363 0.00000 0.00000 0.10881 0.10881 0.00000 0.02550 0.02550 — 103.241 103.241 0.00441 0.00516 0.00966 104.898
Vendor  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Hauling 0.00993 1.09434 0.18192 0.00666 0.01964 0.27532 0.29496 0.01964 0.07538 0.09502 — 976.700 976.700 0.01408 0.15202 0.05674 1,022.41
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily

Worker  0.00741 0.00452 0.05705 0.00000 0.00000 0.01175 0.01175 0.00000 0.00275 0.00275 — 11.7173 11.7173 0.00039 0.00057 0.01761 11.9130
Vendor  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Hauling 0.00112 0.11746 0.01983 0.00073 0.00215 0.02984 0.03199 0.00215 0.00818 0.01033 — 107.022 107.022 0.00154 0.01666 0.10364 112.128
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker  0.00135 0.00083 0.01041 0.00000 0.00000 0.00214 0.00214 0.00000 0.00050 0.00050 — 1.93993 1.93993 0.00006 0.00009 0.00292 1.97234
Vendor  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Hauling 0.00021 0.02144 0.00362 0.00013 0.00039 0.00545 0.00584 0.00039 0.00149 0.00189 — 17.7186 17.7186 0.00026 0.00276 0.01716 18.5641

3.3. Grading (2027)
3.3.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.58640 14.2321 17.2743 0.02733 0.59767 — 0.59767 0.54986 — 0.54986 — 2,960.07 2,960.07 0.12007 0.02401 — 2,970.23
Equipment

Dust — — — — — 2.77386 2.77386 — 1.33741 1.33741 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)
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Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.08693
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00000
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.01586
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00000
truck

0.77984

0.00000

0.14232

0.00000

0.94654

0.00000

0.17274

0.00000

3.3.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

0.00150

0.00000

0.00027

0.00000

0.03275

0.00000

0.00598

0.00000

0.15199

0.00000

0.02774

0.00000

0.03275

0.15199

0.00000

0.00598

0.02774

0.00000

0.03013

0.00000

0.00550

0.00000

0.07328

0.00000

0.01337

0.00000

0.03013

0.07328

0.00000

0.00550

0.01337

0.00000
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162.196

0.00000

26.8534

0.00000

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

.

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.05635
Vendor  0.00000
Hauling 0.07914

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

162.196

0.00000

26.8534

0.00000

0.00658

0.00000

0.00109

0.00000

0.00132

0.00000

0.00022

0.00000

0.00000

0.00000

162.752

0.00000

26.9455

0.00000

NOx |co |02 |PMicE |PioD |PMioT |PM2sE |PM2sD |PMzsT [Bcoz |Necoz |cozr |cwe N0 R |coze |

0.02775
0.00000
5.06478

0.47491
0.00000
1.25913

0.00000
0.00000
0.02968

0.00000
0.00000
0.08479

0.08161
0.00000
1.18841

0.08161
0.00000
1.27320

0.00000
0.00000
0.08479

0.01913
0.00000
0.32537
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0.01913
0.00000
0.41016

87.1901
0.00000
4,288.54

87.1901
0.00000

0.00231
0.00000

4,288.54 0.06924

0.00354
0.00000
0.66701

0.27929
0.00000
9.45745

88.5817
0.00000
4,498.50
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Worker  0.00278 0.00170 0.02139 0.00000 0.00000 0.00441 0.00441 0.00000 0.00103 0.00103 — 4.39398 4.39398 0.00014 0.00021 0.00660 4.46739
Vendor  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Hauling 0.00418 0.28976 0.06954 0.00163 0.00465 0.06440 0.06904 0.00465 0.01765 0.02229 — 235.054 235.054 0.00379 0.03663 0.22367 246.287
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker  0.00051 0.00031 0.00390 0.00000 0.00000 0.00080 0.00080 0.00000 0.00019 0.00019 — 0.72747 0.72747 0.00002 0.00004 0.00109 0.73963
Vendor  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Hauling 0.00076 0.05288 0.01269 0.00030 0.00085 0.01175 0.01260 0.00085 0.00322 0.00407 — 38.9159 38.9159 0.00063 0.00606 0.03703 40.7757

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type
4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

n

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — - — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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.
Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — - — —
Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
Subtotal — — —_ — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _

Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — — - _ _ _
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
d

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — -

Winter
(Max)

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — - — _ _ _ _ _
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Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _

Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — _ - — _ _
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
d

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _

Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
d

Subtotal — — —_ — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Demolition Demolition 1/1/2027 3/25/2027 5.00000 60.0000 O&M Building Demo

Site Preparation Site Preparation 3/26/2027 5/20/2027 5.00000 40.0000 Hazardous Material
Abatement

Grading Grading 5/22/2027 6/18/2027 5.00000 20.0000 Basement Backfill

5.2. Off-Road Equipment
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Demolition

Demolition
Demolition
Site Preparation

Site Preparation

Site Preparation
Grading
Grading
Grading
Grading

Concrete/Industrial Diesel
Saws
Excavators Diesel

Rubber Tired Dozers  Diesel

Rubber Tired Dozers  Diesel

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel

hoes
Cranes
Excavators

Graders

Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel

hoes

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Average

Average
Average
Average

Average

Average
Average
Average
Average

Average

1.000000

3.00000
2.00000
3.00000
4.00000

1.000000
1.000000
1.000000
1.000000
3.00000

8.00000

8.00000
8.00000
8.00000
8.00000

8.00000
8.00000
8.00000
8.00000
8.00000

33.0000

36.0000
367.000
367.000
84.0000

367.000
36.0000
148.000
367.000
84.0000

0.73000

0.38000
0.40000
0.40000
0.37000

0.29000
0.38000
0.41000
0.40000
0.37000

Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Demolition
Demolition
Demolition
Demolition
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation

Grading

Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Onsite truck
Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Onsite truck

Worker

15.0000

222.917

20.0000

4.95000

15.0000

17126

7.70000
4.00000
20.0000
7.70000
4.00000
60.0000

7.70000

LDALDTL,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
LDALDTL,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT

LDA,LDT1,LDT2
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Grading Vendor — 4.00000 HHDT,MHDT
Grading Hauling 64.1000 20.0000 HHDT
Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Ton of Material Exported (Ton of Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (Ton of | Acres Paved (acres)
Debris) Debris) Debris)

Demolition 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 53,500.0 0.00000
Site Preparation — 2,000.00 60.0000 0.00000 0.00000
Grading 10,250.0 — 20.0000 0.00000 0.00000

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied Frequency (per day) PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water Exposed Area 61% 61%

5.7. Construction Paving

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (Ib/MWh)
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2027 0.00000 203.983 0.03300 0.00400

5.18. Vegetation
5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Temperature and Extreme Heat 24.2500 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 2.25000 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 0.00000 annual hectares burned
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Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from
observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040—2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROCS5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A
Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A
Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A
Flooding 0 0 0 N/A
Drought 0 0 0 N/A
Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A
Air Quality Degradation 0 0 0 N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2
Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A
Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A
Flooding 1 1 1 2
Drought 1 1 1 2
Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A
Air Quality Degradation 1 1 1 2

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 82.4767
AQ-PM 97.4736
AQ-DPM 99.3030
Drinking Water 84.3887
Lead Risk Housing 85.1166
Pesticides 64.4138
Toxic Releases 78.9572
Traffic 52.2625

Effect Indicators —
CleanUp Sites 62.4487

Groundwater 78.0508
21/26



Haz Waste Facilities/Generators
Impaired Water Bodies

Solid Waste

Sensitive Population

Asthma

Cardio-vascular

Low Birth Weights
Socioeconomic Factor Indicators
Education

Housing

Linguistic

Poverty

Unemployment

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

56.3997
0.00000
0.00000
98.1680
94.4292
99.6664
92.5715
94.1572
86.5611
98.3040
95.2889

Fresno Bee Demolition Detailed Report, 6/8/2026

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Economic

Above Poverty
Employed

Median HI

Education

Bachelor's or higher
High school enroliment
Preschool enroliment
Transportation

Auto Access

Active commuting

0.320800719
2.34826126

0.988066213
8.995252149
25.13794431
30.63005261
3.939432824

52.25202104
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Social

2-parent households
Voting
Neighborhood
Alcohol availability
Park access

Retail density
Supermarket access
Tree canopy
Housing
Homeownership

Housing habitability

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden

Uncrowded housing
Health Outcomes
Insured adults

Arthritis

Asthma ER Admissions
High Blood Pressure
Cancer (excluding skin)
Asthma

Coronary Heart Disease
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease
Diagnosed Diabetes
Life Expectancy at Birth
Cognitively Disabled

Physically Disabled

19.54317978
0.61593738
15.7577313
81.35506224
66.38008469
43.87270627
25.90786603
10.18863082
4.786346721
2.34826126
20.92903888
11.86962659
8.122674195
175

1.7

8.4

85.3

0.4

6.2

13

1.8

13

56.3

43.7

23/26
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Heart Attack ER Admissions
Mental Health Not Good
Chronic Kidney Disease
Obesity

Pedestrian Injuries

Physical Health Not Good
Stroke

Health Risk Behaviors
Binge Drinking

Current Smoker

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity
Climate Change Exposures
Wildfire Risk

SLR Inundation Area
Children

Elderly

English Speaking
Foreign-born

Outdoor Workers

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity
Impervious Surface Cover
Traffic Density

Traffic Access

Other Indices

Hardship

Other Decision Support

2016 Voting

2.4
0.3
5.2
13
87.5
0.5
2.3

94.8
1.8
0.1

0.0
0.0
1.9
88.2
20.7
64.6
2.3

39.7

38.6

0.0

97.5

0.7
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7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 100.0000
Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 0.00000
Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) Yes

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) Yes

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) Central Fresno

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.
7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

8.1. Justifications

Characteristics: Project Details Revised construction and operation dates

Construction: Construction Phases Revised per IS PD.

Construction: Off-Road Equipment Added crane per PD.

Construction: Trips and VMT Rrevised per actual haul distance to haz disposal facility.

8.4. Construction
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8.4.1. Construction Phases
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Demolition
Demolition
Demolition

Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Grading
Grading
Grading

8.4.6. Trips and VMT

Demolition
Demolition
Demolition

Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Grading
Grading
Grading

End Date

Work Days per Phase
Description

Start Date

End Date

Work Days per Phase
Description

Start Date

End Date

Description

1/29/2027
20.0000
1/30/2027
2/13/2027
10.00000
2/14/2027
3/14/2027

3/25/2027

60.0000

O&M Building Demo
3/26/2027

5/20/2027

40.0000

Hazardous Material Abatement
5/22/2027

6/18/2027

Basement Backfill

Site Preparation

Hauling

Miles per Trip

26/26

20.0000

60.0000



Appendix C. Historic Resources Technical Report



Historical Resources Technical Report for

City of Fresno Department of Public Utilities
Operations & Maintenance Building Demolition
1626 E Street Fresno, Fresno County, California

Prepared for:

City of Fresno
Capital Projects Department

Final Version
August 2026
Prepared by:

Jacqueline Padilla-Perez MDS
Shannon Davis, MA

20 N. Raymond Ave., Suite 220
Pasadena, CA 91103
626-793-7395

ASM Project Number 50570







Historical Resources Technical Report for

City of Fresno Department of Public Utilities
Operations & Maintenance Building Demolition
1626 E Street FRESNO,

FRESNO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Prepared for:

City of Fresno

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

Prepared by:

Jacqueline Padilla-Perez MDS
Architectural Historian

Shannon Davis, MA
Senior Architectural Historian

ASM Affiliates
20 N. Raymond Avenue, Suite 220
Pasadena, California 91103

PN 50570
August 2026







Table of Contents

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Chapter Page
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ....ciiiiiiiieiieiieiieitetiettstescestestessastossassssssssssassassassassassssssssssassassas iv
1.0 INTRODUCTION ...ciuiitiiiiieiieiieiieiiesietieteiaianiastsstessesssssssassassassossssssssssssssssassassnssans 1
1.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION ....utiiiiieiieeeciteesteeesiteesteeesteeestteesteeessseessseesnsasasssaesnsesansseasnsesansseesnses 1

1.2 PROJECT LOCATION ....oiiitiieciee ettt ettt e et e e ieeestteeeteeestteesnteeesseesasaeansasassseesnsaeesseasnsesansseennses 1

1.3 CURRENT SETTING ......uttiiitiieiieeeteeesteesteeesteeeseteesteeeseeeesstesesseeessseesnseaessseesnsesensenesnsessnssnesnsees 2

2.0 METHODOLOGY ...cciiiieiieiieiieiieiieciecencentetestastassossssssssssassassassassssssssssssssssassassassassasss 5
2.1 ARCHIVAL RESEARCH ... .ciicttiitit ettt etee et e st e esete e st e steesssteessbeessaaeessteesssteesaseesnsaessnseesnsenenses 5

2.2 FIELD SURVEY METHODS .....cctttiiite ittt eite e siee sttt steesieesste e sveessaeeessbeessateesateesnsaessnsessnsesenses 5

3.0 HISTORIC CONTEXT ...c.icieiieiieiiaiieiieieetentesiasiastastossessssssssssassassassassassssssssssassassassassasss 7
3.1 HISTORY OF FRESNO ... ..ctiiitiiiieeeiieeniteesiteesiteesieeestteesabeessiteesabeesbeeesabaesseesnsseesseessnseesseesns 7

3.2 URBAN RENEWAL ...ttt ettt ettt sttt st ettt e sate e stte e st e sabaeesabeesabteensbeesabaesnnneesabeesas 8

3.3 THE FRESNO BEE ...ttt ettt ettt ettt ettt et sttt sttt e st e e st e s bte e sabaesnaeesateas 16

3.4 SITE SPECIFIC HISTORY ..ooiiiieiiieeieeesite e et e ettt e steeetaeesnteessaeesasaasntaeesnseesnsaeesneesnseeesseesssens 22

4.0 SURVEY FINDINGS....c.ctuiitiiuiitiieiieiiniieeiiaiieesiaiiessianssssissssstsssssssassssssassssssassssssans 29
4.1 Architectural DeSCriPLiON ....cciii i e e e e e e e e s e s te e e e e e e e e e nnnneees 29

5.0 ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA .....ceieieiiiiieieiieiteitenteciectecescentantestostossassssssssssassassassassassanss 59
5.1  CALIFORNIA REGISTER OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES .......ccooiiirieeiiieenieesieeenieeesveeenevee e 59

5.2 CITY OF FRESNO CRITERIA FOR HISTORIC DESIGNATION ......ccoctteeriieenieeeieeeriieesveeenieeesenens 60

5.3  CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT ....uviiiiiieeiee et steeesieessereesveeeseeeesveessneeesneeas 61

6.0 EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILITY ..cieiieiiiiiieiieiieiieiiesiecetetetastostastossosssssssassassassassasses 63
7.0 CONCLUSION ....cciieiieiieiieniteitencraiiesstastssstsssssstassssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssasssnssssssanses 69
LIST OF SOURCES ....coiciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieieiiaiieiiastostessesssssnsassastastastossssssssssassassassassassassans 71
1 o =11 L 3N
APPENDIX A ...t itteeiee ettt e st e ertte e ste e st e e site e s bt eessteesbeeessteeasteesanseesaseeestee e beeeanteesatee e baeeanreeeasteennteeans

DPR FOIMIS. .ttt sttt s bbbt st st s e s tsbsbnsnbebnnebennnnnnne

APPENDIX B ....veeitteeiieeeiteesieeeitteestee sttt e siteesteeessseessseeessseessseesanseessseeensseesnsessnsseesnsesensseesnsessssseesnseeans
Supplemental Records SEarch RESUIES...........uiieiiiiiiiiiieee e e e e e e e

Draft HRTR Fresno Bee Plant i



Table of Contents

Figure 1.

Figure 2.
Figure 3.

Figure 4.
Figure 5.

Figure 6.

Figure 7.
Figure 8.

Figure 9.

Figure 10.

Figure 11.
Figure 12.

Figure 13.
Figure 14.

Figure 15.
Figure 16.

Figure 17.
Figure 18.

Figure 19.
Figure 20.
Figure 21.
Figure 22.

Figure 23.

Figure 24.

