AGENDA

ORANGE COVE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 19, 2021

MEETING AT 6:30 P.M.
Orange Cove Council Chambers
633 6t Street, Orange Cove, CA 93646

LIVE MEETING

TELECONFERENCE
(CALL 720-740-9780 ACCESS CODE 1060550#)

Coy Weldon, Chairman
Planning Commissioners
Rev. Rick Applegarth- Vicky Alvarado - Rick E. Alonso - Charles Lopez

Call to Order/Welcome

Planning Commissioner and Staff
Flag Salute by Chairman Weldon

Confirmation of Agenda

(Materials regarding an item on this agenda submitted to the Planning
Commission after distribution of the agenda packet are available for public
inspection in the City Clerk’s Office at 633 6" Street, Orange Cove, CA 93646

during normal business hours.)

Consent Calendar:

1. Planning Commission Minutes of July 20, 2021



D. Administration

2. SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING - Martinez Tract Map No. 6365

Recommendation: Planning Commission to consider approving
the following:

1. Adopt PC Resolution No. 2021-23 Approving a Mitigated
Negative Declaration: Mitigated Monitoring, and Reporting
program for the Martinez Tentative Subdivision Tract Map
No. 6365 (Yanez Construction)} subject to the following
amendment (s) and conditions (s)

2. Adopt PC Resolution No. 2021-24 Approving an application
for a Tentative Subdivision Tract Map No. 6365 located on
the North side of Martinez Street, West of Anchor Avenue
(APN:378030-41) Subject to the “Conditions of Approval”

E. Adjournment

Public Comment: Members of the public shall have an opportunity to address
the City Council conceming this matter.

ADA Notice: In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need
special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the City Clerk at
(559) 626-4488 ext. 214. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable
the city to make arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.

Documents: Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the Planning
Commission regarding any item on this agenda will be made availabie for public
inspection at front counter at City Hall and at the Orange Cove Library located at
815 Park Blvd., Orange Cove, CA during normal business hours. In addition,
most documents are posted on City's website at cityoforangecove.com.

NOTICE

If you challenge the nature of the proposed action in court, you may
be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the
public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence
delivered to the public entity conducting the hearing at, or prior to, the
public hearing. (Government Code Section 65009.)



STATEMENT ON RULES OF DECORUM AND ENFORCEMENT

The Brown Act provides that members of the public have a right to attend
public meetings, to provide public comment on action items and under the public
forum section of the agenda, and to criticize the policies, procedures, or services
of the city or of the acts or omissions of the city council. The Brown Act also
provides that the Planning Commission has the right to exclude all persons who
willfully cause a disruption of a meeting so that it cannot be conducted in an

orderly fashion.

During a meeting of the Orange Cove Planning Commission, there is a
need for civility and expedition in the carrying out of public business in order to
ensure that the public has a full opportunity to be heard and that the
Commissioners has an opportunity to conduct business in an orderly manner.
The following is provided to place everyone on notice of the rules of decorum and

enforcement.

GENERAL RULES OF DECORUM

While any meeting of the Planning Commission is in session, the foliowing
rules of decorum shall be observed:

1. All remarks shall be addressed to the Planning Commission as a whole
and not to any single member, unless in response to a question from a

member of the City Council.
2. A person who addresses the Planning Commission under public

comment for a specific agenda item or under the Public Forum section
of the agenda may not engage in speech or conduct (i) which is likely
to provoke others to violent or riotous behavior, (ii) which disturbs the
peace of the meeting by loud and unreasonable noise, (iii} which is
irrelevant or repstitive, or (iv) which disrupts, disturbs, or otherwise
impedes the orderly conduct of any Planning Commission meeting.

3. A person, other than members of the Planning Commission and the
person who has the floor, shall not be permitted to enter into the
discussion unless requested by the Chairman to speak.

4. Members of the Planning Commission may not interrupt a person who
has the floor and is making public comments. Members of the
Planning Commission shall wait until a person completes his or her
public comments before asking questions or commenting. The



Chairman shall then ask the Planning Commissioners if they have

comments or questions.

5. No person in the audience at a Planning Commission meeting shall
engage in disorderly or boisterous conduct, including the utterance of
loud, threatening or abusive language, whistling, stamping of feet or
other acts which disturb, disrupt or otherwise impede the orderly
conduct of any Planning meeting.

ENFORCEMENT OF DECORUM RULES

While the Planning Commission is in session, all persons must preserve
order and decorum. A person who addresses the Planning Commission
under public comment for a specific agenda item or under the Public
Forum section of the agenda may not engage in speech or conduct which
is likely to provoke others to violent or riotous behavior, which disturbs the
peace of the meeting by loud and unreasonable noise, which is irrelevant
or repetitive, or which disrupts, disturbs, or otherwise impedes the orderly
conduct of any Planning meeting.

The Chairman or other presiding officer shall request that a person who is
breaching the rules of decorum cease such conduct. If after receiving
such a warning, the person persists in breaching the rules of decorum, the
Chairman or other presiding officer may order the person to leave the City
Council meeting. If such person does not leave, the Chairman or
presiding officer may request any law enforcement officer who is on duty
at the meeting as sergeant-at-arms to remove the person from the Council
Chambers. In the event there is no one from law enforcement present,
the Chairman or presiding officer may direct the City Manager to contact
law enforcement.

In accordance with the Point of Order Rule 4.6, the majority of the
Planning Commission may overrule the Chairman if the majority of the
Planning Commission believes the Chairman or other presiding officer is
not applying the rules of decorum appropriately.



MINUTES
ORANGE COVE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

TUESDAY, JULY 20, 2021

MEETING AT 6:30 P.M.
- Orange Cove Council Chambers
633 6" Street, Orange Cove, CA 93646

LIVE MEETING
TELﬁanFEﬁENCg
888-204-6967.
Access Code: 81665004

Coy Weldon, Chairman
- Planning Commissioners
Rev. Rick Applegarth- Vicky Alvarado - Rick E. Alonso « Charles Lopez

A.  Call to Order/Welcome

Planning Commissioner present Coy Weldon and Vicky Alvarado
Charles Lopez on the phone

Planning Commissioner absant: Applegarth and Alonso
Staff present: City Clerk June V. Bracamontes and Planner Shun Patian

Flag Salute by Chalrman Waldon

B. Confirmation of Agenda

(Materfals regarding an em on this agenda subritted to thie Planning Commission after
distribution of the agentda packet are avallable for public inspection in the City Clerk’s
Oftice at 633 6% Street, Orange Cove, CA 93646 during normal business hours.)

€. Consent Calendar:
1. Planning Commission Minutes of February 16, 2021

Upon the motion by Chairman Coy Weldon and seconded by Member Vicky
Alvarado, Commissioners approved the Consent Calendar as pregented.



Yes: Weldon, Alvarado, Lopez’
No: None -

Ahsent; Applegarth, Alonso
Abstaln: None

D. Administration
2, SUBJECT: Booth Ranch 7-Site Plan Revlew No. 2021-01

Recommendation: Staff recommends the Planning Commission
to approve the attached Resolution No. 2021-22 Approving the Site
Review No, 2021-01 for Booth Ranch No. 2 Expansion subject to
proposed Condltlons of Approval

Upon the motion by Member Alvarado and seconded by Chairman Weldon,
Planning Commissioners approved Resolution No. 2021-22 Approving the

Site Review No. 2021-01 for Booth Ranch No. 2 Expansion subject to
proposed Coriditions of Approval as presented.

Yes: Weldon, Alvarado, Lopez’

No: None

Absent: Applegarth, Alonso

Abstain: None \

E. Adjournment

Planning Meeting was adjourned at 6:45 p.m.

Respectiully submitted:

Jane V. Bugesonwrtes, City Clirdg




Meeting Date:9/21/21

Agenda Item:
Planning Commission Meeting
REPORT TO: City of Orange Cove Planning Commission
b
REPORT FROM: Shun Patlan/Planning Department
AGENDA ITEM: Martinez Teatative Tract Map No. 6365
ACTION REQUESTED: __ Ordinance & Resolution _ Motion _ Recieve/File

RECOMMENDED ACTION BY PLANNING COMMISSION

1. Statf recommends the Planning Commission adopt PC Resolution 2021- 2% Approving A
Mitigated Negative Declaration And A Mitigated Monitoring And Reporting Program For
The Martinez Tentative Subdivision Tract Map No. 6365 (Yanez Construction) Subject To
The Following Amendment(s) And Condition(s):

2. Staff Recommends The Planning Commission Adopt PC Resolution ZOZI-Z‘prproviug An
Application For A Tentative Subdivision Tract Map No. 6365 Located On The North
Side Of Martinez Street, west Of Anchor Avenue (APN: 378-030-41, Subject To The

“Conditions of Approval”

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The applicant, Yanez Construction (Efrain Yanez), is seeking approval of a tentative subdivision map
containing (18) lots and located on the northside of Martinez Street, west of Anchor Avenue in Orange
Cove. This planning application constitutes a “project” under the California Environmental Quality Act

{CEQA). The application is as follows:

The proposed tentative subdivision map proposes 18 residential lots situated on a cul-de-sac street, which
measures approximately 423 feet in length. Said street tees into Martinez Street. The proposed
subdivision is located in the southeast quadrant of the City of Orange Cove,

The subjeet property is within the planning area of the Orange Cove General Plan, which designates the
property as medium density residential. The proposed project is consistent with this land use designation,
and the development standards of the R-1-6 District. The Environmental Impact Report (ETR) prepared



for the Orange Cove General Plan discussed the impacts associated with urbanization and residential
development, and adopied a “Statement of Overriding Considetation”, For this particular project, staff has
filed a Mitigated Negative Declaration on the proposed tentative subdivision map. The Mitigated
Negative Declaration is 4 finding that the project will mitigate any potentiaily significant impacts below
the level of significance, and therefore that there are no significant impacts beyond the environmentsl
impacts discussed in the EIR prepared for the Orange Cove General Plan.