LIST OF FIGURES

Page
Regional location map (Source: Esri, USGS | Esri, HERE, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS, Bureau of
Land Management, EPA, NPS). ..ottt e ettt e e et e e e ettt e e e s ttee e e abeeeeeasaeeesasbaeaessteeeeansreeeensses 2
o) =Tt oTor= N (o] a1V - 1 o FS PP PPPPPPPPPPRE 3
The first tax-allocation bond issued by the Sacramento Redevelopment Agency July 1, 1956.
Source: Sacramento Bee, AUSUST 18,1056, .....cccceiiiiiiiiiiiiii 10
The Fig Garden Village was a popular suburban shopping center offering plentiful parking for
automobiles. Source: Fresno County Assessor’s Office, February 1967.........ccccoeveiiieeniienieenieenieeneeene 10
The Fulton Mall with shops, fountains, and a tall sculpture as viewed from above. Ca. 1966.
Source: University of Wyoming Victor Gruen Papers Collection. ........ccueeeeiiiieiciiec e 11
The demolition of the original Fresno County Courthouse (1875) to make way for the newly
designed courthouse by Wagner & Wagner. The Fresno County Hall of Records (1935),
pictured in the background, remains extant. Source: The Fresno Bee........cccccveeeevieieecieeeeciiee e 12
A Postcard of the Fresno County Courthouse issued shortly after the completion of the
construction in 1966. Source: Flickr/Heather David..........c..covviiiveeeiieiieceee et eve e eare e 13
The Convention Center located in Downtown Fresno (foreground) with the Del Webb
Townhouse standing tall in the distance. Source: The Fresno Bee .........cceeeecvieeecciiieeccieee e 13
Students Robert Garabedian (left) and Bruce Highton Jr. (right) turning the first shovel of
earth at the Fresno Bee Plant groundbreaking ceremony on June 16, 1968. With them are
Joseph A. Reich, chairman of the board of supervisors (from left), Mayor Floyd Hyde, Jack T.
Oliver, president of Fresno County & City Chamber of Commerce, and Edwin Hallinan,
chairman of the Fresno Redevelopment Agency. Source: The Fresno Bee.......cccccevevvveeeevieeecceneeesieeenn, 15
Birds eye view of the Fresno Bee Plant site cleared for construction looking north to the
Southern Pacific Railroad tracks, June 1968. Source: The Fresno Bee. .......ccccvveeeeeiiecciiieeeeeceecciireeee e 15
C.K. McClatchy (left) and V.S. McClatchy (right). Source: McClatchy Media........cccccovveeeiiiieeciiieeeciieees 17
The original Fresno Bee building was designed by Beaux Arts trained architect Leonard Starks
and constructed in 1922. Photo by ASM, March 2026. ........cccuuieeeiieeeiiieeeecieeesetee e sree e sree e eevaee e sraeaean 17
The cover page of the first edition of the Fresno Bee published October 17, 1922. Source: The
L =] aTo I =TT PSPPI ORI 18
The original radio antenna shown atop the historic San Joaquin Light & Power Company
building at 1401 Fulton Street in Downtown Fresno. Photo by ASM, March 2026...........cccccceevveeneenneen. 20
The KMJ-Radio Station and Fresno Bee building, Ca. 1920s. Source: Valley PBS .........ccccceevivieeeecinee e, 21
The KMJ-TV advertisement in Television Magazine, May 1957. Source: Facebook Daniel
FUBNTZ. ettt e ettt e e e s et e e e e e e e e s s b e et e e e e e e s s b e a et e e e e e s nnereeeeeeesannnreneeas 21
The Fresno Bee Plant Phase | building as seen from a 1972 USGS aerial photograph. .......cccceveevvvreneen. 23
The Fresno Bee Plant Phase | & Il building as seen from a 1977 Fresno County aerial
PROLOIAPN. 1.ttt et b et e h e bt e he e e bbb e e bt e bt e e bt e e bt e e beeennaeenee s 25
The Fresno Bee Plant Project Eclipse addition as seen from a 1998 USGS aerial photograph.................. 27
The dilapidated fuel station and adjoining patio 100KiNg WEST.........cc.eeeeiiiiiiiiiiiieeee e 30
A portion of the spur tracks in the foreground and the paved parking area within the east
10T [ o) i 1 o LI 1 T PP PTOTSRRTPI 30
The south facing primary fagade featuring marblecrete panels, glazing system with blue
glasweld panels, and the soaring “Stonehenge” COIUMNS. .........oivciiriiciee e e 32
The secondary south facade, looking north (left) and the view of the southwest perspective
of the Phase Il west fagade (FIBIT). .oo.eeuiiiiiieee ettt st 33
A view from the west side of E Street of the Phase | west facade along the central three-story
building (background) and the Phase Il west fagade which features sconce lighting and
concrete pilasters with relief detail (fOreground)...........ccueeeeiii i e 34

ASM Affiliates



Table of Contents

Figure 25.

Figure 26.

Figure 27.

Figure 28.
Figure 29.

Figure 30.

Figure 31.

Figure 32.

Figure 33.

Figure 34.
Figure 35.
Figure 36.
Figure 37.
Figure 38.
Figure 39.

Figure 40.
Figure 41.
Figure 42.

Figure 43.
Figure 44.
Figure 45.
Figure 46.
Figure 47.
Figure 48.
Figure 49.

Figure 50.

The east facade of the dining room area with the areaway protruding on the south end. The

ramp and canopy of “dock 1” is located immediately north of the dining room. .........ccccceevcvveieiienennen. 36
The east fagade in two parts; the first and second level in the foreground are part of the

Phase Il portion while the third level in the background is part of the Phase | portion of the

building. The penthouse is just barely visible atop the south end of the three-story central

[oYeYuToY oo} ik d o T=l o Y011 Lo [T Y-S0 U USSR 36
The west facade of the Project Eclipse addition with the central block, north and south wings

with metal panel cladding system and ribbon glazing........cccccvvvi i 38
The north wing of the Project Eclipse west facade showing the projecting roofline. ..........cccceeeevrernneen. 38

The view of the loading dock along the Project Eclipse north fagade showing the support
posts, protruding roof line, and reveal detail running horizontally in line with the bottom of

L8 0[Sl o Lo ] il [T 1T PSPPSR 40
The easternmost portion of the north facade with a similar appearance to the north wing of
the west facade, including metal panels and ribbon glazing..........ccccvieeiiiei e 40

The northernmost end of the Project Eclipse east fagade with a similar appearance to the
easternmost end of the north fagade. The concrete deck is shown on the left and the reveal

detail continues 0N this fagAdE. .....icueiii i e e e e s e e e s e e e e e e enes 42
The east fagade with the rear view of the large block mass (right) and the covered loading
dock with the spur tracks in the foreground (I€ft). ......cceoeiiiiiiii e 42

The south fagade of Project Eclipse which wraps around the east fagade of the Phase | and
Phase Il portion of the building, essentially “eclipsing” the original with the contemporary

E=To [o [ To o TP PP P T PRRRUPTOPSRRTPIN 43
The entrance lobby accessible from the south primary fagade with 1990s era interior design................ 45
The dining room with carpet and drop ceilings with acoustical panels, looking north. ...........cccccuvernneee. 45
View of the kitchen within the south Phase Il portion of the building, looking north. ...........cccccvvernnee. 46
The open office with desks and CUBICIES. .........cooiiiiiii e 47
The third floor executive office reception desk, looking northwest..........c.ccoovieiiiiiiiiiinieeeee, 47
The doors leading to the executive board room that display the original Fresno Bee

[0 To ] aTe = - o s VAT PPPPPPPPPPPRE 48
The Fresno Bee monogram featured on the window grills of the original 1922 building. ........................ 49
A view of the printing press still reeled with newspaper last printed in 2016. .........ccccccvveeeviiieeeecvee e, 50
A view of the newsprint room looking south with a folding machine indicated with the letter

“C.” Notice the space is dark with only minimal daylighting available........c...ccocceniiiiiniinieee 51
A newsprint ink tank looking northeast inside of the newsprint room. .........ccccceeiiiieiiiiiiienieeee, 52
The interior of the platemaking office [00KING @aSt.........ccccuiiiiiiiiiieiiie e e e 53
The carpentry ShOP I0OKING @aST........cccuiiiiiiiieeeie ettt e et e e et e e e et e e e e eabaeeeesreeeeanneas 54
The switchboard room [00KiNg NOIhEAST. ......ccccuiiiiieiie e 55
The electrical server room with raised floor I00king WeSTt. .......ceeeeeiiiiiiiiiie e 56
View to the entrance of the physician’s officing looking northwest. .........ccccccveeieiii i, 57
The Fresno County Courthouse (1966) designed by Wagner & Associates with Paul Harris

listed as the architect of record. SOUICE: W ......couii ittt e 66
A ceramic mural by artist Stan Bitters featured on the Midland Saving & Loan building

designed by architect Eugene Houghman (1965). Source: Esoteric Survey 2026. .........cccoeeeecveeeecveeeennns 67

Draft HRTR Fresno Bee Plant iii



Executive Summary

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Historic Resource Technical Report (HRTR) is an assessment of the Fresno Bee Plant building located
at 1626 E St. in Fresno, Fresno County, California. The Fresno Bee Plant is a City of Fresno (City) industrial
and commercial building. Because the building is more than 50 years old, the City has requested this report
prior to approval of planned redevelopment of the parcel (Project) in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). ASM Affiliates (ASM) prepared this HRTR to evaluate the building’s
eligibility for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and Fresno Local Register
of Historic Resources (Fresno Local Register), and as a historical resource as defined by CEQA. ASM
analyzed the building’s significance within the appropriate themes and historic contexts. California
Department of Buildings and Recreation (DPR) forms were prepared (Appendix A). ASM reviewed the
results of a records search by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVIC) to confirm
that there were no relevant historical resources identified in those records. The evaluation was conducted
in conformance with guidance on conducting historic building assessments and evaluations, specifically
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) Bulletin How to Apply the National Register Criteria for
Evaluation, the California Office of Historic Preservation’s Instructions for Recording Historical
Resources and Technical Assistance Series #7 How to Nominate a Resource to the California Register of
Historical Resources, Fresno’s Historic Preservation Ordinance, and CEQA.

After consideration of the history, design, and historical associations of the Fresno Bee Plant building,
including a review of the records search, background research, an intensive pedestrian survey, and brief
reconnaissance survey of similar resources, ASM recommends that the building is individually eligible for
listing in the CRHR under Criterion 1 and for the Fresno Local Register under Criterion A-1i for the theme
of Urban Renewal in Fresno with a period of significance of 1969-1973 and for the theme of
Communications in the Central Valley region with a period of significance of 1969-1981. The Fresno Bee
Plant therefore meets the definition of a CEQA historical resource.
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1.0 Introduction

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report describes the goals, methods, and impacts analysis conducted by ASM Affiliates (ASM) for
proposed demolition of the Fresno Bee Plant building (Project) at 1626 E St. in Fresno, Fresno County,
California. The Project involves the demolition of an industrial building that is currently vacant and is
considered a Project for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). ASM has
prepared this report to evaluate whether the proposed Project would affect any identified historical
resources within the Area of Potential Impacts (API).

The Fresno Bee Plant is not listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under NRHP criteria
A, B, C, or D, nor as a contributor to a historic district. It is not listed in the California Register of Historical
Resources (CRHR), as a City of Fresno Historical Landmark, or possible significant property pursuant to
Public Resources Code Sections 12-1607.1, as contained in Article 16 of the City of Fresno Code of
Ordinances, the Historic Preservation Ordinance of the City of Fresno (City of Fresno 2019). It is not within
the boundaries of any designated or potential City of Fresno Historic District.

This section of the report provides a project location, project description, and current setting. Section 2
describes the methodology used in preparing this report. Histories of the City of Fresno, the neighborhood,
and Fresno Bee Plant are addressed in Section 3. Section 4 provides findings of the survey, including a
description of the building, along with photographs. Eligibility criteria are outlined in Section 5, and Section
6 is a summary of the findings of eligibility for the Fresno Bee Plant. Section 7 provides an assessment of
impacts per CEQA, and Section 8 is the conclusion. Pertinent documents used in conducting this evaluation
are included in the appendices.

1.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City has requested this HRTR prior to approval of planned demolition of the building (Project) in
compliance with CEQA. The Fresno Department of Public Utilities (DPU) acquired the property in April
2021. Following initial system upgrades, the DPU Administration and Utilities Planning &
Engineering Divisions moved into second-floor office space in June 2022. Prior to acquisition, the
property was occupied by the Fresno Bee newspaper offices and printing press from 1969 until 2016.
The core of the existing building was designed specifically for the Fresno Bee as a newspaper
printing and distribution facility. Given the building’s original design for a different industry and
existing building conditions, the City is proposing to demolish the onsite existing structures currently
used as the DPU Operation and Maintenance facilities. As part of the application process, a search of the
California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) was conducted for the Project area from the
Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVIC). The project consists of hazardous materials
abatement, demolition, and disposal. No specific future use is proposed at this time, and any future
development would be subject to separate and additional environmental review, as required.

1.2 PROJECT LOCATION

The Project is located at 1626 E St. in the City of Fresno in Fresno County, California (Figure 1). It is
located less than one mile west of downtown Fresno and can be found on the USGS Fresno South, CA 7.5-
minute topographic quadrangle map. The Project is located on accessor parcel number 465-084-30T. It is
bounded by E Street on the west and G Street on the east. Directly south of the site is another industrial
building where the Restaurant Depot currently operates. Directly north is the USPS Fresno Main Post
Office. (Figure 2).
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1.0 Introduction

Figure 1. Regional location map (Source: Esri, USGS | Esri, HERE, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS,
Bureau of Land Management, EPA, NPS).

1.3 CURRENT SETTING

The Fresno Bee Plant is located directly west of downtown Fresno within a commercial and industrial
corridor that is situated on the north side of California Highway 99 and the south side of the Southern
Pacific Railroad line. The railroad tracks create the division between Downtown Fresno and the West
Fresno Light Industrial zone. The site’s topography is flat and almost entirely paved with concrete and
roads with only small areas of landscaping primarily within the tree lawns along the streets and sidewalks.
The ABC television news station is located north of the site and was once a part of the Fresno Bee Plant
facilities when the company operated KMJ-Television. There are several smaller commercial buildings
southwest of the site along E Street and larger commercial buildings northwest and southeast of the site.
There are no buildings immediately north of the site other than the news station. The site grounds consist
of open, paved parking area where it is bordered by G Street.
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Figure 2.  Project Location Map
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2.0 Methodology

2.0 METHODOLOGY

2.1 ARCHIVAL RESEARCH

ASM began this evaluation by reviewing the research and records previously gathered by the City and the
environmental consultant (Consultant) pertaining to the Fresno Bee Plant. The Consultant submitted a
records search request to the SSJVIC on March 9, 2026. The results of the records search request initiated
by the Consultant dated March 16, 2026, show there has been one previous cultural resources study
conducted within the project area and ten studies previously conducted within a 0.25-mile radius of the
project area. The records search also revealed that there are no recorded cultural resources within the project
area, but that there are 11 cultural resources within the 0.25-mile search radius, consisting of a segment of
the Southern Pacific Railroad and several other commercial and industrial buildings. The findings of the
records search can be found in Appendix B.

The Consultant submitted a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search request to the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) on March 9. 2026. The results of the SLF request dated March 17, 2026, were
negative. Based on the results of the records search from SSJVIC, the Consultant conducted outreach to the
NAHC as recommended on March 19, 2026, and by email on March 25, 2026. At the time of this report,
only two responses have been received. One response is from Amah Mutsun Tribal Band stating that Fresno
is outside of their Traditional Tribal Territory with no additional comments. The other response is from the
Table Mountain Rancheria Tribal Government Office, declining participation with no additional comments.

ASM did not order a title search for the property because the chain of ownership for the building was
established through City records. ASM confirmed the original date of design, construction, and dates of
major alterations through information provided by the client and City of Fresno building permit records.

ASM conducted archival research to develop and determine the appropriate historic context from which to
evaluate the building as a historical resource in compliance with CEQA. ASM reviewed and applied the
City of Fresno Mid-Century Modernism Historic Context (MacDonald 2008) in conducting the evaluation.
ASM researched other buildings related to the Fresno Bee and its owners as well as the careers of the
architects of the Fresno Bee Plant. This research was used to confirm whether any individuals associated
with the property are historically significant, and the extent of their association with this property. ASM
also reviewed historic aerial photographs, building plans, and permit records to confirm the project
architects and dates of construction. ASM reviewed historic resource nominations related to the Fresno Bee
for general historic context as well as newspapers.com. Archival documents reviewed included articles
from news sources such as the Fresno Bee and the Fresno Republican.

2.2 FIELD SURVEY METHODS

ASM conducted an intensive on-site pedestrian survey of the building and documented findings with
extensive photography and detailed field notes. ASM also conducted a limited reconnaissance survey of
the immediate neighborhood surrounding the building to determine whether the building might be eligible
as a potential contributor to a historic district. ASM conducted a reconnaissance survey of several other
buildings located in Downtown Fresno to compare the subject property to other buildings associated with
the context of Fresno’s communication and development history, as well as a desktop review of other works
of the architect.
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3.0 HISTORIC CONTEXT

3.1 HISTORY OF FRESNO

The land that became the City of Fresno was originally occupied by small tribes of the Yokut Indians. The
Yokuts were an ethnic group made up of 50 or more tribes native to central California. Within the area that
is now Fresno in the San Joaquin Valley, tribes occupied floodplains of the Big Dry Creek and Little Dry
Creek. A mission was never established in the valley, but some smaller Mexican settlements did develop
such as Pueblo de las Junta (City of Fresno 2015:6).

Fresno is located within Fresno County, which was formed in 1856 from portions of Mariposa, Merced,
and Tulare counties. The townsite was founded in the early 1870s by the Central Pacific Railroad Company
after completion of the western segment of the transcontinental railroad near land formerly known as the
A.Y. Easterby Ranch. The railroad officially reached Fresno in April 1872 and marked the beginning of a
population and agricultural boom. In 1872, Fresno had grown to include hotels, restaurants, saloons, stables,
and some permanent residential dwellings. In 1874, Fresno became the official county seat, replacing the
City of Millerton. Fresno was more centrally located within the county than Millerton. (MacDonald
2008:10-11).

Fresno quickly became the center of the raisin industry in the United States due to its vast plains of flat land
and fertile soil. Access to water was also vital to development of the agricultural industry in Fresno. By the
turn of the twentieth century, the city became the agricultural center for the whole San Joaquin Valley.
Other crops that influenced the agricultural success of Fresno included peaches, nectarines, apricots, figs,
and almonds (City of Fresno 2015:10). Overall, Fresno saw rapid growth during the last two decades of the
nineteenth century, with the population tripling between 1880 and 1885. As a result, land speculators began
to develop land outside the original town grid, expanding the footprint of the town as the City also began
to annex additional land for commercial and residential development outside of the original city limits.
Fresno’s boom of the 1880s and 1890s saw both a growth in the population and size of the town. The city
expanded from 2.94 square miles in 1890 to 34.862 in 1900, and the population grew from 10,818 to 12,470
during the decade (MacDonald 2008:13).

During the spring of 1887, Fresno was surveyed and platted into “302-by-400-foot block, with 25-by-150-
foot lots and 20-foot alleys” by Edward H. Mix (City of Fresno 2015:6). The city continued to develop and
by 1875 had “four general stores, two fruit stores, one drugstore, three hotels, two restaurants, six saloons,
two law offices, two physicians, one tinsmith, one saddle shop, two butcher shops, three blacksmiths, one
tailor, the Expositor [newspaper], and twenty-five private residences” (City of Fresno 2015:15-16). Sanborn
Fire Insurance Maps from 1885 indicate that Fresno had developed a central commercial strip from the base
of H Street along Mariposa Avenue to K Street (present day Van Ness Avenue), which included commercial
shops, lodging, banks, offices, and saloons. A streetcar operated by the Fresno Street Railroad was
organized in 1888 and began service in early 1889 (MacDonald 2008:11).

Middle- and working-class populations continued to be attracted to Fresno in the early twentieth century.
Railroads and the development of the automobile spawned the development of residential neighborhoods.
By 1910, the census for Fresno showed a total population of 24,892, doubling since 1900 (U.S. Census
Bureau 1900). During the early twentieth century, the city government further developed with its earliest
urban planning efforts in 1916. With the passing of ordinance No. 794 in 1916, the city established its first
planning commission, one of the oldest planning commissions in California. Two years later, the first urban
plan for the town was filed by Charles Henry Chaney. The plan included a proposed civic center, a street
system for use of automobiles, a building and recreation plan, a scenic road and boulevard system, and
downtown revitalization (MacDonald 2008:18). By 1930, Fresno’s population had again nearly doubled,

Draft HRTR Fresno Bee Plant 7



3.0 Historic Context

reaching 52,513 (U.S. Census Bureau 1930). Although the Great Depression brought hardship to the city,
economic reforms carried out by Franklin D. Roosevelt’s administration spurred the construction of many
major civic buildings in the city. During and after World War I1, Fresno saw an influx of people looking
for agricultural work, which led to a severe housing shortage. Like many cities throughout the United States,
Fresno also saw a post-World War Il population boom (City of Fresno 2015:10-11).