Staff received a comment letter from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District dated
September 8, 2021, The comment letter is herein attached.

FINANCIAL INFORMATION

FISCAL IMPACT:
1. Is There a Fiscal Impact? Yes
2. IsIt Cwrrently Budgeted? Yes
3, If Budgeted, Which Line? Varies

PRIOR ACTION / REVIEW

Approval of the Orange Cove General Plan, Land Use Element which details policy and design
guidelines for the subject property as well as surrounding properties. City staff has worked with
project engineers through a number of iterations of the tentative subdivision map to achieve
compliance with the Orange Cove Zoning Ordinance,

BACKGROUND

Location: The subject property is located on the north side of Mattinez Street, between Anchor
Ave and Lopez Lane in Orange Cove. The APN is 378-030-41 (3.725 acres),

Request: The proposed tract map proposes (18) single-family residential lots with a 6,000 square
foot lot minimum.

StafT is being proacti.ve is exhausting avenues in which affordable housing and down payment
assistance can be made available to residents of the City of Orange Cove, Staff efforts includes:

*Conversations with the developer and exploring available programs with the developer for said

down payment assistance.
* Staff is working with Moses Stites and his staff at the Fresno Council of Governments on

researching any available grants programs.
*Staff has filed and awaiting notification on a (CDBG) Grant in the amount of $500,00.00 for

down payment assistance. Notification(s) are to be announced soon.
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The average lot size in the proposed subdivision is 6,769 square feet with the largest being over
8,000 squate feet, The larger lots in the proposed subdivision le at the end of the cul-de-sac, and
have curved frontages, There are two cormer lofs in the proposed subdivision, these require a 65-
foot frontage width in addition to other tequirements imposed o alf othet lots,

The tight-of-way width of the proposed interior street is 56 feet with a curb-to-cuth width of 46
teet, The cul-de-sac has a length of approximately 423 feet from the center of the culude«sac io

the intersection with Martinez Strect,

The subdivision will be provided with water by the city. The City’s water system is reliant on
surface water from the Friant-Keth Canal. This surface water is treated by the City’s Wator
Department, which is responsible for treating, monitoring, and distributing. The City has ample
water capacity to serve 18 additional single-family lots, contingent on the adherence with the
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) standards dictated by Complance Order No,

03 23 17R_001_Al



The Orange Cove wastewater treaiment facility has ample capacity fo treat the effluent generated
by 18 single-family homes. The type of effluent - residential wastewater - will not create
treatment issues for the plant, unlike certain types of indusirial effluents,

Stormwater runoff will be conveyed to one of Orange Cove’s neatby storm drainage basins, A
grading and drainage plan that will be submitted by the developer will determine the exact
location and means by which the storm water will be managed,

Zoning: The site i3 currently zoned at R-1-6, Surrounding zoning is ag follows:

North: General Clommereial

South: Medium Density Residential

East; Central Comenerclal and Public Facilities
West: Medium Density Residential

Development standards for R-1-6 district are as follows:

Lot Area: Minimum of 6,000 feet,
Lot Width: Tnterior fots have a minimum width of 60 feet, corner lots have a mininm

width of 65 feet, and curved lots have a minimum width of 40 fest.
Lot Depth: Lots facing local sireets have a minimum depth of 100 feet,
Pront Yard Setback: Minimut of 20 feet,
Side Yard Setback: Interlor lots have a minimum side yard of § feet, Corner lots have a
minitum of 10 feet for side yurds abutting a street.
Rear Yard Setback: Minimwm of 20 feet,
Lot Coverage: Maximutn lot atea covered by buildings or structures is 40%,
Population Depsity: Minimum 12,000 square feet of lot avea per dwelling unit.
Building Height: Maximum two stocies, or 30 feet jn height.

Land Use: The site is ctnrently vacant, Surrounding land uses are as foliows:

North; Vacant [ot

South: Single-family residential neighborhood

East: Shopping center with grocery store and restanrant,
Waest: Single-family residential nelghborhood.

The Orango Cove Subdivision Review Committes met to review the proposed subdivision map
and discuss conditions necessary to serve the subject site. Conditions of approval have been
incotporated into the reselution recommending approval of Teact No, 6365 and ate as follows:



(General:
1. The applicant shall enter into a Subdivision Agreement with the City if the flnal map is

recorded prior to the completion of the off-site improvements.
2, The applicatit shall pay all foes and charges as required by existing ordinances and

schedules.
3. All water woll(s) and septic systems that served the subject properiy shall be abandoned
pursuant to City, County, and State standards,

Tentative Map:
4. Applicant shall submit a revised tentative subdivision map that is consistent with the

Orange Cove Zoning Ordinance, The revised map shall be reviewed and approved by the
City Planner prior to applylng for a final map.

Circulation:
5. Applicant shall furnish and install street name sighage within the subdivision conforming

to City of Orange Cove standards,

6. Applicaat shall comply with meinimum 43’ curb-to-curb and 53° right-of-way radii

standards for the cul-de-sac center.
Alr Quality:

7. Applicant shall adhere to best management practices during construction regarding the
Air District’s fugitive dust rules fo ensure the project does not violate the District’s
standards for dust emissions, pursuant fo Regulation VIIL, Fugitive PM 10 Prohibitions of
the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District Rules and Regulations,

8. Applicant shall adhere to all enetgy conservation regulations for residential dwellings
contained in the California Green Building Standards Code (Title 24).

Geology and Soils:

9, Applicant shall ensute that all structures be built consistent with Zone II seismic

standards of the Uniform Building Code.

Water:
10. Applicant shall install minitwormn 8-inch water mains throughout the subdivision to

provide domestic and fire water service to the project, including instalation of fire
hydrants, All applicable water connection fees shall be paid.

11. All new residentia? development is required to include water meters to reduce water
consumption,

Sewer:
12, Applicant shall provide sewer mains and service facilities as directed by the City

Engincer and pay all applicable fees.

Grading and Drainage;
13. Applicant shall prepare and submit a Grading and Site Improvement Plan for proposed

on-gite improverents for teview and approval by the City Engineer. Applicant shall
obfain & Grading and Site Improvement Permit once plans are approved,



14. Applicant shall obtain a NPDES permit from the Regional Water Quality Control Board,
The plan shall provide for the mitigation of soil erosion from the project site duting the
consfruction and watranty periods and be submitted to the City ptior fo the start of
construction or ground-disropting activities,

15, As part of the mitigation measures for soil erogion, the applicent shall be responsible for
sirect sweeping during the one-year warranty period.

Pack / Aesthetios:

16. A landscaping and irrigalion plan shall be prepared end submitted for review by the City
Engineer for proposed on-site and off-site (wilhin the City right-of-way) landscaping,
Landscape and irrigation features shall be low water consumption designs consistent with
AB 1881 and Orange Cove municipal ordinances. The spplicant shell install front yard
landscaping and automated irrigation in all front yards,

17. Applicant shall perform landscape maintenance within the street right-of-way for a period
of one-year after acceptance of the tract improvements by the City Council. Maintenance
includes afl irrigation system repairs and r@plﬁcament of stressed or dead vegetation.

18. Applicant shall comply with all regulations itaposed by the creation of a landscaping and
lighting district, which will be formed o maintsin landscape festures on the proposed

subdivigion,

Schools:
19, The development will be required to pay school impact fees in order to offset the cost of

educational resources generated by the proposed project.
Utilities:
20. All existing overhead utilities adjacent to the subdivislon shall be undergrounded

including transformers,
21, All electric, cable television, telephone, internet, ete, services shull be pmwded to the

subdivision and shall be undergrounded.

22, Applicant shall provide a street Light plan for review and approval by the City Hngineer,
Strooflights shall be LED and be provided by the developer and maintained by the City,

23, Applicant shall work with PG&E for the preparation of a utility plan, subject to the
roview and approval by the City Engineer prior to the approvat of the improvement plans
#nd prior to the stert of constraction, All work shall be completed auch that no street
surface needs to be reopened in order to be serviced.

Trrigation:

24, Any ierigation facilities, private or otherwise, shall be relocated outside of the street right
of way, except at street crossings, Any iwigation lines that must remain in service shall be
reconsirucied with tubber gasket and reinforced concreto pipe.

Cultural Resources:

25, Applicant must comply with CEQA. requirements regulating disturbance of subsurface
cultaral and hisiorical resources that may be discovered during sarfhmoving activities,
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21083,2 and §21084.]



26. Should any human remains be discovered during any part of the development process, the
Presno County Coroner must be notifled jmmediately,
Wildfire:
27, Consistent with requirements of the local fire district, the applicent wilt be responsible for
plowing down of dry vegetation on the subject property while land is fallow to reduce

fuel and decrease risk of wildfire.

Environmental Review:
28. Mitigation Measures listed in the Mitigated Negative Declaration will be monitored and

reporied onin a manner consistent with the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program submitted with the environmental review, pursuant to §21081.6 of the Public
Resources Code and §15097 of the CEQA Guidelines.

Defense and Indermmnification.

29, Applicant agrees to and shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City of Orenge
Cove (“City™), and its officlals, cily council members, planning commission members,
officers, employees, reprosentatives, agents, contractors, and legal counsel {collectively,
“City Parties”) from and against all claims, losses, judgements, liabilities, causes of
action, expenses and other costs, including litigation, an award of attorney’s fees, und
damages of any nature whaisoever made against or incurred by the City Parties including,
without Limitation, an award of attorney fees and costs to the persorn, organization, ot
entity or their respective officers, agents, employees, tepresentatives, legal connsel,
arising out of, resulting from, or in any way in connection with, the City’s act ot acts
leading up 1o and including approval of any environmental dooument and/or granting of
any land use entitlements or any other approvals relating to Tentative Map No. 6365,
Martinez (“Tentative Map™). Applicant’s obligation to defend, indemnify, and hold
harmless specifically including, without limitation, any swit or challenge by any third
party against the City which challenges or seeks to set aside, void or annul the legality or
adequacy of any environmental document or defermination, including, without limitation,
any environmental document prepared by the Cily or at the direction of the City and
approved by the City for the approval of any land use sntitlements or other approvals
related to the Tentative Map, '