3.2 URBAN RENEWAL

Redevelopment and revitalization became key areas of focus in urban planning in postwar America.
Government agencies and business associations nationwide teamed up to develop progressive plans that
would encourage the expansion of city centers and business districts (MacDonald 2008). The Housing Act
of 1949 carried the goal of providing every American family with a decent and affordable new home. To
do so, the federal government encouraged cities to redevelop blighted areas to make way for new affordable
housing and commercial buildings (Padilla-Perez 2017). Enormous federal financial incentives were made
available, with an allotted $1 billion in loans to help cities acquire slums and blighted land for public or
private redevelopment. An additional grant incentive of $100 million every year for five years was available
to cover two-thirds of the difference between the cost of the slum land and its depreciated reuse value,
making redevelopment investment very low risk and enticing to city government officials in major
American cities (Padilla-Perez 2017). The added incentive left city officials to devise a way to cover the
remaining one-third of redevelopment costs. Tax Increment Financing (TIF) was first utilized by the City
of Sacramento for its urban revitalization efforts. TIF promised the investor the revenue generated from the
increase in property value from redevelopment for an extended period to cover the cost of the project plus
interest. The investor was issued a bond with the increased amount of tax revenue deposited to a special
fund to retire the bond (Figure 3). The surplus of revenue over the bond fund was then deposited to the city
and county treasury (Lango 2018). This method became known as “the Sacramento Model” and set the
precedent for making full funding of redevelopment projects in cities across America feasible (Padilla-
Perez 2017).

The 1968 short film titled “Fresno: A City Reborn” highlights the revitalization efforts of the city. It begins
with a narration of what defines great city centers: “an enjoyable place to live and work where urban
activities flourish with governmental functions, trade, and commerce that bring pleasure to all, enriching
lives intellectually and socially while offering entertainment and relaxation” (Gruen 1968). It then segues
into the dangers of blighted urban centers, explaining how the private automobile encouraged suburban
sprawl, leading to the demise of city centers. Cities were likened to battlegrounds that “destroyed human
values” and failed to achieve the vision of the great city center while ushering in an era of urban crisis
(Gruen 1968). The film refers to the advent of modern “Suburbia.” These communities began to spring up
across the nation during the era of postwar prosperity. In the 1940s and *50s, the American economy thrived
and families grew as soldiers returned from World War Il and Korea and domestic life flourished. The Gl
Bill established guidelines that required affordable housing for sale priced between $6,000 and $8,000
resulting in the need for developers to provide housing to the masses (MacDonald 2008). With
manufacturing resources no longer being rationed for war efforts, automobiles were produced in large
guantities ranging in prices that everyone could afford. Nearly every American household owned an
automobile making it feasible for housing to exist outside of city centers and the need for new commercial
shopping centers to be constructed alongside suburbia (Figure 4) (MacDonald 2008).

In the mid-1950s, city leaders recognized the impending crisis with signs of traffic moving through
downtown instead of into it, a decrease in retail center revenue, and a drop in assessed property value (Gruen
1968). In 1958, the Fresno Redevelopment Agency and Downtown Association were formed. The renewal
effort was part of a comprehensive general plan developed under the collaboration between the County of
Fresno and the cities of Fresno and Clovis to form a long-range plan for urban growth (MacDonald 2008,
51) Together the Fresno Redevelopment Agency and Downtown Association retained Victor Gruen
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Associates, a planning, architectural, and engineering organization to carry out a study of the city and create
a new comprehensive plan for the 2,000-acre Central Area. The study identified an 80-acre central core
which they called a “super block.” The super block was planned with minimal demolition and garden
improvements to create the new urban center (Gruen 1968).

Construction of the plan began on March 31, 1964, and was completed on September 1 of the same year.
The revitalization plan included an “improved” system of arterial roads and an outer circulation traffic loop
to distribute traffic to and from town. The plan produced the concept of linking the new civic center and
the business core with one continuous pedestrian corridor, the Fulton Mall. This separated auto and
pedestrian traffic for enhanced safety. Automobile traffic and all parking were located outside of the loop
with all areas inside of the loop designated for pedestrians (Gruen 1968).

The Fulton Mall was lined with a series of fountains and art for enjoyment (Figure 5). Sculptures were
commissioned by the Citizens Art Committee. Public events, group social activities and entertainment
regularly took place within Fulton Mall. Play areas were incorporated into the design so that parents could
leave their children while they shopped. During the 12 months following its opening, pedestrian traffic
downtown increased by 115 percent. Business owners along the Fulton Mall reported increased revenue of
nearly 40 percent in the first year of business (Gruen 1968).

An Urban Renewal Information Office was installed on the Fulton Mall which contained a model of “Future
Fresno” showcasing the comprehensive urban plan. The Fulton Mall was planned as the east-west backbone
of a larger system, with five north-south malls planned to create a “super block” that would be composed
of the civic center, including the construction of a new eight-story county courthouse (Figure 6 and 7) and
six-story B.F. Sisk Federal Courthouse in 1966 (MacDonald 2008). In 1961, the concept of a new
convention center was conceived. The building was designed by Robert Stevens and Associates and
included a theater, exhibit hall, and an arena (Figure 8) (MacDonald 2008). Fresno anticipated hosting many
of the state’s conventions, and to support this vision the Del Webb Townhouse, a 21-story hotel and office
building with ground-level retail shops, was constructed one block away from the new convention center
and opened in March 1964 (Figure 8) (MacDonald 2008). It was the first of its kind in 30 years (Gruen
1968).

The City of Fresno intended for the Central Area Plan to lead to substantial amounts of public and private
investment in the city center of downtown. However, the city was unable to implement the complete vision
of the plan and only the Fulton Mall came to fruition; the traffic loop and the super block were never
constructed. The lack of investment and downtown growth, coupled with the onset of suburban sprawl north
of the city, left downtown largely forgotten (MacDonald 2008).
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Figure 3. The first tax-allocation bond issued by the Sacramento Redevelopment Agency July 1,
1956. Source: Sacramento Bee, August 18, 1956.

Figure 4. The Fig Garden Village was a popular suburban shopping center offering plentiful
parking for automobiles. Source: Fresno County Assessor’s Office, February 1967.
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Figure 5. The Fulton Mall with shops, fountains, and a tall sculpture as viewed from above. Ca.
1966. Source: University of Wyoming Victor Gruen Papers Collection.
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Figure 6. The demolition of the original Fresno County Courthouse (1875) to make way for the
newly designed courthouse by Wagner & Wagner. The Fresno County Hall of Records (1935), pictured in
the background, remains extant. Source: The Fresno Bee
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Figure 7. A postcard of the Fresno County Courthouse issued shortly after construction was
completed in 1966. Source: Flickr/Heather David
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ion Cekn.fer Ic;cated in Downtown Fresno (foreground) with the Del Webb
Townhouse standing tall in the distance. Source: The Fresno Bee
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3.2.1 West Fresno Redevelopment Phase |

In addition to the Fulton Mall the city approved the West Fresno |, Il, and 111 redevelopment plans as well
as the General Neighborhood Renewal Area Plan for West Fresno (MacDonald 2008). The West Fresno |
and 1l plans had been approved by the federal government as an urban renewal project; however, funding
was stalled in 1964 when Proposition 14 was approved by California voters (Fresno Bee 1966). Proposition
14 allowed property owners unrestricted discretion to sell or rent residential units to people of their choice
(Fresno Bee 1966). The Fresno Redevelopment Agency filed a suit with the State of California Supreme
Court to receive funding under the claim that the City could require developers of residential land included
in urban renewal projects to abide by federal non-discrimination covenants in the form of a signed
agreement (Fresno Bee 1966).

By early 1968, the city received federal funding for West Fresno redevelopment, with the Fresno Bee Plant
being the first project that commenced as part of Phase I, and plans were underway to appoint staff to
oversee the project (Fresno Bee 1968a). The first phase of construction of the Fresno Bee Plant began with
a groundbreaking ceremony in June 1968. Roosevelt High School students and newspaper carriers Robert
Garabedian and Bruce B. Higton Jr. turned the first shovels of earth (Figure 9). The students were winners
of the 1968 McClatchy Newspaper scholarships (parent company of the Fresno Bee) and received $1,250
each. The $10 million project was cited as being a “landmark occasion” by the city’s civic leaders (Fresno
Bee 1968b). The construction project was awarded to Harris Construction Co. at a bid of $2,543,723 and
was scheduled to be completed within 540 days. The second phase of construction was to begin no later
than July 1972 (Fresno Bee 1968b).

The 29-acre site was previously the location of housing that was deemed “unfit for human habitation” and
paid an annual tax of only $28,000 to the city (Fresno Bee 1968b). It was razed for the McClatchy
development and purchased for $537,300 (Figure 10). The McClatchy Company (also known as McClatchy
Company and currently known as McClatchy Media) was estimated to pay $300,000 in annual property
taxes to the city. Its investment, including the purchase price, totaled approximately $6 million and would
provide employment to around 600 people at the new facility (Fresno Bee 1968b). The McClatchy
Company was praised for its support of the city’s urban renewal concept and efforts with the city
recognizing it as a well-respected civic institution (Fresno Bee 1968b).

The facility, a 100,000-square-foot building designed by local firm Schoenwald, Thomas, Harris, Bode &
Blayney, housed the Fresno Bee’s new 12-unit, high-speed press which would be a part of the stereotype
department, service and dispatching area, and newsprint storage (Fresno Bee 1968b). A new spur track was
installed from the Southern Pacific Mainline to deliver paper and other supplies to the facility. The new
facility would also house the KMJ Radio Station and Television Network (Fresno Bee 1968b). Two years
after construction began, the Fresno Bee Plant in West Fresno was named as one of the primary contributors
to the City of Fresno’s assessed value gain, which was the first revenue gain in two years. In June 1970,
County Assessor Gerald B. Gard announced a value increase of $13,640,790 to a total of $285,595,517
(Fresno Bee 1970). The new plant proved to be a successful urban renewal project for the city in providing
the desired outcome of property value gains and numerous jobs within the local economy. By 1970, changes
in federal and local government ended any further urban renewal investment or efforts within the city of
Fresno (MacDonald 2008, 51).
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Figure 9. Students Robert Garabedian (left) and Bruce Higton Jr. (right) turning the first shovel of

earth at the Fresno Bee Plant groundbreaking ceremony on June 16, 1968. With them are (from left)
Joseph A. Reich, chairman of the board of supervisors, Mayor Floyd Hyde, Jack T. Oliver, president of
Fresno County & City Chamber of Commerce, and Edwin Hallinan, chairman of the Fresno
Redevelopment Agency. Source: The Fresno Bee
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Figure 10. Birds-eye view of the Fresno Bee Plant site cleared for construction, looking north to the
Southern Pacific Railroad tracks, June 1968. Source: The Fresno Bee.

Draft HRTR Fresno Bee Plant 15



3.0 Historic Context

3.3 THE FRESNO BEE

The Fresno Bee was established in 1922 by Charles Kenney “C.K.” and Valentine Stuart “V.S.” McClatchy
(Figure 11). The McClatchy brothers were the sons of James McClatchy, who immigrated from Ireland,
working early in his journalism career for the New York Tribune. McClatchy ventured west to California,
working as a correspondent for the Tribune (Historic Fresno 2010). He went on to establish the Daily Bee
in the wake of the California Gold Rush in 1857, which he later renamed the Sacramento Bee (McClatchy
Media 2026). C.K.’s son, Carlos McClatchy, worked as a messenger boy for the Sacramento Bee in his
youth. He went on to serve as the Fresno Bee'’s first editor and later established KMJ Radio, which went
on air in 1925, and KMJ-Television, which began broadcasting to the San Joaquin Valley in 1953 (Fresno
Bee 1968b).

The Fresno Bee’s first office was a six-story brick building located at the corner of Van Ness Avenue and
Calaveras Street in Downtown Fresno (Figure 12). Designed by the Beaux Arts trained, Sacramento-based
architect Leonard F. Starks, the building was still under construction when the first edition was printed on
linotype machines and published on October 17, 1922 (Historic Fresno 2010, Kohlruss 2022). The new
publication’s first print was a special five-section edition totaling 60 pages and distributed to 12,000
households with an additional 4,000 copies being purchased on the street (Figure 13) (Kohlruss 2022). The
Fresno Bee began as an afternoon paper with a Sunday morning addition.

When the Bee was launched, its main competition was the Fresno Morning Republican, and so the Bee
created an aggressive advertising campaign to capture afternoon circulation in the Central Valley. By 1932,
the McClatchy Company had absorbed the Fresno Morning Republican (Historic Fresno 2010). After the
consolidation, the McClatchy Group began publishing the Fresno Tribune as the morning edition, and the
Fresno Bee remained an afternoon paper. The Bee published the Tribune at its plant and absorbed much of
the Republican’s staff. With the Tribune running as a seven-day morning paper, the Bee discontinued
printing the Sunday edition (Los Angeles Times 1932).

Carlos McClatchy died in 1933, at which time his sister, Eleanor, became successor to the company. Walter
Jones became Chief Editor and the two worked side by side for more than 30 years (Kasler 2020). It was
under Eleanor’s direction that the first Fresno Bee building underwent a significant four-story addition in
1936 to enlarge the platemaking department and to create a new studio space for KMJ-Radio (Powell 1982).
In addition to the physical expansion of the Fresno Bee and KMJ-Radio building, Eleanor was responsible
for the creation of the Scoopy the Bee mascot that continues to grace its paper today. In 1943, she
approached Walt Disney to create the logo, and Scoopy was produced for the price of a $1,500 donation to
the Army Relief Fund at the height of World War Il. Disney produced companion mascots for KMJ-Radio
and, later, KMJ-Television (Kasler 2020).

By 1950, the Fresno Bee weekday edition had grown from the 12-page average in the 1940s for weekday
editions to well over 30 pages, with Sunday editions growing from 20 to nearly 100 pages. In 1951, the
facilities required another expansion to accommodate a large pressroom to increase production (Powell
1982). Throughout its history of reporting, the Fresno Bee provided in depth coverage on the Great
Depression, World War 11, the Dust Bowl, Vietnam War, and the Chicano and Civil Rights Movements and
United Farm Workers Movement (NewsBank 2026).

After World War I, the increase of local television stations and the number of television sets in middle-
class American homes offered alternative and more timely access to news stories and, over time, diminished
the significance of daily newspapers such as the Fresno Bee and Fresno Tribune. However, the Fresno Bee
managed to maintain an upward trajectory with its publications totaling nearly 70 pages for weekday
editions and nearly 200 pages on Sunday during the 1960s. In 1968, the Fresno Bee undertook its largest
expansion yet with construction of a large 100.000-square-foot printing plant located in West Fresno. In
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the 1970s, the expansion of cable television, with a variety of national news channels, became even stronger
competition for print media. Eventually the Tribune was discontinued and the Bee transitioned to a morning
newspaper on December 6, 1976 (Kohlruss 2022).

In the 1990s, the price of home computers became more affordable and home internet service was
introduced, leading to a flood of news services competing for the attention of the Fresno Bee’s subscribers
and advertisers. Although still in print today, printing of the Fresno Bee was moved to Sacramento in 2017,
and the McClatchy Company sold the building to the city (Kohlruss 2022).
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Figure 11. C.K. McClatchy (left) and V.S. McClatchy (right). Source: McClatchy Media

Figure 12. The original Fresno Bee building was designed by Beaux Arts trained architect Leonard
Starks and constructed in 1922. Photo by ASM, March 2026.
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3.0 Historic Context

3.3.1 KMJ Radio & Television

When KMJ went on air in 1922 there were no other radio stations in the Central Valley, and KDKA in
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, the first commercially licensed radio station in the world, had gone live on the
air two years prior in November of 1920 (Davis 2010). The call letters were originally assigned to a
merchant ship in World War | for its morse code transmissions (Valley PBS 2023). The San Joaquin Light
and Power Company obtained the station to communicate with its plants in the Sierra Nevada when
inclement weather disrupted telephone service between the mountains and the headquarters building located
at Fulton and Tuolumne Street in Fresno (Valley PBS 2023). KMJ was only broadcasting limited
programming when McClatchy launched the Fresno Bee. The McClatchy Company had been operating a
successful newspaper and radio partnership in Sacramento and with this experience made the decision to
do the same in Fresno. The San Joaquin Light and Power Company sold the station to the Mclatchy
Company on June 10, 1925 (Valley PBS 2023). KMJ began broadcasting under McClatchy’s ownership on
June 12, 1925, at 1280 on the AM dial, operating two hours per night at very low power of only 50 watts.
The radio antenna atop the San Joquin Light and Power Company building helped distribute the signal
(Figure 14) (Valley PBS 2023).

KMJ was launched as a music station and included live band and orchestra programs. When KMJ went on
the air, many people did not have radios, and they gathered by the station to listen to the broadcast which
aired for an hour in the morning and an hour in the evening (Figure 15) (Valley PBS 2023). Later, KMJ
Radio was known as the Fresno Bee station and carried news read from wire services and local reporters.
The Radio Bee program aired each night to distribute news creating further competition to the Fresno
Morning Republican as KMJ was disseminating the morning news the night before it was printed. In 1929,
KMJ began featuring sports broadcasts and aired the World Series for the first time (Valley PBS 2023).

In 1932, KMJ landed on AM 580 where it has remained since. In 1934, call letters were required to be four
letters; however, KMJ was successful in maintaining its original three call letters (Valley PBS 2023). As
World War 11 approached, the Department of War located stations in the Central Valley to add power to,
making them capable of broadcasting over extensive ranges that could serve to alert other radio stations in
range of foreign invasion. This is what resulted in KMJ becoming a 50,000-watt AM station. Radio had a
pause in growth during World War 11 due to the need for resources in war efforts. News updates on battles
were given on air, though weather forecasts were forbidden as they were thought to be used for enemy
intelligence (Valley PBS 2023).