30. Applicant agrees its obligations to detend, indemnify and hold the City, and the City
Parties harmless shall include, without limitation, the cost of preparation of any
administrative record by the City, City staff time, copying costs, court costs, the cosis of
any judgements ot awards against the City Partles of damages, losses, litigation costs, or
attorney’s fees arising out of a suit or challenge contesting the adequacy of any City act
or acts leading vp to and including any approval of any environmental document or
defermination, land use entiffemnents or any other approvals related to the Tentative Map,
and the costs of any setifement representing damages, litigation costs and attorney’s fees
to be paid to other parties arising out of a suit or chellenge contesting the adequacy of any



City act or aots leading up to and including any approval or any other approvals related to
the Tentative Map,

31. Applicant ngrees the City may, at apy time, require the Applicant to reimburse the City
for attorney fees, costs that have been, or which the City reasonably anticipates will be,
Ingutred by the City during the course of any suit or challengs, Such attotney fees shall
include eny and all attorney fess incutred by the City from its legal counsel, Tuttle &
McCloskey, and any special legal counsel retajned by the City, Applicant shall reimburse
City within thirty (30) days of receipt of an itemized written invoice from City, Failare of
the Applicant to timely reimburse the City shall be considered a material breach of the
conditions of approval fox the Tentative Map,

32, Applicant shall comply with and shall requite all conttactors to comply with all
prevailing wage laws, rules and regulations applicable to any work to be performed as a
result of approval of the Tentative Map (collectively “Subdivision Wotk”), Applicant
shall be solely responsible for making any and all decisions regarding whether any
portion or aspect of the Subdivision Work, including, without limitation, any form of
reimburserent by the City to the Applicant or any confractor, will tequire the payment of
prevailing wages. Further, Applicant will be solely responsible for the puyment of any
claiins, fines, penaltics, reimbursements, payments, and the defense of any actions that
may be initiated againat Applicant or any contractor as a result of fatlure to pay
prevailing wages,

33, The Applicant shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City Parties, from and
ageinat any and all claims, damages, losses, judgements, lisbilities, cavses of action,
expenses and other costs, including, without limitation, litigation costs and attorney’s
fees, arising out of, resulting from, or in any way in connection with any violation or
claim of violation of any provailing wage law, rule or regulation applicable to any porlion
or aspect of the Subdivision Work. Applicant’s obligation to defend, indemnify and hold
City Partics harmless specifically includes, but is not limited to, any snit or administrative
action against the Cily Parties which clalms a violation of any prevailing wage law, rulo
or regulation applicable to any portion or aspect of the Subdivision Work.

34, The Applicant agrees its obligations to defend, indemnify and hold the City Patties
harrless, shell include without limitation, City staff time, copying costs, court costs, the
costa of any judgements o awards against the City Parties for damages, losses, litigation
costs, or atforney’s fees arising out of any viclation or claim of violation of any
prevailing wage law, rule, or regulation applicable to any portion or aspeet of the
Subdivision Work and costs of any settlement representing damages, litigation costs and
attorney’s fees to be paid to other parties arising out of any such proceeding or suit.

35. Applicant agrees the City may, at any time, toquire the Applicant to reimbutse the City
for cosis that have been, or which the City reasonably anticipates will be, incurred by the
City duting the course of any suit proceeding regarding violation of any prevailing wage
law, rule or regulation. Such attorney fiees shall include any and all attorney foes incurred



by the City fom its legal counsel, Tuttle & MeCloskey, and any special tegal counsel
retained by the City. Applicant shall reimburse the City within thirty (30) days of receipt
of an itermized written invoice from the City, Failure of the Applicant to timely refmburse
the City shell be considersd a material violation of the conditions of apnroval of the

Tentative Map.

Conclusions;

Subdivision: The subdivision is consistent with City of Orange Cove's Zoning Ordinance and
Constiuction Standards, and the applicant has submitted the required infortation and _
applications fo be considered for approval of the revised tentative subdivision map recefved by
the City, The proposed lots sll exceed 6,000 square feet with the largest over 8,000 square feet,
arranged along a cul-de-sac with 18 total parcels, The projeoct fs consistent with the Orange Cove
Genera] Plan and represents a fogical extension of the wbanized part of the city.

Environmental Review: The “project” consists of the application for a fontative subdivision map,
A mitigated negative declatation has been propared for this project. Staff made the finding that
there is # potentially significant impact to uiilities and service systems, specifically water supply,
which hag been reduced to a less than significant level with the incorporation of mitigation
measures detailed in the MND. Further, the EIR prepared for the Orange Cove (eneral Plan
thoroughly disoussed the impacts of urbantzation and residential development. The City adopted
a “Statement of Overriding Consideration” regarding the FIR prepared for the Qrange Cove

General Plan,
ATTACHMENTS

1. Ttact No. 6365 Map, Martinez

2. Acrial Imagery depicting subject property.

3, Initlal Study, Notice of Intent, Mitigated Negative Declaration, and Mitigation
Moenitoring and Repotting Program for Martinez Subdivision Project

4, Comtnent letter dated September 8, 2021 from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution

Control Disteict



RESOLUTION NO, 2021 -23

A RESCGLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ORANGE COVE
ADOPTING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND A MITIGATION
MONITORING AND REFORTING PROGRAM FOR THE MARTINEZ SUBDIVISION
PROJECT LOCATED ON THE NORTH SIDE OF MARTINEZ STREET WEST OF ANCHOR
AVENUE.

WHEREAS, an application has been filed by the project applicant Yanez Construction (Hfrain
Yariez) to tentatively subdivide a 3.725 aers Jot within the City of Orange Cove for eightesn singlo-family
residential patcets on the subject property currently ideatified as Assessor’s Patcel Number 378-030-41;

and,
WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Public Resources Code §21067 and the State CEQA

Guidelines (Cal. Code of Regs,, i, 14 §15000 et seq.) section 15051, the City of Otange Cove is the lead
agency for the proposed projsct; and,

WHEREAS, an Initial Study was prepared for the project pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines
§15063; and,

WHEREAS, on the basis of the Inltial Stucly, which concluded that the project would have
potentially significant {mpacts but that those impacts could be reduced to less than sigatficant levels with
implementation of the proposed mitigation meases, the City detertmined that a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (“MND™) should be prepared for the Project pursuant to Public Resources Codes sections
21664.5 and 21080(c), and the State CEQA Guideline section 15070 et seq,; and,

- WHEREAS, on August 11 2021, staff distributec] for public review copies of 4 proposed MND
prepared for the Project pursusnt to the Califotnia Enviranmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Publie Resourees
Code §21000 et seq.). The MND identified potentially significant but mitigatable impacts relating to the
issue area of Public Ulilities; and,

WHEREAS, the 20-day public comment period for the MND spanned from _August 11, 2021 to
August 31, 2021 pursuant to Public Resources Code §21091(b); and,

WHERFEAS, the City received ono comment letier from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution
Control District dated September §, 2021.

WHEREAS, the City has endeavored to take all steps and impose all conditions hecessary fo
ensure that impacts to the environment would not be significant; and,

WITLREAS, notice was duly given that the Planning Commission of the City of Orange Cove
would hold the public hearing on September 21, 2021; and,



6. The Mitigation Measure(s), including the Reporting and Moittoring Program, adopted for the
proposad project shall ke fully complied with as specified in this Resolution and iz the Mitigation
Monitoting and Reporting Program. The measures shall be included as conditions of required
permit action. Compliance would result in potential Impact reduced to a less than significant lovel
of impact and there would be no residual irpacts from the proposed project, Proposed mitigation

for itmpacts is as follows:

UYS - 4: Sufliclent Water Supply of Existing Entitlements - The current nssessment by the SWRCB ig
that the supply of water in Orange Cove is insufficient to support pending annexations on the grounds that
the residential dwelllngs intended for these projeots will exceed the capacity of Orange Cove to reliably
supply users under maximum demand conditions, This finding implics that the addition of residential
dwellings within the city will strain water demands. The SWRCE requires the identification of a
groundwater source, atid plans for wells and shove ground stomge (clevated tonks) facilitios must be
oonsidered to mitigate the impacts of securing additional entitlsments from the Friant-Kern canal, In
addition, the proposed project will be required to implement best practices regarding landscape featires fo
reduce the water demands gencrated by the landscaping in the proposed project, Detailed mitigation

measures aie o follows:

Measure USS-4.A: Before initiation of consiruction or ground-disturbing actlvities associated
with. the project, the City shall requite compliance with all SWRCB recuests and standands
pursuant of Compliance Order No, 03 23 17R_001,

Measure USS-4.8; If compliance with the SWIRCB is contingent on implementation of plans
relgted to water supply, then this project must fncorporate all applicable aspects of those plang as
mitigation measures in order to keep impacts to g less than slgnificant lovel.

Measure US8-4.Ct To the taximum extent feasible, limit use of turf or water ittengive
landscape features present on lots in the proposed project, and encoutage uge of drought-tolerant
vegetation, gravels, and other bardscape features,

The foregoing resolution: was adopted upon a motion by commissioner , Commissioner
. seoonded the motion at 4 regular meeting of the Orange Cove Planning Commission on the

21 of September, 2021, and carrled by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Mayor

City Clerl
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san Joaquin Yalley IR LIVING'

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRIET

September §, 2021

Shun Patlan

City of Qrange Cove
633 Sixth Stroat

Orange Cove, CA 83646

Project: Notice of Intent fo Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the
Martinez Subdlivision project.