After the end of the war, radio broadcasting was able to expand amid post-war optimism with a boom of
new stations in Fresno utilizing Frequency Modulation, or FM radio, which brought the promise of a better
listening experience with less static. However, FM radio was not as well received as KMJ AM radio which
offered a multitude of radio programming and entertainment shows that families gathered around to listen
to as a daily part of life (Valley PBS 2023).

When federal approval for television broadcast was granted in the Central Valley, the McClatchy Company
secured UHF Channel 24 and created KMJ-TV. It was launched on May 31, 1953, with the coronation of
Queen Elizabeth Il being one of the station’s first broadcasts. It was the first and only television station in
Fresno at the time and became home to the NBC, CBS and ABC networks. Local news aired at 6 pm and
featured weather and market reports dedicated to agriculture for the “nation’s richest farming region”
(Figure 16).

KMJ-TV, KMJ 580, and the Fresno Bee were a print and broadcasting trifecta. The FCC allowed
McClatchy to own all the media companies as part of a grandfather clause excluding them from monopoly
restrictions that other broadcasters faced. However, in the mid-1970s during its license renewal process, a
group of “west-side” farmers and business leaders formed the San Joaquin Community Corporation (SJCC)
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and challenged the license renewal, claiming the Fresno Bee was influencing the KMJ-TV news
programming with “liberal editorial news policy.” By 1979, C.K. McClatchy gave up the battle and decided
to cut a deal to sell KMJ-TV to the farmers and San Joaquin Communications. The deal was finalized in
1981, and the call letters for the station were changed to KSEV. McClatchy owned KMJ Radio from 1925
to 1987 after which it was sold to multiple radio broadcast groups over a period of 20 years.

Figure 14. The original radio antenna shown atop the historic San Joaquin Light & Power Company
building at 1401 Fulton St. in Downtown Fresno. Photo by ASM, March 2026.
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Figure 15. The KMJ-Radio Station and Fresno Bee building, ca. 1920s. Source: Valley PBS

Figure 16. The KMJ-TV advertisement in Television Magazine, May 1957. Source: Facebook/Daniel
Fuentz.
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3.4 SITE SPECIFIC HISTORY

Archival research provided evidence that the City of Fresno included the site of the Fresno Bee plant in its
urban renewal West Fresno Plan, Phase I, which was zoned for light commercial and industrial
development. The plan included demolishing housing that was deemed uninhabitable to clear the land for
Phase | construction. The 1965 aerial photograph shows multiple parcels containing single-family
residences within the APE (USDA 1965) while a later 1967 aerial photograph shows that the land had been
cleared for redevelopment (USDA 1967).

The Fresno Bee Plant began with Phase | construction in 1968. Phase | consisted of the central three-story
building that is positioned along a north-south axis and designed to accommodate the publication’s primary
functions including printing. A one-story newsprint storage room was located at the north end of the Phase
I building which adjoined the circulation department, mechanical rooms, machine shop, and storage within
the east portion of the main building. The original press bay was located centrally within the main building
from the first to the third floor. The press deck, newsroom, photo studio, editorial library, art department,
home economics, public relations, and conference rooms were located on the second floor. The third floor
contained mechanical and electrical rooms as well as a medical office complete with exam and treatment
rooms and a nurse’s room. The cooling towers were also located within the northeast area of the third floor
(Phase I plans, see original architectural plans on file with the City of Fresno). The 1972 aerial photograph
confirms that Phase | building construction was complete (Figure 17) (USGS 1972).
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Figure 17. The Fresno Bee Plant Phase | building as seen from a 1972 USGS aerial photograph.
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Building permit records show a permit for the Phase 11 addition issued June 14, 1973 (City of Fresno 1973a).
Phase Il plans included a one-story addition along the west facade of the three-story central building for the
composing and advertising departments which include offices, lunchroom, toilet rooms, and locker rooms
with showers. A mechanical platform was located on top of this portion of the building. A two-story
addition was constructed along the south facade of the central building to accommodate the lobby and
executive and administrative offices, conference rooms, newsroom, and art room, as well as a Kitchen,
dining room, toilet rooms, and showers (Phase Il plans, see original architectural plans on file with the City
of Fresno). The primary facade of the building was complete with the addition of the southern section
during Phase Il. Driveways, parking lots, landscaping, and the future location of the television station within
the east area of the property were also a part of the Phase Il design plans. Building permit records show a
350-ft. radio tower and a television transmission tower (City of Fresno 1973b). The 1977 aerial photograph
shows the Phase Il construction had been completed by that date, and the television station had also been
constructed in the northern portion of the property. Although it was not shown on the Phase Il plans, a Fuel
Facility building had also been constructed to the northeast to serve the company vehicles by 1977 (Figure
18) (USGS 1977).
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Figure 18. The Fresno Bee Plant Phase | & Il building as seen from a 1977 Fresno County aerial
photograph.
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In 1990, the Fresno Bee embarked on “Project Eclipse” an extensive addition designed by the local firm of
Schoenwald, Oba, Mogensen, Pohll & Miller Inc. which nearly doubled the size of the plant. Building
permits for new construction were issued in February and September of that year, and the addition was
constructed on the northwest side of the original building (City of Fresno 1990). The first floor housed the
new reel room, ink rooms, printing presses, mail room, loading dock, paper storage room, mechanical room,
and a cooling tower in addition to offices, toilet rooms, and a new break room. The second floor featured
press storage and press control rooms, additional offices, another breakroom, a plate-making room, work
rooms, toilet rooms, and quiet rooms. An elevator as well as stairs connected the first and second floors and
a passage corridor deposited from the west side of the original building into the new building. The press
bay was accessible at the second level with cat walks around the entire perimeter of the bay that continued
up to a final third level dedicated to the printing presses (Project Eclipse plans, see original architectural
plans on file with the City of Fresno). The 1998 aerial photograph confirms that the construction of Project
Eclipse had been completed by that date with the original Fresno Bee Plant Phase I and 11, television station,
and service garage all remaining extant (Figure 19) (USGS 1998).
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Figure 19. The Fresno Bee Plant Project Eclipse addition as seen from a 1998 USGS aerial photograph.
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4.0 SURVEY FINDINGS

4.1 Architectural Description

The Fresno Bee Plant building is located at 1626 E St. in Fresno, California. It is situated in an angled
position along a north-south axis with its primary facade facing southeast. The building consists of several
block forms with variable massing. The original portion of the building was designed and constructed in
two phases between 1968 and 1972. The Phase I building is the central form and stands as a long rectangular
mass positioned southeast to northwest and includes a smaller square mass positioned at the north end of
the building (see Figure 17). The Phase Il portion consists of a lower rectangular mass on the west facade,
a narrow L-shape mass that begins on the west facade at its southwest corner and continues around it to
form the southeast-facing primary fagade. Finally, a long and narrow rectangular mass is attached to the
east facade of the central building along its entire span, completing the Phase Il portion of the building. An
addition constructed on the north side of the original building also consists of multiple rectangular masses.
There are two masses positioned in a northeast-to-west direction that comprise the printing and shipment
facilities. The central building is long and narrow, and it houses the Fresno Bee’s printing presses which
were last used in 2016. The addition also has two square masses, with the west mass serving as the magazine
production facility and the east mass as a loading dock. The central printing press building and the two
smaller square masses “eclipse” the square mass of the Phase I building, hence the addition’s name “Project
Eclipse.”

The entire building is covered by flat roofs with low parapet walls. Several mechanical units are mounted
to the roof decks in addition to a penthouse within the southeast corner of the Phase | central building which
provides roof access and houses the mechanical room and elevator equipment access. All the parapet walls
are capped with metal coping. The coping is a faded indistinguishable color on the original building and a
terracotta color on the Project Eclipse addition. The building is surrounded by concrete pavement that is
marked with parking spaces in the south, east, and north areas of the property. Within the northwest area of
the property is a dilapidated building that once served as a Fuel Facility for delivery trucks (Figure 20). It
appears to have been constructed of corrugated metal and has a concrete slab on its south side with an
overhead wooden shade structure that appears to have been used as a patio. All other elements of the
building are now missing or so severely damaged that their materiality is unknown.

The spur tracks that once were but are no longer connected to the Southern Pacific Railroad remain extant
in some areas but have been removed or paved over on G Street (Figure 21). The tracks enter from the
northeast property boundary and continue to the loading dock on the east elevation. The spur track was used
to deliver supplies from the rail cars to the Fresno Bee Plant.
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Figure 20. The dilapidated fuel station and adjoining patio looking west.

Figure 21. A portion of the spur tracks in the foreground and the paved parking area within the
east area of the site.
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4.1.1 Phase | and Il, 1968-1973
South — Primary Fagade

The primary south facade is largely composed of precast concrete panels with a dark tan marblecrete?
coating (Figure 22). The west and east ends of the facade are clad entirely of precast concrete panels with
marblecrete coating, divided into five sections beginning with a narrow band at the top, a wider band,
followed by another narrow band, a wide band, and a final narrow band at the base. These sections are
flanked by “Stonehenge” columns which span from the ground level to the roof fascia. The columns are
defined by rusticated stone cladding in four segments, a simple slab base, and a block capital that is narrower
than the column itself with a minimal square-edge necking. There are a total of eight equally spaced
columns along the fagade. The top of the columns are located just beneath the roof fascia which is composed
of concrete approximately 24 inches wide with metal coping along the top. There is a set of steps from the
ground level to the first-floor level that spans the entire width of the main entrance. An ADA-compliant
ramp is located on each side of the steps with landscaping of dirt, large rocks, and shrubs between the side
of the steps and the ramp entrances. There are four metal handrails located on the steps, and each ramp is
bordered by metal guard railing.

The central portion of the south facade consists of five segments which are divided by the columns with the
first-floor level featuring a colonnade?. The plane of the first-floor level features glazing and glasweld?
panels and is recessed from the plane of the second level. The columns protrude approximately two feet
beyond the plane of the central second-level facade. The main building entrance is located within the fourth
segment from the west and has double storefront doors and bisected storefront panels. The remainder of the
segments are composed of aluminum-framed glazing panels divided into top and bottom sections. The top
sections are glass while the bottom sections are blue glasweld panels. There are a total of twenty-four of
these glazing panels. The second-floor level of the fagade is composed of two narrow sections of aluminum-
framed glazing panels next to each column. Each panel has a square section of glasweld at the top and
bottom and a long section of glass in each. The three sections in each glazing panel are in line with each
section of concrete panels that span between.

! Marblecrete is a durable yet decorative finish often used as an exterior stucco or concrete overlay composed of white
Portland cement, crushed marble aggregates, and pigments.

2 A colonnade is a row of columns spaced at regular intervals, which supports a roof, overhang, or arches and create
covered walkways and define spaces.

3 Glasweld is an exterior asbestos-reinforced cement panel with an inorganic enamel coating. It was used to clad the
exterior of buildings constructed during the 1960s and 1970s, adding color and durability.
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Figure 22. The south-facing primary facade featuring marblecrete panels, glazing system with blue
glasweld panels, and the soaring “Stonehenge” columns.
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4.0 Survey Findings

South — Secondary Facade

The secondary south fagcade is composed of three concrete columns and non-segmented precast concrete
panels with marblecrete finish (Figure 23). The first column is positioned at the west end of the facade with
the second column located approximately 10 feet east of it and the final third column located another 10
feet from the second column. A flat-awning roof spans between the two columns providing weather
protection for the storefront entrance door located near the second column. The entrance door has an
aluminum frame, a sidelight on the east side of the door, and a transom light above it. Concrete steps with
a landing and metal railing lead from the ground level to the first-floor level. The fagade is crowned with a
concrete roof facia in the same style as that along the primary south fagade. Dirt and three shrubs are visible
in the planters along the fagade.

Figure 23. The secondary south facade, looking north (left) and the view of the southwest
perspective of the Phase Il west fagade (right).
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West Facade

The west fagade of the building is composed of three sections; the southwest Phase 1l section (Figure 21),
and the west Phase | and Phase Il sections (Figure 24). The southwest Phase Il section continues around
from the primary south fagade. The western most “Stonehenge” column is visible at this corner, located
directly behind the concrete column at the south end of the facade. At the south and north ends of the facade
are the segmented panels coated with marblecrete divided in the same pattern as those described on the
south primary facade. Next to each of the segmented panels are concrete columns followed by narrow
sections of horizontal corrugated metal siding with the southernmost section also containing an exterior
door. The two central precast concrete panels are flanked by concrete columns and partially covered with
marblecrete starting from the bottom of the panel to just below the halfway point up. The roof facia of the
primary south facade continues around to this facade.

The west Phase | fagade along the central three-story portion of the building is composed of 13 bays clad
in cement panels with concrete pilasters dividing each bay. The west Phase |1 facade fronts E Street and is
composed of nine bays also divided by concrete pilasters that have a simple yet decorative relief rectangle
in each. The panels of each bay are coated with marblecrete. A portion of the coating has deteriorated from
the southernmost panel of this fagade near the foundation. The first and last bays and every other bay within
are punctuated with a central sconce light. The third bay from the north end of this fagade contains a door.
The entire fagade is crowned with the same roof fascia as the secondary south fagade. A solid equipment
screen composed of cement is visible on the roof of the Phase Il portion of the building.

Figure 24. A view from the west side of E Street of the Phase | west facade along the central three-
story building (background) and the Phase Il west fagade which features sconce lighting and concrete
pilasters with relief detail (foreground).
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East Facade

The east facade is composed of two sections; a smaller protruding portion of the building that encloses the
dining room located within the southeast corner of the interior on the first floor and the newsroom on the
second floor, which is set back from the dining room below (Figure 25). An areaway* to the basement level
is located just outside of the dining room. The dining room portion of the east facade has a raised concrete
foundation at the base. From the foundation to the ceiling level are continuous glazing panels with
aluminum frames with the same composition as those on the south fagade, although taller in height with the
glass sections being rectangular and the glasweld sections remaining square. The areaway protrudes
approximately 10 feet from the dining room glazing at the southern end of the fagade and is constructed
entirely of concrete. The dining room is crowned with a stucco roof fascia which is taller than that of the
south fagade. There are mechanical units visible on the dining room roof. The east facade on the second
floor above the dining room is composed of three equal-sized precast concrete sections which are separated
by concrete columns. The roof fascia from the south fagade continues onto this fagade.

The second section is the exterior wall of the original location of the circulation department, mechanical
rooms, machine shop, and storage on the first floor, the mail room directly above on the second floor, and
then finally the wall of the mechanical rooms on the third floor (Figure 26). The first and second levels of
the facade are set back approximately 20 feet from the dining room section of the facade and run the entire
length of the building beyond the dining room. The third level of the fagade is set back almost 40 feet from
the second level.

The first and second floor section is composed of a raised concrete foundation wall at the base and eleven
“bays” separated by concrete columns as indicated on the original building plans. The southern end of this
section of the facade has a concrete ramp from the ground level to a landing at the first-floor level which
has a set of steps with metal railing on the north side of it. An exterior entry door with a single light is
located at the landing within the first bay. A corrugated metal canopy painted a light tan color is mounted
above the ramp and landing. The paint has worn away in some areas of the canopy, and a sign that reads
“dock 17 is affixed to it. The following eight bays are clad in corrugated metal panels painted blue at the
first-floor level, and all eleven bays have precast concrete panels cladding the second-floor level.
Additionally, the two levels are separated by a continuous concrete band that spans the entire facade. The
third bay has a set of steps and a landing that leads to an exterior door with a single light. The fifth bay has
a set of two narrow, metal roll-up doors. Bays seven and nine have louvered vents just below the second-
floor level. Bays two through nine have fixed windows within the precast concrete panels at the second-
floor level. Bay ten and eleven are covered by a corrugated metal canopy in the same style as the one located
over bay one. A sign reading “dock 2” is affixed to the canopy. A large, metal roll-up door is located within
bay ten.

The third level of the facade is thirteen bays across and spans the entirety of the central main building. The
bays are separated by concrete columns just as the other facades and display the same concrete fascia at the
roof line. Bays one through six, twelve, and thirteen are composed of cast concrete panels. Bays seven
through eleven have louvered panels. There are two roof access doors on this part of the fagade, one in bay
two and one in bay thirteen.

4 An areaway is a sunken, enclosure with open space beneath it, positioned next to a building’s foundation to provide
light, air, and direct access to a basement level.

Draft HRTR Fresno Bee Plant 35



4.0 Survey Findings

Figure 25. The east facade of the dining room area with the areaway protruding on the south end.
The ramp and canopy of “dock 1” is located immediately north of the dining room.

Figure 26. The east facade in two parts; the first and second level in the foreground are part of the
Phase Il portion while the third level in the background is part of the Phase | portion of the building. The
penthouse is just barely visible atop the south end of the three-story central portion of the building.
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Penthouse

There is also a roof penthouse structure on the top of the building at the southeast corner of the central
building which provides access to the mechanical and elevator equipment rooms. The penthouse is set back
approximately 12 feet from the third level on the east side. The penthouse level has two louvered panels on
the south end of the east fagade, and a central access door, with the remainder of the fagade being clad in
concrete panel.

The north fagade of the penthouse is also clad in concrete panels and has an access door. The west fagade
is the same as the north but instead has a double-door access. The south facade of the penthouse is entirely
clad in concrete panels.

4.1.2 Project Eclipse, 1990
West — Primary Facade

The west, primary fagade fronts E Street and is landscaped with grass and several mature trees. It is
composed of three parts: a north and south wing and a central block (Figure 27). There are also three
materials: cast concrete panels, metal panels, and ribbon glazing. There are concrete foundation walls along
the base of the entire fagade. Beginning with the south wing, which stands 33 feet in height, there are
concrete panels at the southern end of the fagade that span up to the roof line vertically and continue
horizontally above a recessed plane. Metal coping clads the top of the roof line. At the north end of the
south wing where this portion of the facade meets the central block form, the concrete panels continue back
down vertically. The plane of the south wing that is recessed back from the face of the concrete panels is
composed of metal cladding and ribbon glazing. This part of the fagade is clad in just over thirty sections
of metal panels that are approximately 4 feet tall and situated above the foundation wall. Above these panels
is the first ribbon of glazing that spans the entire length of the panels. Above the ribbon of glazing is another
section of metal panels that are about three times the height of the lower section of panels. At the top of this
plane is the ribbon glazing which is located directly under the protruding concrete portion of the wing,
remaining shaded throughout the day. There is an exterior door located on the inner concrete protrusion at
the south end. Two low, angled, concrete walls continue in line with the concrete portion of the facade
creating a walkway from the door and an outlet to a concrete walkway that connects to the sidewalk along
E Street.