District CEQA Refarence No: 20210873

Dear Mr. Patlan;

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Alr Pollution Control District (District) has reviewed the
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the project referenced above from the City of
Orange Cove (Clty). The project consists of the subdivision of a 3,725 acre site Into a 18
single-family residential lots ranging from 8,057 square-faet to 8,435 square feet (Projact).
The Project is located at the intersection of Martinaz Straet and Anchor Avenue, in Orange
Cove, CA (APN 378-030-41), The District offers the following comments:

1) Clean Lawn and Garden Equipment in the Community

Since the Projact conslsts of residential development, gas-powered residentlal lawn
and garden equipment have the potential to result In an increase of NOx and PM2.5
emissions,  Utllizing electiic lawn ocare equipmert can provide residents with
immediate economic, environmental, and health benefits. The District recommends
fhe Projact proponent consider the District’s Clean Green Yard Machines {CGYM)
program which provides Incentive funding for replacement of existing gas powered

lawn and garden eguipment.

More Information on the District CGYM program and funding can be found at;

hitp:iwww.vallevair.org/grants/caym him
and hitp://valleyalr.ora/grants/cqym-commercial.him.
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San Joaguln Valiey Al Poltullon Conlrot Distriet Page 2,

Distriof Reforenve No. 20210873
Soptember &, 2021

2} Solar Deployment in the Community

It Is the policy of the State of Californla that renewable energy resolirces and zero-
carbon resources supply 100% of retall sales of electricity to Calfornla end-use
customers by December 31, 2046, While various emission contral technlques and
prograrms exlst to reduce air quallty emissions from moblle aind stationary sources, the
production of solar enargy is contributing to Improving alr quality and public health.
The District suggests that the Froject proponent consider the feasibillly of
Incorporating solar power systems, as an emission reduction strategy for this Project,

3} Charge Up! Electrle Vehicls Charger

To support further Installation of electric vehlele charging equipment and development
of suich infrastructire, the District offers incentlives to public agencles, businesses, and
property owners of multi-unit dwellings to festall electric charging Infrastructure (Levsl
2 and 3 chargers). The purpose of this Incentive program is to promote clean air
alternative-fuel technologles and the use of low or zero-emiaslon vehicles. Tha District
suggests that the City and Project proponent consider the feasibility of installing

electric vehlcle chargers for this Project.

Please visit www.vallevair.org/grants/chargeup.htm for more information.
4) District Rutes and Requlation

The District issues permits for many types of air pollution sources and regulates some
activitles not requiring permits. A project subject to District rules and regulation would
reduce its Impacts on air quallty through compliance with regulatory requirsments. In
general, & regulatioh Is a collection of rules, each of which deals with a spectfic topic.
Here are a couple of example, Regulation {f (Permits) deals with permitting emission
sources and Includes rules such as District permit requirements (Rule 2010), New and
Modified Statfonary Source Review (Rule 2201), and implementation of Emlssion

Reduction Credit Banking (Rule 2301).

The list of rules balow Is neither exhaustive nor exclusive. Current District rules can

be found online at: www.valleyalr.org/tilas/1ruleslist.htm. To identlfy other District

rules or regulations that apply to this Project or to obtain information about District
permit requirements, the applicant Is strongly encouraged to contact the District's
Small Business Assistance (SBA) Office at (559) 230-5888.

4a) District Rules 2010 and 2201 - Alr Quality Permitting for Stationary Souress

Stationary Source emissions Include any building, structure, factiity, or installation
which emits or may emit any affected poliutant directly or as a fugltive emission.
District Rule 2010 requires operators of emission sources to obtaln an Authority to
Construet (ATC) and Permit o Operate (PTO) from the District. District Rule 2201



San Joaguin Yalfsy Air Pollution Conleol District

Page 3

District Referance No, 20210878
Saptambar 8, 2021

4b}

4¢}

requires that new and modifled stationary sources of emissions mitigate thelr
emisslons using best available control tachnology (BACT).

This Project may be sublect to District Rule 2010 (Permlts Requited) and Rule
2201 {New and Modified Statlonary Scurce Review) and may requlre Distriot

permits.

Prlor fo commencing construction on any permit-required equipment cr process,
a finalized Authority to Construct (ATC) must be issued to the Project proponant
by the District. For further information or assistance, the project proponent may

contact the District's Smal Business Assistance (SBA) Office at (559) 230-5888.

District Regulation VIl (Fugitive PM10 Prohibltions)

The project proponent may be requlred to submit a Construction Notifleation Form
of submit and recelve approval of a Dust Controt Plan prior to commencing any
earthmoving activities as described In Regulation VI, specifically Rule 8021 -
Construction, Demolition, Excavation, Extraction, and Other Earthmoving

Activities.

The application for both tha Consfruction Notification and Dust Control Plan can

be found online at:
hitps:/www. valleyair.ora/busind/compiv/PM10Forms/DC P-Form.docx

Information ahout District Regulation VI can be found online at:
hitp//www, valleyalr.org/busind/comply/om10/compllance pm40.htm

Othar District Rules and Regulatlons

The Project may also be subject to the following District rules: Rule 4102
{Nutsance), Rule 4601 (Archilectural Coatings), and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow
Cure, and Emulsified Asphall, Paving and Maintenancs Operations). In the event
an existing building wilt be renovated, partially demollshed or removed, the project
may be subject o District Rule 4002 (Natlonal Emisslon Standards for Hazardous

Air Poliutants),
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Diskict Reference No, 20240073
September 8, 2027

5) District Conmment L etter

The District recommends that a copy of the District's comments be provided to the
Project proponent.