The central portion of the facade is a large block mass which is the tallest portion of the entire plant and
stands approximately 53 feet in height. The bottom two sections of metal panels and glazing ribbons are in
line with those on the south wing facade although only twenty-seven panels across. The metal panels
continue above the top glazing ribbon in three rows on the central block on all its facades. The same metal
coping clads the roof line. A shadow of the original “The Fresno Bee” building letters remains on the upper
southwest corner of this facade although the letters themselves have been removed.

The fagade of the north wing is almost identical to the south wing. This wing is only 23 feet in height and
has a lower roof line and does not have any glazing. Instead, it displays a row of metal panels in line with
the lower ribbon of glazing on the south wing and central building. Its upper metal panels are also shorter
than those on the south wing. This facade is slightly longer than that of the south wing because the roofline
projects over a loading dock that spans the north facade (Figure 28).
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Figure 27. The west facade of the Project Eclipse addition with the central block, north wing, and
south wing with metal-panel cladding system and ribbon glazing.

Figure 28. The north wing of the Project Eclipse west facade showing the projecting roofline.
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North Facade

The north fagade is the location of the plant’s primary loading dock. A raised concrete deck spans almost
the entire length of the fagade (Figure 29). The exterior wall of this facade is entirely clad in concrete panels
and features a reveal band detail across its length that is even with the bottom edge of the canopy above.
Along the deck is a series of openings with a variety of roll-up doors and access doors to accommodate the
building logistics. The integrated canopy over the deck is clad in concrete panels and is supported by
fourteen metal posts. A sign reading “dock 3” is affixed on the east end of the canopy. There are five equally
spaced wall-pack lights along the canopy face.

The easternmost portion of the north fagcade has a similar appearance to the south wing of the west facade
(Figure 30). It has a concrete foundation wall at the base that is the same height as the loading dock deck.
It also has protruding concrete sides and upper section with a reveal bisecting the lower panels from the
upper panels that is in line with the one featured in the loading dock section of the facade. There is a lower
level of metal panels with a total of sixteen across. Above the lower panels is a band of ribbon glazing with
metal panels above. A single wall-pack light is affixed to the center of the upper concrete-panel span.
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Figure 29. The view of the loading dock along the Project Eclipse north facade showing the support
posts, protruding roof line, and reveal detail running horizontally in line with the bottom of the roof line.

Figure 30. The easternmost portion of the north facade with a similar appearance to the north
wing of the west facade, including metal panels and ribbon glazing.
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East Facade

The northernmost section of the east facade has a similar composition to the east section of the north facade.
It is flanked with protruding concrete panels on each end with a band of reveal detail and concrete panels
spanning overhead (Figure 31). There is a door on the north end with concrete steps leading up to a landing
positioned under the door. The stairs and landing have metal pipe railing. There are five roll-up doors along
the recessed central portion of the fagcade which are surrounded by concrete panels. Pairs of bollards are
positioned on the sides of each roll-up door. The next section of this fagcade is set back approximately 12
feet and features a three-part aluminum-frame fixed window grouping. There is a wide entry door on the
south end of this portion of the fagade as well as a set of concrete steps that lead up to a concrete deck
positioned below the door. There are additional wall-pack lights in this area.

The central section of this fagade is the rear of the large block mass and is clad entirely in metal panels like
those on the west fagcade (Figure 32). There is a door with a single light located on the center of the fagade,
and the concrete deck terminates on the south side of the door. The deck and steps have metal pipe railing.
There is a large roll-up door on the south end of the facade with a metal “L” shape ramp and steel guard
railing. This portion of the building is also clad in metal panels on the north and south facades.

South of the central block form is another loading dock that is covered by a concrete-clad canopy with six
rectangular opening in it for daylighting (Figure 32). The canopy is supported by a concrete clad wall on
the north end and a storage building on the south end. There are roll-up doors on each of the support walls
that provide delivery access into each of the adjoining buildings. Two sets of tracks span from the east into
the dock area. These are remnants of the spur tracks which were installed to carry supplies from the railroad
to the plant.

The south end of the east facade is composed of a concrete block mass which houses a cooling tower that
protrudes beyond the east wall of the mechanical room and storage building. These walls are absent of any
features aside from wall-pack lighting. The same metal coping featured along the west facade roofline is
also featured along the roofline of the east facade.
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Figure 31. The northernmost end of the Project Eclipse east fagade with a similar appearance to
the easternmost end of the north facade. The concrete deck is shown on the left, and the reveal detail
continues on this facade.

Figure 32. The east facade with the rear view of the large block mass (right) and the covered
loading dock with the spur tracks in the foreground (left).
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South Facade

The south facade of the building is clad in concrete (Figure 33). The cooling tower building wall is lower
than the portion of the mechanical and storage portion of the building. There is a double access door on the
west end of the cooling tower building. The mechanical room and storage building has large louver panels
on the easternmost end of it, followed by a roll-up door with a raised deck. The remainder of the facade is
covered in five cast concrete panels and five equally spaced wall-pack lights. A concrete ramp leads from
the ground level to the west end of this facade and features a metal-pipe guardrail. The ramp terminates at
a concrete deck that is positioned under a concrete canopy supported by the original building’s east facade
and two concrete columns. The same metal coping runs along the roof line of the south facade.

Figure 33. The south facade of Project Eclipse which wraps around the east facade of the Phase |
and Phase Il portion of the building, essentially “eclipsing” the original with the contemporary addition.
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4.1.3 Interior Plan

The main building entrance is accessible from the southeast primary facade which is a part of the original
Phase Il addition to the original building. The lobby is the first space upon entering the building and is a
long rectangular room situated in an east-west orientation (Figure 34). On the east end of the lobby is the
dining room (Figure 35) and kitchen (Figure 36), while the west and north directions lead to administrative
offices. Continuing north into the building on the first floor is a large, open office space populated with
work desks and cubicles (Figure 37). The second and third floors contain administrative offices while the
third floor of the Phase Il building contains executive offices. The executive reception areas and offices
located on the second floor appear to have been remodeled during the same era when the 1990 addition was
constructed (Figure 38). There is a large boardroom with wood-frame doors with large glass panels that
display the original Fresno Bee “FB” monogram that is also featured on the metal grills of the 1922 Fresno
Bee building (Figure 39 and 40). The flooring in the administrative and executive spaces varies from hard
tiles, to composite and carpet tiles. The ceilings are primarily dropped T grid with white acoustic ceiling
tiles. The building is not electrified due to damage to its operating system, and therefore it was not possible
to view all areas of the building in adequate lighting conditions. Only flashlights were available to view the
interior with some minimal daylighting along the perimeter.

A corridor leads from the north end of the original central building to the 1990 addition. The press bay that
houses the printing presses is central to this portion of the building (Figure 41). The press bay consists of a
concrete floor and expansive walls all the way up to the ceiling situated just below the building’s roof line.
The presses extend three levels up and are surrounded by a steel catwalk that provides access to all sides of
the printing presses. From the press bay, there is access to an employee locker room which is lined with red
metal lockers on all sides within a long rectangular space. The locker room leads to the mail room, which
is a completely open industrial space with concrete floor. South of the mail room is the newsprint room that
is populated with numerous machines for sorting and folding in addition to ink tanks (Figure 42 and 43).
The floors are also concrete, and the roof structure and mechanical ducting are exposed.

The newsprint room leads back to the smaller, square, Phase | building which originally housed the
newsprint department before it was moved to the 1990 addition. There are production offices located
upstairs which include plate making (Figure 44), a carpentry shop (Figure 45), and supply storage as well
as a switchboard room (Figure 46) and electrical server room with a raised floor (Figure 47). Some rooms
have floors covered in carpet and others concrete or asbestos tiles which cover many of the corridor floors.
The health unit was located adjacent to the executive offices and included a physician’s office (Figure 48).
The interior has a mixture of materials and elements that appear to be original to the Phase | and Phase 1l
era, while other areas such as the executive offices and some of the administrative offices appear to have
been updated in the 1990s.
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Figure 34. The entrance lobby accessible from the south primary facade with 1990s-era interior
design.

Figure 35. The dining room with carpet and drop ceilings with acoustical panels, looking north.
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Figure 36. View of the kitchen within the south Phase Il portion of the building, looking north.
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Figure 37. The open office with desks and cubicles.

Figure 38. The third-floor executive office reception desk, looking northwest.
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Figure 39. The doors leading to the executive board room that display the original Fresno Bee
monogram.
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Figure 40. The Fresno Bee monogram featured on the window grills of the original 1922 building.
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Figure 41. A view of the printing press still reeled with a 2016 edition of the newspaper.
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Figure 42. A view of the newsprint room looking south with a folding machine indicated with the
letter “C.” Notice the space is dark with only minimal daylighting available.
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Figure 43. A newsprint ink tank looking northeast inside of the newsprint room.
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Figure 44. The interior of the platemaking office looking east.
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Figure 45. The carpentry shop looking east.

54 ASM Affiliates



4.0 Survey Findings

Figure 46. The switchboard room looking northeast.
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Figure 47. The electrical server room with raised floor looking west.
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Figure 48. View to the entrance of the physician’s office looking northwest.
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5.0 ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA

5.1 CALIFORNIA REGISTER OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects are assigned historical significance based on their
exceptional value or quality illustrating or interpreting the heritage of Fresno or the United States in history,
architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture. A number of criteria are used in demonstrating resource
importance. Specifically, criteria outlined in the CRHR and City of Fresno Historic Preservation Ordinance
are similar and provide the guidance for making such a determination.

The CRHR program encourages public recognition and protection of resources of architectural, historical,
archaeological, and cultural significance; identifies historical resources for state and local planning
purposes; determines eligibility for state historic preservation grant funding; and affords certain protections
under CEQA. The criteria established for eligibility for the CRHR are directly comparable to the national
criteria established for the NRHP.

To be eligible for listing in the CRHR, a building, object, or structure must satisfy at least one of the
following four criteria:

1) Itis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local
or regional history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States.

2) Itis associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history.

3) It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values.

4) It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history of the
local area, California, or the nation.

Historical resources eligible for listing in the CRHR also must retain enough of their historic character or
appearance to be recognizable as historical resources and to convey the reasons for their significance. For
the purposes of eligibility for the CRHR, integrity is defined as “the authenticity of an historical resource’s
physical identity evidenced by the survival of characteristics that existed during the resource’s period of
significance” (California Office of Historic Preservation 2001). This general definition is generally
strengthened by the more specific definition offered by the NRHP—the criteria and guidelines on which
the CRHR and City of Fresno Historic Preservation Ordinance are based.

Integrity

To be eligible for listing in the NRHP, a property must retain sufficient integrity to convey its significance.
NRHP Bulletin 15 establishes how to evaluate the integrity of a property: “Integrity is the ability of a
property to convey its significance.” The evaluation of integrity must be grounded in an understanding of
a property’s physical features and how they relate to the concept of integrity. Determining which of these
aspects are most important to a property requires knowing why, where, and when a property is significant.
To retain historic integrity, a property must possess several, and usually most, aspects of integrity:

1. Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the historic
event occurred.

2. Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and style of
a property.

3. Setting is the physical environment of a historic property, and refers to the character of the site
and the relationship to surrounding features and open space. Setting often refers to the basic
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physical conditions under which a property was built and the functions it was intended to serve.
These features can be either natural or manmade, including vegetation, paths, fences, and
relationship between other features or open space.

Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period
or time, and in particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property.

Workmanship is the physical evidence of crafts of a particular culture or people during any
given period of history or prehistory, and can be applied to the property as a whole, or to
individual components.

Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of
time. It results from the presence of physical features that, when taken together, convey the
property’s historic character.

Association is the direct link between the important historic event or person and a historic

property.
CITY OF FRESNO CRITERIA FOR HISTORIC DESIGNATION

City of Fresno Ord. 99-50, 88 1, 2, 9-9-99 (Historic Preservation Ordinance) establishes designation criteria
in Section 12-1607, the purpose of the ordinance in Section 12-1602, and defines the process for local
designation in Section 12-1608, Section 12-1609, and Section 12-1610. The purpose of the ordinance is to
safeguard the heritage of the City of Fresno by preserving and regulating its historic buildings, structures,
objects, sites and districts which reflect the city’s historic, cultural, social, economic, political and
architectural history to preserve these resources, for economic development, and for the general welfare of

the public.

(@) Any building, structure, object or site may be designated as an Historic Resource if it is found by
the Commission and Council to meet the following criteria:

(b)

1.

It has been in existence more than 50 years and it possesses integrity of location, design, setting,
materials, workmanship, feeling and association, and:

It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
our history; or

It is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

iii. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction, or

represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values; or
It has yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

It has been in existence less than 50 years, it meets the criteria of subdivision (1) of subsection
(a) of this section and is of exceptional importance within the appropriate historical context,
local, state or national.

Any finite group of resources (buildings, structures, objects or sites) may be designated as a Local
Historic District if it meets definition set forth in Section 12-1602 of the ordinance, its designation
is consented to by the majority of the property owners within the Local Historic District, and at
least 50 percent of the resources within the proposed Local Historic District are 50 years of age or
older; and it is found by the Commission and Council to meet one or more of the following criteria:

1. It exemplifies or reflects special elements of the city’s cultural, social, economic, political,
aesthetic, engineering, or architectural heritage, or
2. It is identified with a person or group that contributed significantly to the culture and

development of the city, or
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3. Itembodies distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period or method of construction, or is a
valuable example of the use of indigenous materials or craftsmanship, or

4. Structures within the area exemplify a particular architectural style or way of life important to
the city, or

5. Theareais related to a designated historic resource or district in such a way that its preservation
is essential to the integrity of the designated resource or Local Historic District, or

6. The area has potential for yielding information of archaeological interest.

The historic preservation ordinance also states that any building, structure, object, or site may be designated
as a Heritage Property if it is found by the Commission to be worthy of preservation because of its historical,
architectural or aesthetic merit. Also, any building, structure, object, or site may be designated as a
Contributor to a Local Historic District or a proposed National Register Historic District if it contributes to
the significance of the specific Historic District under the criteria set forth above in this section.

5.3 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

CEQA Section 15064.5 Determining the Significance of Impacts to Archeological and Historical Resources
requires that all private and public activities not specifically exempted be evaluated against the potential
for environmental damage, including effects to historical resources. Historical resources are recognized as
part of the environment under CEQA. It defines historical resources as “any object, building, structure, site,
area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant
in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military,
or cultural annals of California.”

Lead agencies have a responsibility to evaluate historical resources against the CRHR criteria prior to
making a finding as to a proposed Project’s impacts to historical resources. Mitigation of adverse impacts
is required if the proposed Project will cause substantial adverse change to a historical resource. Substantial
adverse change includes demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration such that the significance of an
historical resource would be impaired. While demolition and destruction are fairly obvious significant
impacts, it is more difficult to assess when change, alteration, or relocation crosses the threshold of
substantial adverse change. The CEQA Guidelines provide that a Project that demolishes or alters those
physical characteristics of an historical resource that convey its historical significance (i.e., its character-
defining features) can be considered to materially impair the resource’s significance. The CRHR is used in
the consideration of historical resources relative to significance for purposes of CEQA. The CRHR includes
resources listed in, or formally determined eligible for listing in, the NRHP, as well as some California
State Landmarks and Points of Historical Interest. Properties of local significance that have been designated
under a local preservation ordinance (local landmarks or landmark districts), or that have been identified in
a local historical resources inventory, may be eligible for listing in the CRHR and are presumed to be
significant resources for purposes of CEQA unless a preponderance of evidence indicates otherwise.

Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be a “historical resource” if it:

1. s listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission, for
listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (PRC Section 5024.1, Title 14 CCR,
Section 4850 et seq.).

2. lIs included in a local register of historical resources, or is identified as significant in an
historical resource survey meeting the requirements Section 5024.1(qg) of the PRC.

3. Is a building or structure determined to be historically significant or significant in the
architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political,
military, or cultural annals of California.

Draft HRTR Fresno Bee Plant 61



6.0 Evaluation of Eligibility

6.0 EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILITY

ASM considered whether the Fresno Bee Plant is eligible under any CRHR or Fresno Local Register criteria
within the areas of significance of Communications and Community Planning and Development, and a sub-
theme of Urban Renewal in Fresno.

Under the theme of Communication, the Fresno Bee has a long history as an influential form of print media
in the City of Fresno dating back to its establishment in 1922 by founder C.K. McClatchy. The newspaper’s
owner—the McClatchy Company—expanded its media reach with the establishment of KMJ-Radio station
in the same year as the paper was founded, and at a time when there were no other radio stations in the
Central Valley making the organization the communication pioneer of the region. McClatchy later
established the first television broadcast station in the Central Valley region with KMJ-Television in 1953.
When the McClatchy Company moved operations to the Fresno Bee Plant in 1968 it was the only media
company in the region to have print, radio, and television mediums, creating a trifecta of media outlets. The
Fresno Bee Plant incorporated the design and construction of a dedicated television and radio station
building in addition to the print operations and administrative offices. The McClatchy Company’s media
influence remained unparalleled in the region until 1981 when it sold KMJ-Television to the San Joaquin
Community Corporation (SJCC).

The Fresno Bee Plant was developed as a project that was a direct result of the City of Fresno’s urban
renewal efforts which began in the 1950s and continued until 1970 when the federal government
discontinued funding the national redevelopment program. Although the West Fresno Phase |
redevelopment project was not the first urban renewal effort within the city, it was vital for its economic
revitalization and development as it created numerous jobs and much needed property tax revenue. The city
had previously implemented the Civic Center and Fulton Mall projects that did not produce the economic
results it aspired to, leaving assessor tax revenue in a deficit until 1970 when the property tax payment from
the Fresno Bee Plant was the primary source of revenue gains within a two-year span. The Fresno Bee Plant
was one of only two successful urban renewal projects in the City of Fresno with the Fashion Fair Mall
being the second. Given the Fresno Bee Plant building’s association as a pioneer of communications in the
region, being the first and only media organization to own a print, radio, and television mediums for many
years, it meets CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1li under the theme of
Communications with a period of significance of 1969-1981, beginning with the year the Fresno Bee Plant
Phase | was completed and the newspaper began operations there until the year the McClatchy Company
sold KMJ-Television to SICC, when the influence of its media empire began to wane. Additionally, the
Fresno Bee Plant meets CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1i for its association with
the theme of Urban Renewal as defined by the City of Fresno Mid-Century Modernism Historic Context.
The building represents the most successful example of the City’s development efforts during that era with
a period of significance for this theme of 1969-1973, beginning with the year the construction of the Fresno
Bee Plant Phase | was completed with urban renewal funding and support and ending in the year
construction of Phase Il was complete which is the same year that the City ceased development efforts for
Urban Renewal. Although the end of the period of significance under the Communications theme partially
extends into a period of less than 50 years ago, the majority of the period of significance under CRHR
Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1i is more than 50 years old, and, per the CA SHPO’s
guidance on CRHR evaluations, ASM’s professional opinion is that sufficient time has passed to be able to
evaluate this budling within its historic contexts.

As the Fresno Bee Plant building meets the requirements for CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register
Criteria A-1i, an assessment of integrity is required.
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Location
The Fresno Bee Plant remains in the location where it was originally constructed from 1968 to
1972. It has not been moved or relocated and therefore it retains integrity of location.

Design

The building’s original design remains largely intact as evident by comparison to the architect’s as-
built drawings. Although there have been some alterations which include the installation of the
shade canopies on the east fagade in 1979, an interior remodel in 1980, mechanical alterations in
1987, and the large-scale Project Eclipse addition and another interior remodel in 1990, the original
design is still clearly evident. Nearly all of the character-defining features from the Phase | and
Phase Il building design remain, such as the heavy projecting roof slab, “Stonehenge” columns,
louvered panels, aluminum frame glazing system, and even the parking lot light fixtures. The 1990
Project Eclipse addition does not detract from the original design of the Fresno Bee Plant and is
complementary in its scale and mass. It is recognizable as a distinctly contemporary structure and
its design could be said to meet the Secretary of the Interior’s (SOI) Standards for the Treatment
of Historic Properties, specifically the Rehabilitation approach. Additionally, the interior floor plan
remains fairly the same as the original design based on a comparison of the original building plans.
Therefore, the Fresno Bee Plant retains integrity of design.

Setting

The Fresno Bee Plant remains within a light commercial zone which was the original use of the
property and surrounding area when the city demolished and rezoned the area for redevelopment
in the 1960s. The building was the first commercial project in the area, and aerial photographs show
that the streets, sidewalks, and commercial buildings that remain extant today developed around
the Fresno Bee Plant during and shortly after its construction. Additionally, the adjacent and
associated television station, now owned by a different entity, remains in its original location as
does the Fuel Facility. As such the building has integrity of setting.

Materials

The original materials are largely still extant including cement-panel cladding, marblecrete surface,
and blue glasweld panels, even those that have not been manufactured for many years such as the
glasweld panels. The marblecrete finish, in addition to the glasweld, is characteristic of the 1960s
time period and they remain visible today in very good condition. Therefore, the building retains
integrity of materials.

Workmanship

The excellent workmanship and high quality craftsmanship used to construct the building is evident
by condition of the building’s design, features and materials. The materials used have proven to be
resilient and installed in a manner that would ensure the building’s longevity. The Fresno Bee Plant
building therefore retains integrity of workmanship.

Feeling

With such minor alterations, the Fresno Bee Plant continues to convey its original design intent and
components. The site plan, including the south and east parking lots, landscaping and light posts
also remain. Any person that may have worked at the building when it was originally constructed
would easily recognize it today. It continued to be used as the Fresno Bee’s offices and printing
facility until very recently in 2016 until it was sold to the current owner; the office furniture,
printing presses, and ephemera remain today. As such the building retains integrity of feeling.
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Association

The Fresno Bee Plant continues to convey its historical association with its original function as the
home of the local newspaper and radio and television stations, as well as an example of Urban
Renewal development in Fresno. Therefore, the building retains integrity of association

Therefore, as the Fresno Bee Plant is a significant representation of the theme of Urban Renewal as defined
by the City of Fresno Mid-Century Modernism Historic Context and the theme of Communication as the
headquarters of the McClatchy Company, a major local media company, with a period of significance of
1968-1981, and the building retains overall integrity to that period of significance, the Fresno Bee Plant
is recommended eligible under CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1li. The
Fresno Bee Plant therefore also meets the definition of a CEQA historical resource.

Under CRHR Criterion 2 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1ii, the most significant individuals
associated with the building are C.K. McClatchy, founder of the Fresno Bee, and Carlos McClatchy, his
son who founded KMJ Radio and KMJ Television. Research did not reveal any other notable individuals
that made a profound impact to the history of the nation, the state of California, or the city of Fresno that
the Fresno Bee Plant would be associated with. While the McClatchy father and son are unarguably
important individuals in the region and locally in the city, the original Fresno Bee building constructed in
1922 is directly associated with the founding individuals. It is where the Fresno Bee began and operated
for many years until the construction of the Fresno Bee Plant in 1968 by which time the senior McClatchy
was retired and the KMJ radio and television stations had long been established. As such the Fresno Bee
Plant is recommended not eligible under CRHR Criterion 2, nor is it eligible for local designation under
Fresno Local Criteria A-1ii.

ASM considered whether the Fresno Bee Plant is eligible under CRHR Criterion 3 or Fresno Local Criterion
A-1iii. Original building plans show that the architectural firm of Schoenwald, Thomas, Harris, Bode &
Blayney was responsible for the design of the 1968-1972 Fresno Bee Plant Phase I and Il projects. The
partners of the firm were Paul Schoenwald, AlA, Will Thomas, AIA, Paul Harris, AlA, Harry Bode, AlA,
and James Blayney, MSPE. Additionally, they were all partners at the legacy firm of Wagner & Associates
which was founded by master architect Walter Wagner. The project team was behind the design for the
Fresno County Courthouse constructed in 1966, designed in the New Formalism style. In the same year
that the courthouse construction was completed, the team split from Wagner to form their own practice
while Wagner partnered with Martin Temple in a new partnership. Paul Harris is noted as the architect of
record for the Fresno County Courthouse as well as the Fresno Bee Plant. However, he is not included in
the list of master architects in the City of Fresno Mid-Century Modernism Historic Context.

The original Fresno Bee Plant (Phase | and I1) building was designed in the New Formalism style which
was popular for civic and commercial architecture from 1950-1970. The building displays the following
character-defining features of the style as defined in the City of Fresno Mid-Century Modernism Historic
Context; heavy projecting roof slab, colonnade of stylized full-height columnar supports evident in the
“Stonehenge” columns, and large panels of cast concrete which clad the exterior of the building. Although
the building has some stylistic elements, there are other examples in Fresno that display a more masterful
New Formalism design such as the Fresno County Courthouse (Wagner & Associates 1966) (Figure 49)
and the Midland Savings & Loan building (Eugene Houghman, AIA 1965) (Figure 50). Additionally, the
Fresno County Courthouse is a much better example of the style and, therefore, a more masterful work by
Harris and his associates, Thomas, Bode, Blayney, and Schoenwald. As such, the Fresno Bee Plant is not
considered to be the work of a master architect or architectural firm nor does it display highly masterful
characteristics of the New Formalism architectural style. Therefore, the Fresno Bee Plant is recommended
not eligible under CRHR Criterion 3, nor is it eligible under Fresno Local Criteria A-1iii.
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Figure 49. The Fresno County Courthouse (1966) designed by Wagner & Associates with Paul Harris
listed as the architect of record. Source: Wagner & Associates
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Figure 50. A ceramic mural by artist Stan Bitters featured on the Midland Saving & Loan building
designed by architect Eugene Houghman (1965). Source: Esoteric Survey 2026.
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The Fresno Bee Plant building is recommended not eligible under CRHR Criterion 4 and under Fresno
Local Register Criterion A-liv. It is a common property type that does not have the potential to provide
information about history or prehistory that is not available through historic research.

ASM considered whether the Fresno Bee Plant could be eligible as a contributor to a larger historic district
of the surrounding neighborhood. ASM did not identify any extant historic district of which this property
would be a part, nor was an intact historic district identified during its site visit to the property and
windshield survey of the neighborhood. As such, ASM recommends the Fresno Bee Plant building not
eligible for the CRHR or Fresno Local Register as a contributor to a historic district.
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7.0 CONCLUSION

After performing an intensive pedestrian-level site visit of the Fresno Bee Plant, a brief windshield survey
of comparable City of Fresno buildings of the same period, and conducting a review of the background of
the Fresno Bee and the development of the City of Fresno, ASM recommends that the Fresno Bee Plant
building is eligible for listing in the CRHR and Fresno Local Register under Criteria 1/1-Ai. As such, the
Fresno Bee Plant qualifies as a historical resource under the terms of CEQA.
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PRIMARY RECORD Trinomial

NRHP Status Code

Other Listings

Review Code Reviewer Date

Page 1 of 32 *Resource Name or #:  Fresno Bee Plant

P1. Other Identifier: 1626 E Street

*P2. Location: X Not for Publication [] Unrestricted
*a. County: Fresno and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5 Quad: South Fresno Date: ¢.1969-1973, 1990 T 14S R 20E SW of NW of Sec
4 Mt. Diablo M.D. B.M.
c. Address: 1626 E St City Fresno, CA Zip code: 93706
d. UTM: (give more than one for large and/or linear resources) Zone 11S 249727 mE; 4069047 mN
e. Other Locational Data: (e.g. parcel#, directions to resource, elevation, etc.) APN 465-084-30T

*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries)

The Fresno Bee Plant building is located at 1626 E St. in Fresno, California. It is situated in an angled position along a north-south axis
with its primary facade facing southeast. The building consists of several block forms with variable massing. The original portion of the
building was designed and constructed in two phases, beginning in 1968 and completed in 1973. The Phase | building is the central form
and stands as a long rectangular mass positioned southeast to northwest and includes a smaller square mass positioned at the north end
of the building. The Phase Il portion consists of a lower rectangular mass on the west fagade, a narrow L-shape mass that begins on the
west facade at its southwest corner and continues around it to form the southeast facing primary fagcade.

(Continued on pg. 2.)

*P3b. Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes)

*P4. Resources Present: [X] Building [] Structure [] Object [] Site [] District [] Element of District [ ] Other (Isolates, etc.)
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South Primary Facade

March 27, 2026
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X Historic  [] Prehistoric  [] Both
€.1969, 1973, 1990

City of Fresno Building Records
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City of Fresno
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Fresno, CA 93721

*P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, and address)
Jacqueline Padilla-Perez
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20 N Raymond Ave., Suite 220

Pasadena, CA 91103

*P9. Date Recorded: March 27, 2026

*P10. Survey Type: (Describe) Pedestrian intensive

*P11.Report Citation: ASM Affiliates. HRTR Department of Public Utilities Operations & Maintenance Building Demolition. Prepared
for City of Fresno. 2026

*Attachments: [ ] NONE [X] Location Map [] Sketch Map X Continuation Sheet  [X Building, Structure, and Object
Record [] Archaeological Record [] District Record  [] Linear Feature Record  [] Milling Station Record  [] Rock Art Record
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*P3a. Description: (continued from p. 1)

Finally, a long and narrow rectangular mass is attached to the east fagade of the central building along its entire span, completing the
Phase Il portion of the building. An addition constructed on the north side of the original building also consists of multiple rectangular
masses. There are two masses positioned northeast to west that comprise the printing and shipment facilities. The central building is
long and narrow, and it houses the Fresno Bee’s printing presses which were last used in 2016. The addition also has two square
masses, with the west mass serving as the magazine production facility and the east mass as a loading dock. The central printing
press building and the two smaller square masses “eclipse” the square mass of the Phase | building, hence the addition’s name
“Project Eclipse.”

The entire building is covered by flat roofs with low parapet walls. Several mechanical units are mounted to the roof decks in addition
to a penthouse within the southeast corner of the Phase | central building which provides roof access and houses the mechanical
room and elevator equipment access. All the parapet walls are capped with metal coping. The coping is a faded indistinguishable
color on the original building and a terracotta color on the Project Eclipse addition. The building is surrounded by concrete pavement
that is marked with parking spaces in the south, east, and north areas of the property. Within the northwest area of the property is a
dilapidated building that once served as a Fuel Facility for delivery trucks. It appears to have been constructed of corrugated metal
and has a concrete slab on its south side with an overhead wooden shade structure that appears to have been used as a patio. All
other elements of the building are now missing or so severely damaged that their materiality is unknown.

The spur tracks that once were but are no longer connected to the Southern Pacific Railroad remain extant in some areas but have
been removed or paved over on G Street. The tracks enter from the northeast property boundary and continue to the loading dock on
the east elevation. The spur track was used to deliver supplies from the rail cars to the Fresno Bee Plant.

PHASE | & II, 1968-1973

South — Primary Fagade

The primary south fagade is largely comprised of precast concrete panels with a dark tan marblecrete® coating. The west and east ends
of the facade are clad entirely of precast concrete panels with marblecrete coating, divided into five sections beginning with a narrow
band at the top, a wider band, followed by another narrow band, a wide band, and a final narrow band at the base. These sections are
flanked by “Stonehenge” columns which span from the ground level to the roof fascia. The columns are defined by rusticated stone
cladding in four segments, a simple slab base, and a block capital that is narrower than the column itself with a minimal square edge
necking. There is a total of eight equally spaced columns along the facade. The tops of the columns are located just beneath the roof
fascia which is composed of concrete approximately 24 in. wide with metal coping along the top. There is a set of steps from the ground
level to the first-floor level that spans along the entire width of the main entrance. An ADA ramp is located on each side of the steps with
landscaping of dirt, large rocks, and shrubs between the side of the steps and the ramp entrances. There are four metal handrails located
on the steps and each ramp is bordered by metal guard railing.

The central portion of the south facade consists of five segments which are divided by the columns with the first-floor level featuring a
colonnade?. The plane of the first-floor level features glazing and glasweld® panels and is recessed from the plane of the second level.
The columns protrude approximately two feet beyond the plane of the central second level facade. The main building entrance is located
within the fourth segment from the west and has double storefront doors and bisected storefront panels. The remainder of the segments
are composed of aluminum-framed glazing panels divided into top and bottom sections. The top sections are glass while the bottom
sections are blue glasweld panels. There are a total of twenty-four of these glazing panels. The second-floor level of the facade is
composed of two narrow sections of aluminum-framed glazing panels next to each column. Each panel has a square section of glasweld
at the top and bottom and a long section of glass in each. The three sections in each glazing panel are in line with each section of concrete
panels that span between.

! Marblecrete is a durable yet decorative finish often used as an exterior stucco or concrete overly composed of white Portland cement, crushed marble
aggregates, and pigments.

2 A colonnade is a row of columns spaced at regular intervals, which supports a roof, overhang, or arches and create covered walkways and define spaces.
3 Glasweld is an exterior asbestos-reinforced cement panel with an inorganic enamel coating. It was used to clad the exterior of buildings constructed
during the 1960s and 1970s, adding color and durability.
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Description: (continued from p. 2)
South — Secondary Facade

The secondary south fagade is composed of three concrete columns and non-segmented precast concrete panels with marblecrete finish.
The first column is positioned at the west end of the fagade with the second column located approximately 10 ft. east of it and the final
third column located another 10 ft. from the second column. A flat, awning roof spans between the two columns providing weather
protection for the storefront entrance door located near the second column. The entrance door has an aluminum frame, a sidelight on the
east side of the door, and a transom light above it. Concrete steps with a landing and metal railing lead from the ground level to the first-
floor level. The facade is crowned with a concrete roof facia in the same style as that along the primary south facade. Dirt and three
shrubs are visible in the planters along the fagade.

West Facade

The west fagade of the building is composed of three sections: the southwest Phase Il section, and the west Phase | and Phase I
sections. The southwest Phase Il section continues around from the primary south facade. The western most “Stonehenge” column is
visible at this corner, located directly behind the concrete column at the south end of the facade. At the south and north ends of the fagade
are the segmented panels coated with marblecrete divided in the same pattern as those described on the south primary fagade. Next to
each of the segmented panels are concrete columns followed by narrow sections of horizontal corrugated metal siding with the
southernmost section also containing an exterior door. The two central precast concrete panels are flanked by concrete columns and
partially covered with marblecrete starting from the bottom of the panel to just below the halfway point up. The roof facia of the primary
south facade continues around to this facade.

The west Phase | fagade along the central three-story portion of the building is composed of 13 bays clad in cement panels with concrete
pilasters dividing each bay. The west Phase |l facade fronts E Street and is composed of nine bays also divided by concrete pilasters
that have a simple yet decorative relief rectangle in each. The panels of each bay are coated with marblecrete. A portion of the coating
has deteriorated from the southernmost panel of this facade near the foundation. The first and last bays and every other bay within are
punctuated with a central sconce light. The third bay from the north end of this facade contains a door. The entire fagade is crowned with
the same roof fascia as the secondary south fagade. A solid equipment screen composed of cement is visible on the roof of the Phase Il
portion of the building.

East Facade

The east fagade is composed of two sections: a smaller protruding portion of the building that encloses the dining room located within the
southeast corner of the interior on the first floor and the newsroom on the second floor which is set back from the dining room below. An
areaway* to the basement level is located just outside of the dining room. The dining room portion of the east fagade has a raised concrete
foundation at the base. From the foundation to the ceiling level are continuous glazing panels with aluminum frames with the same
composition as those on the south fagade, although taller in height with the glass sections being rectangular and the glasweld sections
remaining square. The areaway protrudes approximately 10 ft. from the dining room glazing at the southern end of the fagade and is
constructed entirely of concrete. The dining room is crowned with a stucco roof fascia which is taller than that of the south fagade. There
are mechanical units visible on the dining room roof. The east facade on the second floor above the dining room is composed of three
equal-sized precast concrete sections which are separated by concrete columns. The roof fascia from the south facade continues onto
this facade.

The second section is the exterior wall of the original location of the circulation department, mechanical rooms, machine shop, and storage
on the first floor, the mail room directly above on the second floor, and then finally the wall of the mechanical rooms on the third floor. The
first and second levels of the fagade are set back approximately 20 ft. from the dining room section of the facade and run the entire length
of the building beyond the dining room. The third level of the fagade is set back almost 40 ft. from the second level.

The first and second floor section is composed of a raised concrete foundation wall at the base and eleven “bays” separated by concrete
columns as indicated on the original building plans. The southern end of this section of the facade has a concrete ramp from the ground
level to a landing at the first-floor level which has a set of steps with metal railing on the north side of it. An exterior entry door with a
single light is located at the landing within the first bay. A corrugated metal canopy painted a light tan color is mounted above the ramp
and landing. The paint has worn away in some areas of the canopy and a sign that reads “dock 1” is affixed to it. The following eight bays

4 An areaway is a sunken, enclosure with open space beneath it, positioned next to a building’s foundation to provide light, air, and direct
access to a basement level.
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are clad in corrugated metal panels painted blue at the first-floor level and, all eleven bays have precast concrete panels cladding the
second-floor level. Additionally, the two levels are separated by a continuous concrete band that spans the entire fagade. The third bay
has a set of steps and a landing that leads to an exterior door with a single light. The fifth bay has a set of two narrow metal roll-up doors.
Bays seven and nine have louvered vents just below the second-floor level. Bays two through nine have fixed windows within the precast
concrete panels at the second-floor level. Bay ten and eleven are covered by a corrugated metal canopy in the same style as the one
located over bay one. A sign reading “dock 2” is affixed to the canopy. A large metal roll-up door is located within bay ten.

The third level of the fagade is thirteen bays across and spans the entirety of the central main building. The bays are separated by
concrete columns just as the other facades and display the same concrete fascia at the roof line. Bays one through six, twelve, and
thirteen are composed of cast concrete panels. Bays seven through eleven have louvered panels. There are two roof access doors on
this part of the facade, one in bay two and one in bay thirteen.

Penthouse

There is also a roof penthouse structure on the top of the building at the southeast corner of the central building which provides mechanical
and elevator equipment room access. The penthouse is set back approximately 12 ft. from the third level on the east side. The penthouse
level has two louvered panels on the south end of the east fagade, and a central access door, with the remainder of the fagade being
clad in concrete panel.

The north fagade of the penthouse is also clad in concrete panels and has an access door. The west facade is the same as the north but
instead has a double-door access. The south facade of the penthouse is entirely clad in concrete panels.

PROJECT ECLIPSE, 1990

West — Primary Facade

The west, primary fagade fronts E Street and is landscaped with grass and several mature trees. It is composed of three parts; a north
and south wing and a central block. There are also three materials: cast concrete panels, metal panels, and ribbon glazing. There are
concrete foundation walls along the base of the entire fagade. Beginning with the south wing, which stands 33 ft. in height, there are
concrete panels at the southern end of the fagade that span up to the roof line vertically and continue horizontally above a recessed
plane. Metal coping clads the top of the roof line. At the north end of the south wing where this portion of the facade meets the central
block form, the concrete panels continue back down vertically. The plane of the south wing that is recessed back from the face of the
concrete panels is composed of metal cladding and ribbon glazing. This part of the facade is clad in just over thirty sections of metal
panels that are approximately 4 ft. tall and situated above the foundation wall. Above these panels is the first ribbon of glazing that spans
the entire length of the panels. Above the ribbon of glazing is another section of metal panels that are about three times the height of the
lower section of panels. At the top of this plane is the ribbon glazing which is located directly under the protruding concrete portion of the
wing, remaining shaded throughout the day. There is an exterior door located on the inner concrete protrusion at the south end. Two low,
angled, concrete walls continue in line with the concrete portion of the fagade creating a walkway from the door and an outlet to a concrete
walkway that connects to the sidewalk along E Street.

The central portion of the fagade is a large block mass which is the tallest portion of the entire plant and stands approximately 53 ft. in
height. The bottom two sections of metal panels and glazing ribbons are in line with those on the south wing fagade although only twenty-
seven panels across. The metal panels continue above the top glazing ribbon in three rows on the central block on all its facades. The
same metal coping clads the roof line. A shadow of the original “The Fresno Bee” building letters remains on the upper southwest corner
of this facade although the letters themselves have been removed.

The fagade of the north wing is almost identical to the south wing. This wing is only 23 ft. in height and has a lower roof line and does not
have any glazing. Instead, it displays a row of metal panels in line with the lower ribbon of glazing on the south wing and central building.
Its upper metal panels are also shorter than those on the south wing. This facade is slightly longer than that of the south wing because
the roofline projects over a loading dock that spans the north facade.
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North Facade

The north facade is the location of the plant’s primary loading dock. A raised concrete deck spans almost the entire length of the facade.
The exterior wall of this fagade is entirely clad in concrete panels and features a reveal band detail across its length that is even with the
bottom edge of the canopy above. Along the deck is a series of openings with a variety of roll-up doors and access doors to accommodate
the building logistics. The integrated canopy over the deck is clad in concrete panels and is supported by fourteen metal posts. A sign
reading “dock 3" is affixed on the east end of the canopy. There are five equally spaced wall-pack lights along the canopy face.

The easternmost portion of the north fagade has a similar appearance to the south wing of the west fagcade. It has a concrete foundation
wall at the base that is the same height as the loading dock deck. It also has protruding concrete sides and upper section with a reveal
bisecting the lower panels from the upper panels that is in line with the one featured in the loading dock section of the fagcade. There is a
lower level of metal panels with a total of sixteen across. Above the lower panels is a band of ribbon glazing with metal panels above. A
single wall-pack light is affixed to the center of the upper concrete panel span.

East Facade

The northernmost section of the east facade has a similar composition to the east section of the north fagade. It is flanked with protruding
concrete panels on each end with a band of reveal detail and concrete panels spanning overhead. There is a door on the north end with
concrete steps leading up to a landing positioned under the door. The stairs and landing have metal pipe railing. There are five roll-up
doors along the recessed central portion of the facade which are surrounded by concrete panels. Pairs of bollards are positioned on the
sides of each roll-up door. The next section of this fagade is set back approximately 12 ft. and features a three-part aluminum-frame fixed
window grouping. There is a wide entry door on the south end of this portion of the fagade as well as a set of concrete steps that lead up
to a concrete deck positioned below the door. There are additional wall-pack lights in this area.

The central section of this fagade is the rear of the large block mass and is clad entirely in metal panels like those on the west facade.
There is a door with a single light located on the center of the fagade, and the concrete deck terminates on the south side of the door.
The deck and steps have metal pipe railing. There is a large roll-up door on the south end of the facade with a metal “L” shape ramp and
steel guard railing. This portion of the building is also clad in metal panels on the north and south facades.

South of the central block form is another loading dock that is covered by a concrete clad canopy with six rectangular opening in it for
daylighting. The canopy is supported by a concrete clad wall on the north end and a storage building on the south end. There are roll-up
doors on each of the support walls that provide delivery access into each of the adjoining buildings. Two sets of tracks span from the east
into the dock area. These are remnants of the spur tracks which were installed to carry supplies from the railroad to the plant.

The south end of the east fagade is composed of a concrete block mass which houses a cooling tower that protrudes beyond the east
wall of the mechanical room and storage building. These walls are absent of any features aside from wall-pack lighting. The same metal
coping featured along the west facade roofline is also featured along the roofline of the east fagcade.

South Facade

The south fagade of the building is clad in concrete. The cooling tower building wall is lower than the portion of the mechanical and
storage portion of the building. There is a double access door on the west end of the cooling tower building. The mechanical room and
storage building has large louver panels on the easternmost end of it, followed by a roll-up door with a raised deck. The remainder of the
facade is covered in five cast concrete panels and five equally spaced wall-pack lights. A concrete ramp leads from the ground level to
the west end of this facade and features a metal pipe guard rail. The ramp terminates at a concrete deck that is positioned under a
concrete canopy supported by the original building’s east facade and two concrete columns. The same metal coping runs along the roof
line of the south facade.

INTERIOR

The main building entrance is accessible from the southeast primary facade, which is a part of the original Phase Il addition to the original
building. The lobby is the first space upon entering the building and is a long, rectangular room situated in an east-west orientation. On
the east end of the lobby is the dining room and kitchen, while the west and north directions lead to administrative offices. Continuing
north into the building on the first floor is a large, open office space populated with work desks and cubicles. The second and third floors
contain administrative offices while the third floor of the Phase Il building contains executive offices. The executive reception areas and
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offices located on the second floor appear to have been remodeled during the same era that the 1990 addition was constructed. There
is a large boardroom with wood-frame doors with large glass panels that display the original Fresno Bee “FB” monogram that is also
featured on the metal grills of the 1922 Fresno Bee building. The flooring in the administrative and executive spaces varies from hard tiles
to composite and carpet tiles. The ceilings are primarily dropped T grid with white acoustic ceiling tiles. The building is not electrified due
to damage to its operating system, and therefore it was not possible to view all areas of the building in adequate lighting conditions. Only
flashlights were available to view the interior with some minimal daylighting along the perimeter.

A corridor leads from the north end of the original central building to the 1990 addition. The press bay that houses the printing presses is
central to this portion of the building. The press bay consists of a concrete floor and expansive walls all the way up to the ceiling situated
just below the building’s roof line. The presses extend three levels up and are surrounded by a steel catwalk that provides access to all
sides of the printing presses. From the press bay, there is access to an employee locker room which is lined with red metal lockers on all
sides within a long rectangular space. The locker room leads to the mail room, which is a completely open industrial space with concrete
floor. South of the mail room is the newsprint room that is populated with numerous machines for sorting and folding in addition to ink
tanks. The floors are also concrete and the roof structure and mechanical ducting are exposed.

The newsprint room leads back to the smaller, square, Phase | building which originally housed the newsprint department before it was
moved to the 1990 addition. There are production offices located upstairs which include plate making, a carpentry shop, and supply
storage as well as a switchboard room and electrical server room with a raised floor. Some rooms have floors covered in carpet and
others concrete or asbestos tiles which cover many of the corridor floors. The health unit was located adjacent to the executive offices
and included a physician’s office. The interior has a mixture of materials and elements that appear original to the Phase | and Phase |l
era, while other areas such as the executive offices and some of the administrative offices appear to have been updated in the 1990s.
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Photo 1. Phase Il secondary south fagade and southwest portion of the Phase Il west facade.

Photo 2. Phase | and Il west facade.
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Photo 3. Phase | and Il east facade, toward southwest.

Photo 4. Northernmost end of the Phase I and Il east fagade where Project Eclipse overlaps the original Phase |
and Il portion of the building. View toward northwest.
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Photo 5. Project Eclipse west fagade, toward east.

Photo 6. Westernmost end of the Project Eclipse north fagade, toward west.
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Recorded by: J. Padilla-Perez Date: March 27, 2026

Photo 9. Central portion of the Project Eclipse east facade showing the loading dock and spur tracks which
originally connected to the Southern Pacific Railroad, toward west.

Photo 10. Southernmost end of the Project Eclipse east fagade, toward south.
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Photo 11. Overview of the Phase | and Il east fagade, toward west with the paved parking area in the
foreground.

Photo 12. View of the building (left) which was originally the KMJ Television and Radio station with the east
end of the Project Eclipse north facade in the foreground, toward east.
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Photo 13. North fagade of the fuel station, toward southeast.

Photo 14. West facade of the fuel station, toward east.
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Photo 15. South facade of the fuel station, toward northwest.

Photo 16. East facade of the fuel station, toward west.
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Photo 17. South parking lot with original flag poles and lamp posts, toward south.
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Photo 18. Entrance lobby with 1990s-era furniture, toward north.

Photo 19. Dining room interior within the southeast corner of the Phase Il portion of the building, toward north.
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Photo 20. View of the first-level open office space with desks, toward southwest.

Photo 21. View of the first-level open office space with cubicles, toward northwest.
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Photo 22. First-level training room, toward south.

Photo 23. Press bay catwalk from first level looking up to the second and top levels, toward east.
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Photo 24. Print rollers with newspaper, toward south.
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Photo 25. Newspaper spanning between two presses on the third level, toward southeast.
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Photo 26. Newsprint room with folding machine in view, toward south.
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Photo 27. Newsprint ink tanks, toward north.
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Photo 28. Storage tank, toward north.
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Photo 29. Second-floor office space, toward northeast.
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Photo 30. Second-level electrical server room with raised floor, toward west.
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Photo 31. Executive wing private reception on third level, toward southwest.
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Photo 32. Executive wing board room doors etched with original Fresno Bee monogram.
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Photo 33. Executive wing main reception area, toward northwest.

Photo 34. Physician office on third level, toward northwest.
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Photo 35. Corridor within the Project Eclipse central block with view through the ribbon glazing, toward
southwest.
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Photo 36. Carpentry shop interior, toward east.
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Photo 37. Switchboard room, toward northeast.
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Photo 38. Platemaking room, toward east.
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BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD

Page 1 of 4 *NRHP Status Code: 3CS and 5S3
B1. Historic Name: Fresno Bee Plant
B2. Common Name: 1626 E Street
B3. Original Use: Fresno Bee printing productions and administrative offices. B4. Present Use: Abandoned
*B5. Architectural Style: New Formalism
*B6. Construction History: (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations)
The Phase | building construction began in 1968 and was completed by 1969. Phase Il construction began in 1972 and was
completed by 1973. A new canopy was added in 1979. A new transmission tower was installed for KMJ in 1979. A large
interior remodel was completed in 1980. Multiple mechanical alterations were completed in 1987. The Project Eclipse
addition began in 1990 and was completed by 1991.
*B7. Moved? XINo [OYes [OUnknown Date: Original Location:
*B8. Related Features:

B9a. Architect: Schoenwald, Thomas, Harris, Bode & Blayney with Paul Harris as the architect of record.
b. Builder: Harris Construction Co.

*B10. Significance: Communications / Development Theme: Urban Renewal

Period of Significance: 1972-1981 / 1968-1970 Property Type: Commercial Industrial

Applicable Criteria: CRHR 1 and Fresno Local Criterion A

(Discuss importance in terms of historical or architectural context as defined by theme, period, and geographic scope. Also address
integrity.)

ASM considered whether the Fresno Bee Plant is eligible under any CRHR or Fresno Local Register criteria within the areas
of significance of Communications and Community Planning and Development, and a sub-theme of Urban Renewal in Fresno.

Under the theme of Communication, the Fresno Bee has a long history as an influential form of print media in the City of Fresno
dating back to its establishment in 1922 by founder C.K. McClatchy. The newspaper's owner, the McClatchy Company,
expanded its media reach with the establishment of KMJ-Radio station in the same year as the paper was founded, and at a
time when there were no other radio stations in the Central Valley, making the organization the communication pioneer of the
region. McClatchy later established the first television broadcast station in the Central Valley region with KMJ-Television in
1953. When the McClatchy Company moved operations to the Fresno Bee Plant in 1968 it was the only media company in the
region to have print, radio, and television mediums, creating a trifecta of media outlets. The Fresno Bee Plant incorporated the
design and construction of a dedicated television and radio station building in addition to the print operations and administrative
offices. The McClatchy Company’s media influence remained unparalleled in the region until 1981 when it sold KMJ-Television
to the San Joaquin Community Corporation (SJCC).

. (Sketch Map with north arrow required.)
(Continued on Page 2)

See DPR J form attached

(This space reserved for official comments.)
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The Fresno Bee Plant was developed as a project that was a direct result of the City of Fresno’s Urban Renewal efforts which began
in the 1950s and continued until 1970 when the federal government discontinued funding the national redevelopment program.
Although the West Fresno Phase | redevelopment project was not the first urban renewal effort within the city, it was vital for its
economic revitalization and development as it created numerous jobs and much needed property tax revenue. The City had
previously implemented the Civic Center and Fulton Mall projects that did not produce the economic results it aspired to, leaving
assessor tax revenue in a deficit until 1970 when the property tax payment from the Fresno Bee Plant was the primary source of
revenue gains within a two-year span. The Fresno Bee Plant was one of only two successful urban reneweal projects in the city of
Fresno, with the Fashion Fair Mall being the second. Given the Fresno Bee Plant building’s association as a pioneer of
communications in the region, being the first and only media organization to own a print, radio, and television mediums for many
years, it meets CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1i under the theme of Communications with a period of
significance of 1969-1981, beginning with the year the Fresno Bee Plant Phase | was completed and the newspaper began
operations there until the year the McClatchy Company sold KMJ-Television to SJCC, when the influence of its media empire began
to wane. Additionally, the Fresno Bee Plant meets CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1i for its association with
the theme of Urban Renewal as defined by the City of Fresno Mid-Century Modernism Historic Context. The building represents the
most successful example of the City’s development efforts during that era with a period of significance for this theme of 1969-1973,
beginning with the year the construction of the Fresno Bee Plant Phase | was completed with urban-renewal funding and support
and ending in the year construction of Phase Il was completed, which is the same year that the city ceased development efforts for
urban renewal. Although the end of the period of significance under the Communications theme partially extends into a period of less
than 50 years ago, the majority of the period of significance CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1i is more than
50 years old, and per the CA SHPO's guidance on CRHR evaluations, ASM’s professional opinion is that sufficient time has passed
to be able to evaluate this budling within its historic contexts.

As the Fresno Bee Plant building meets the requirements for CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1i, an
assessment of integrity is required.

Location
The Fresno Bee Plant remains in the location where it was originally constructed from 1968 to 1972. It has not been moved or
relocated, and therefore it retains integrity of location.

Design

The building’s original design remains largely intact as evidence by comparison to the architect’s as-built drawings. Although there
have been some alterations which include the installation of the shade canopies on the east facade in 1979, an interior remodel in
1980, mechanical alterations in 1987, and the large-scale Project Eclipse addition and another interior remodel in 1990, the original
design is still clearly evident. Nearly all of the character-defining features from the Phase | and Phase Il building design remain, such
as the heavy projecting roof slab, “Stonehenge” columns, louvered panels, aluminum-frame glazing system, and even the parking
lot light fixtures. The 1990 Project Eclipse addition does not detract from the original design of the Fresno Bee Plant and is
complementary in its scale and mass. It is recognizable as a distinctly contemporary structure, and its design could be said to meet
the Secretary of the Interior's (SOI) Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, specifically the Rehabilitation approach.
Additionally, the interior floor plan remains fairly the same as the original design based on a comparison of the original building plans.
Therefore, the Fresno Bee Plant retains integrity of design.

Setting

The Fresno Bee Plant remains within a light commercial zone which was the original use of the property and surrounding area when
the City demolished and rezoned the area for redevelopment in the 1960s. The building was the first commercial project in the area,
and aerial photographs show that the streets, sidewalks, and commercial buildings that remain extant today developed around the
Fresno Bee Plant during and shortly after its construction. Additionally, the adjacent and associated television station (now owned
by ABC) remains in its original location as does the Fuel Facility. As such the building has integrity of setting.

Materials

The original materials are largely still extant including cement-panel cladding, marblecrete surface, and blue glasweld panels, even
those that have not been manufactured for many years such as the glasweld panels. The marblecrete finish, in addition to the
glasweld, is characteristic of the 1960s time period and they remain visible today in very good condition. Therefore, the building
retains integrity of materials.
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Workmanship

The excellent workmanship and high-quality craftsmanship used to construct the building is evidenced by condition of the building’s
design, features and materials. The materials used have proven to be resilient and installed in a manner that would ensure the
building’s longevity. The Fresno Bee Plant building therefore retains integrity of workmanship.

Feeling

With such minor alterations, the Fresno Bee Plant continues to convey its original design intent and components. The site plan,
including the south and east parking lots, landscaping and light posts also remain. Any person that may have worked at the building
when it was originally constructed would easily recognize it today. It continued to be used as the Fresno Bee'’s offices and printing
facility until very recently in 2016, when it was sold to the current owner; the office furniture, printing presses, and ephemera remain
today. As such, the building retains integrity of feeling.

Association

The Fresno Bee Plant continues to convey its historical association with its original function as the home of the local newspaper and
radio and television stations, as well as an example of Urban Renewal development in Fresno. Therefore, the building retains integrity
of association

Therefore, as the Fresno Bee Plant is a significant representation of the theme of Urban Renewal as defined by the City of Fresno
Mid-Century Modernism Historic Context and the theme of Communication as the headquarters of the McClatchy Company, a major
local media company, with a period of significance of 1968-1981, and the building retains overall integrity to that period of
significance, the Fresno Bee Plant is recommended eligible under CRHR Criterion 1 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1i.
The Fresno Bee Plant therefore also meets the definition of a CEQA historical resource.

Under CRHR Criterion 12 and Fresno Local Register Criteria A-1ii, the most significant individuals associated with the building are
C.K. McClatchy, founder of the Fresno Bee, and Carlos McClatchy, his son who founded KMJ Radio and KMJ Television. Research
did not reveal any other notable individuals that made a profound impact to the history of the nation, the state of California, or the
City of Fresno that the Fresno Bee Plant would be associated with. While the McClatchy father and son are unarguably important
individuals in the region and locally in the city, the original Fresno Bee building constructed in 1922 is directly associated with the
founding individuals. It is where the Fresno Bee began and operated for many years until the construction of the Fresno Bee Plant
in 1968 by which time the senior McClatchy was retired and the KMJ radio and television stations had long been established. As
such, the Fresno Bee Plant is recommended not eligible under CRHR Criterion 2, nor is it eligible for local designation under Fresno
Local Criteria A-1ii.

ASM considered whether the Fresno Bee Plant is eligible under CRHR Criterion 3 or Fresno Local Criterion A-1liii. Original building
plans show that the architectural firm of Schoenwald, Thomas, Harris, Bode & Blayney was responsible for the design of the 1968—
1972 Fresno Bee Plant Phase | and Il projects. The partners of the firm were Paul Schoenwald, AIA, Will Thomas, AlA, Paul Harris,
AIA, Harry Bode, AIA, and James Blayney, MSPE. Additionally, they were all partners at the legacy firm of Wagner & Associates,
which was founded by master architect Walter Wagner. The project team was behind the design for the Fresno County Courthouse
constructed in 1966, designed in the New Formalism style. In the same year that the courthouse construction was completed, the
team split from Wagner to form their own practice while Wagner partnered with Martin Temple in a new partnership. Paul Harris is
noted as the architect of record for the Fresno County Courthouse as well as the Fresno Bee Plant. However, he is not included in
the list of master architects in the City of Fresno Mid-Century Modernism Historic Context.

The original Fresno Bee Plant (Phase | and II) building was designed in the New Formalism style which was popular for civic and
commercial architecture from 1950-1970. The building displays the following character-defining features of the style as defined in
the City of Fresno Mid-Century Modernism Historic Context: heavy projecting roof slab, colonnade of stylized full height columnar
supports evident in the “Stonehenge” columns, and large panels of cast concrete which clad the exterior of the building. Although
the building has some stylistic elements, there are other examples in Fresno that display a more masterful New Formalism design
such as the Fresno County Courthouse (Wagner & Associates 1966) and the Midland Savings & Loan building (Eugene Houghman,
AIA 1965). Additionally, the Fresno County Courthouse is a much better example of the style and therefore a more masterful work
by Harris and his associates, Thomas, Bode, Blayney, and Schoenwald. As such, the Fresno Bee Plant is not considered to be the
work of a master architect or architectural firm, nor does it display highly masterful characteristics of the New Formalism architectural
style. Therefore, the Fresno Bee Plant is recommended not eligible under CRHR Criterion 3, nor is it eligible under Fresno Local
Criteria A-1iii.
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The Fresno Bee Plant building is recommended not eligible under CRHR Criterion 4 and under Fresno Local Register Criterion A-
liv. Itis a common property type that does not have the potential to provide information about history or prehistory that is not available
through historic research.

ASM considered whether the Fresno Bee Plant could be eligible as a contributor to a larger historic district of the surrounding
neighborhood. ASM did not identify any extant historic district of which this property would be a part, nor was an intact historic district

identified during its site visit to the property and windshield survey of the neighborhood. As such, ASM recommends the Fresno Bee
Plant building not eligible for the CRHR or Fresno Local Register as a contributor to a historic district.

B11. Additional Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes)

*B12. References: See full references in:
ASM Affiliates. HRTR Department of Public Utilities Operations & Maintenance Building Demolition. Prepared for City of
Fresno. 2026

B13. Remarks:

*B14. Evaluator: Jacqueline Padilla-Perez, MDS Historic Preservation, ASM Affiliates
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Matt Decarlo

From: NAHC@NAHC <NAHC®@nahc.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2026 12:36 PM

To: Matt Decarlo

Cc: Lin, Mathew@NAHC

Subject: RE: Sacred Lands File Search Request - Fresno Bee Demolition Project (1220117057; 02;
02.1)

Attachments: SLF Review - Fresno Bee Demo.pdf

Hello,

Thank you for your message. We're in receipt of your project. Our turn-around time is approximately 2
weeks, and we don't anticipate responding sooner than that timeframe. Our response will be delivered by
email. Please let us know if you have any questions.

Kind Regards,

Native American Heritage Commission
1550 Harbor Blvd Suite 100

West Sacramento, CA 95691

Phone: 916-373-3710

From: Matt Decarlo <Matt.Decarlo@weareharris.com>

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2026 12:19 PM

To: NAHC@NAHC <NAHC@nahc.ca.gov>

Subject: Sacred Lands File Search Request - Fresno Bee Demolition Project (1220117057; 02; 02.1)

Hello,

Harris & Associates is conducting a cultural resources inventory for the proposed Fresno Bee Demolition
Projectin Fresno, CA. May | please request a search of the Sacred Lands File for the project and a
contact list of regionally affiliated Native American representatives. Attached you will find a Project
description, a request form, and a project map at 1:24,000 scale.

Please let me know if there is any other information you require for this request.
Thank you.

Matthew M. DeCarlo, M.A., RPA
Principal Archaeologist


mailto:NAHC@nahc.ca.gov
mailto:Matt.Decarlo@weareharris.com

Office: 1.619.481.5019
Mobile: 1.619.753.4277

www.WeAreHarris.com
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Matt Decarlo

From: ORG-SSJVIC <ssjvic@csub.edu>

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2026 12:28 PM

To: Matt Decarlo

Cc: Andrew Talbert

Subject: Re: Records Search Request - Fresno Bee Demolition Project (#1220117057; 02.1)
Received.

Celeste M. Thomson, Coordinator (she/her/hers)
Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center
California State University, Bakersfield

Mail Stop: 72DOB

9001 Stockdale Highway

Bakersfield, CA 93311-1022

Telephone: (661) 654-2289
www.csub.edu/ssjvic

NOTE: The SSJVIC is now responding to record search requests for San Luis Obispo and Santa Barbara
Counties. In-house appointments for these two counties are not yet available.

From: Matt Decarlo <Matt.Decarlo@weareharris.com>

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2026 11:20 AM

To: ORG-SSJVIC <ssjvic@csub.edu>

Cc: Andrew Talbert <Andrew.Talbert@weareharris.com>

Subject: Records Search Request - Fresno Bee Demolition Project (#1220117057; 02.1)

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

IReport Suspicious

Hello,

Harris & Associates is conducting a cultural resources inventory for the Fresno Bee Demolition Project in
the City of Fresno, CA. May | please request a rush records search for the project and Y2-mile buffer.
Attached you will find the Confidential Request Form, a map of the project area and buffer, and a zip file
containing the project area and buffer shapefiles.

Please let me know if there is any additional information that you need to complete this request.
Thankyou.

Matthew M. DeCarlo, M.A., RPA
Principal Archaeologist


mailto:Andrew.Talbert@weareharris.com
mailto:ssjvic@csub.edu
mailto:Matt.Decarlo@weareharris.com
www.csub.edu/ssjvic

Office: 1.619.481.5019

www.WeAreHarris.com
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

March 17, 2026

Matt DeCarlo
Harris & Associates

Via Email to: matt.decarlo@weareharris.com

Re: Fresno Bee Demolition Project, Fresno County

To Whom It May Concern:

As requested, a search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File
(SLF) was completed based on information submitted for the above referenced project. The
results were negative. Be aware that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the SLF, nor
are they required to do so. As such, an SLF search is not a substitute for consultation with all
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiiated with a project’s geographic area.

Attached is a list of Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
project’s geographic area. Please contact all of the listed tribes as they may have information
about sacred sites within the project area that is not listed with the NAHC.

If within two weeks of notification, a response has not been received, the Commission requests
that you follow up with a telephone call or email to ensure that the project information was
received.

If you receive notification of a change of address or phone number from a tribe, please inform
the NAHC so that we can assure that our lists contain current information.

In addition to engaging in tribal consultation, you should consult the appropriate regional
Callifornia Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) information center to determine
whether it has information regarding the presence of recorded archaeological sites within the
project area.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at
Mathew.lin@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Mathew Lin, MPP
Cultural Resources Analyst

Attachment

Page 1l ofl
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3/16/2026

Matthew DeCarlo

Harris & Associates, Inc.

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 125
San Diego, CA 92108

Re: Fresno Bee Demolition (1220117057; 02.1)
Records Search File No.: 26-115

The Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center received your record search request for the project area
referenced above, located on Fresno South USGS 7.5’ quad. The following reflects the results of the record search
for the project area and the 0.25 mile radius:

As indicated on the data request form, the locations of resources and reports are provided in the following

format: [ Custom GIS Maps GIS Data [ Hand Drawn Maps (Inyo County Only)

Resources within project area: None

Resources within 0.25 mile radius: | P-10-003930, 004243, 004920, 004921, 004922, 004923, 006525, 006526,

007256, 007257, 007258

Reports within project area: FR-02076
Reports within 0.25 mile radius: FR-00135, 00249, 00250, 01640, 01694, 02002, 02287, 02718, 02722,
02896

Resource Database Printout (list):

Resource Database Printout (details):

Resource Digital Database Records:

Report Database Printout (list):

Report Database Printout (details):

Report Digital Database Records:

Resource Record Copies:

Report Copies:

OHP Built Environment Resources Directory:

OHP Archaeological Resources Directory:

CA Inventory of Historic Resources (1976):

enclosed
enclosed
enclosed
enclosed
enclosed
enclosed
enclosed

enclosed

enclosed
enclosed

O enclosed

1 not requested
[ not requested
1 not requested
1 not requested
[ not requested
1 not requested
I not requested

1 not requested

1 not requested
[ not requested

1 not requested

1 nothing listed
[ nothing listed
1 nothing listed
1 nothing listed
LI nothing listed
1 nothing listed
LI nothing listed

1 nothing listed

1 nothing listed
[ nothing listed

nothing listed




The SSJVIC does not have the following sources on file. However, several are available on the OHP website:

e (Caltrans Bridge Survey

e Ethnographic Information

e Historical Literature

e Historical Maps

e Local Inventories

e GLO and/or Rancho Plat Maps
e Shipwreck Inventory

e Soil Survey Maps

Please forward a copy of any resulting reports from this project to the office as soon as possible. Due to the
sensitive nature of archaeological site location data, we ask that you do not include resource location maps and
resource location descriptions in your report if the report is for public distribution. If you have any questions
regarding the results presented herein, please contact the office at the phone number listed above.

The provision of CHRIS Data via this records search response does not in any way constitute public disclosure of
records otherwise exempt from disclosure under the California Public Records Act or any other law, including, but
not limited to, records related to archeological site information maintained by or on behalf of, or in the
possession of, the State of California, Department of Parks and Recreation, State Historic Preservation Officer,
Office of Historic Preservation, or the State Historical Resources Commission.

Due to processing delays and other factors, not all of the historical resource reports and resource records that
have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via this records search. Additional
information may be available through the federal, state, and local agencies that produced or paid for historical
resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native American tribes have historical resource
information not in the CHRIS Inventory, and you should contact the California Native American Heritage
Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts.

Should you require any additional information for the above referenced project, reference the record search
number listed above when making inquiries. Invoices for Information Center services will be sent under separate
cover from the California State University, Bakersfield Accounting Office.

Thank you for using the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS).

Sincerely,

Celeste M. Thomson
Coordinator


https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=28065

From: Matt Decarlo

To: Matt Decarlo
Bcc: "aerieways@aol.com"; "2deedominguez@gmail.com"; "canutes@verizon.net"; "huskanam@gmail.com";

"council@chukchansi-nsn.gov"; "mmotola@chukchansi-nsn.gov"”; "council@tcouncil.org"; "mhcordova@tmr.org";

"rpennell@tmr.org"; "kerri.vera@tulerivertribe-nsn.gov"; "felix.christman@tulerivertribe-nsn.gov";
"kwood8934@aol.com”
Subject: Tribal Information Request for the Fresno Bee Demolition Project
Date: Wednesday, March 25, 2026 11:00:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png
Fresno Bee Demolition Tribal Outreach .pdf
Fiqure 1.pdf

Hello Tribal representative,

Harris & Associates is conducting a cultural resources inventory for the Fresno Bee
Demolition Project. The Native American Heritage Commission conducted a Sacred
Lands File search which was negative for the presence of sacred lands. They included
your name on their contact list. | am writing as part of the cultural resources inventory
process to find out if you, or your tribal community, have any knowledge of cultural
resources or places that may be impacted by the proposed project. Please see the
attached letter and map for project details, personalized copies of which have been
mailed to you via USPS. This request is to enrich the cultural resources inventory and
does not constitute formal government to government consultation.

Thank you for your time.

Matthew M. DeCarlo, M.A., RPA
Principal Archaeologist

]

Office: 1.619.481.5019
Mobile: 1.619.753.4277

www.WeAreHarris.com
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T Harris & Associates

March 19, 2026

RE:  Sacred Lands Information Request for the Fresno Bee Demolition Project (1220117057)
Tribal Representative:

Harris & Associates is conducting a cultural resources inventory for the Fresno Bee Demolition Project
located at 1626 E Street in Fresno, California. The City of Fresno proposes to sell the property when
demolition activities are completed. The building was constructed in 1970 and therefore is more than
50 years of age and must be documented and evaluated for eligibility in the California Register of
Historic Resources and the City’s Historic Register.

The project site is located at 1626 E Street in Fresno, California (Figure 1). It consists of a single
building surrounded by existing commercial structures, with the ground surface primarily covered in
concrete. The site is bordered by commercial developments to the north, south, and west. To the
northeast, the adjacent area appears to be a small partially developed dirt lot; however, additional
commercial buildings are located beyond that. The project site has been fully developed previously.

The Native American Heritage Commission conducted a Sacred Lands File search which was
negative for the presence of sacred lands. They included your name on their contact list. | am writing
as part of the cultural inventory process to find out if you, or your tribal community, have any knowledge
of cultural resources or places that may be impacted by the proposed project. Please note that this
does not constitute formal government to government consultation.

If you have information regarding cultural resources within or adjacent to the project or if you have any
concerns pertaining to the sharing of such information, please contact me by email or phone.

Sincerely,

bbttn , b4 DCQA,@@,

Matthew DeCarlo, Principal Archaeologist
matt.decarlo@weareharris.com
619-753-4277

Attachment
Figure 1 — USGS Topographic Map

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 125, San Diego, CA 92108 M p:925.827.4900 M f: 866.356.0998 M WeAreHarris.com
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Matt Decarlo

From: Admin Support <aerieways@aol.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 28, 2026 2:09 PM

To: Matt Decarlo

Cc: Alec Apodaca; Tyler Suttle

Subject: Re: Tribal Information Request for the Fresno Bee Demolition Project
Attachments: Fresno Bee Demolition Tribal Outreach_pdf; Figure 1.pdf

Good day Matt,
Fresno is outside of our Traditional Tribal Territory. We have no additional comments.

Ed Ketchum, Chair
Amah Mutsun Tribal Band

On Wednesday, March 25, 2026 at 11:00:41 AM PDT, Matt Decarlo <matt.decarlo@weareharris.com> wrote:

Hello Tribal representative,

Harris & Associates is conducting a cultural resources inventory for the Fresno Bee Demolition Project.
The Native American Heritage Commission conducted a Sacred Lands File search which was negative
for the presence of sacred lands. They included your name on their contact list. | am writing as part of
the cultural resources inventory process to find out if you, or your tribal community, have any
knowledge of cultural resources or places that may be impacted by the proposed project. Please see
the attached letter and map for project details, personalized copies of which have been mailed to you
via USPS. This requestis to enrich the cultural resources inventory and does not constitute formal
government to government consultation.

Thank you for your time.

Matthew M. DeCarlo, M.A., RPA
Principal Archaeologist

Office: 1.619.481.5019
Mobile: 1.619.753.4277

www.WeAreHarris.com
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TABLE MOUNTAIN RANCHERIA

Michelle Heredia-Cordova

Tribal Chairpersan

Richard L. lones

Tribal Vice-Chairperson

lenna Gosselaar

Tribal Secretary/Treasurer

Samantha Toles-Rodriguez

Tribal Council Member-At-Large

Mark Martinez
Tribal Council Member-At-Large

23736

Sky Harbour Road
Post Office

Box 410

Friant

California

93626

(559) B22-2587
Fax

(559) 822-2693

TRIBAL GOVERNMENT OFFICE
April 1,2026

Harris & Associates

Matthew DeCarlo, Principal Archaeologist
2375 Northside Drive, Suttie 125

San Diego, Ca, 92108

RE: The Fresno Bee Demolition
To: Matthew DeCarlo,

This is in response to your letter dated March 19, 2026, regarding The
Fresno Bee Demolition, Fresno California. Thank you for notifying us of
the potential development and the request for consultation.

We decline participation at this time but would appreciate being notified
in the unlikely event that cultural resources are identified.

Sincerely,

L

Maymanah Farhat
Cultural Resources Manager
miarhat/@tmr.org

559.325.0351
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