It you have any questions or require further Information, please contact Harout Sagherlan

by e-mall at Harout. Sagherlan@valleyair.org or by phone at (559) 230-5860.

Sinceraly,

Brian Clements
Director of Permil Services

For Matk Montelongo
Pragram Manager



RESOLUTION NO, 2021 - 24

A RESOLUTION BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION, CITY OF ORANGE COVE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA APPFROVING AN APPLICATION FOR A TENTATIVE
SUBDIVISION MAP NO. 6365, A REQUEST D0 SUBDIVIDE 3,725 ACRES INTO EIGHTEEN
NUMBERED LOTS LOCATED WITHIN THE R-f-6 (SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL,
MINIMUM 6,000 SQUARE FOOT LOT SIZX) ZONE. THE PROJECT SITE IS LOCATED ON
THE NORTH SIDE OF MARTINEZ STREET, WEST OF ANCHOR AVENUE (APN: 378-030~
41).

WHERFAS, the Martinez Tentative Subdivisian Map No, 6365 is a request submitted by Yanez
Construction (Eftain Yanez), to subdivide 3.725 acres into eighteen numbered lots focated within the R-1-
6 (Single-family Residential, 6,000 squate foot lot size) zone, "The project site is Iboated on the north side
of Martinez Street, weat of Anchor Avenue, (APN: 378-030-41); and,

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission, afier duly published notice held a public hearing beforp
gaid Commission on September 21, 2021; and,

WHEREAS, The Planting Commission finds the tentative subdivision map in aceordance with
Chapter 16.20 of ths Subdivision Ordinance of the City of Orange Cove, basad on the evidence contajned
in the staff report and testimony presented at the public hearing; and,

WHERIEAS, the Planning Commission finds that the projoet will not have a slgnificantly adverse
impact on the environment, and the lead agency has prepated environmental review documents pursuant

to the California Environtmental Quality Act (CEQAY); and,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission approves the
proposed tentative subdivision map based on the following specific findings sud based on the evidence

presented:

1. That the proposed location and layout of the Martinez Tentative Subdivision Map No.6365, its
improvement by design, und the conditions under which it will be maintained is consiatent with
the polisies and imtent,of the General Plan, Zoning Ordinance, and Subdivision Owdinance,

2. That the proposed Maytinez Tentative Subdivision Map No. 6365, its improvement and design,
and the conditions under which it will be maintained will not be defrimental to the public health,
safety, or welfare, nor materially injutious to proparties or improvements in the vieinity, not is it
likely to cause serious public health problems, The project site shaves a border with existing
residential development.

3. That the site is physically suitable for the proposed tentative subdivision map. The Martinez
Tentative Subdivision Map No, 6365 Is consistent with the intent of the General Plan,
Subdivision Ordinance, and Zoning Ordinance, and is not detrimental to the public health, safety,
or welfare or materially injurious to properties or improvements in the vieinity,

4. ‘That the proposed Martinez Tentative Subdivision Map No. 6365, design of the subdivision or the
type of improvements will not confHct with easements, acquired by the public at large, for aceess



Resolution No.
Martinez Subdivision

14, Applicant shall provide sewer mains and service facilitles as directed by the City Engineer and

pay all applicable fees,

Grading and Drainage:
15, Applicant shall propare and submit 8 Grading and Site Improvement Plan for proposes] on-site

improvements for review and approval by the City Fngineer. Applicant shall obtain a Grading
and Site Improvement Permit once plans are approved,

16, Applicant shall obtain a NPDES permit from the Regional Water Quality Control Board. The
plan shalt provide for the mitigution of soil erosion from the projest site during the construction
and wartanty petiods and be submitted (o the City prior to the start of construction or ground-
disropting activities,

{7. As part of the mitigation measures for soil erosion, the applicant shall be responsible for street
swoeping during the one-year warranty period,

Parlc / Aesthetics:
18, A landsesping and frigation plan shall be propated and subtitted for review by the City

Enginser for proposed on-site and off-site (within the City right-of-way) landscaping, Landscape
and irrigation features shall be low water consumption designa consistent with AB 1881 and
Orange Cove municipal ordinances, The applicant shall install front yard landseaping and
automated icrigation in all front yards, ideally Hmiting turf,

19, Applicent shall perfortn Jandseape rmeintenance within ths street right-of-way for a period of one-
year after acoeptance of the tract improvements hy the City Council. Maintenance includes all
irrigation system repairs and replacement of stressed or dead vegetation,

20. Applicant shall comnply with all regulations imposed by the creation of a landscaping and lighting
district, which will be formed to naintain landscape features on the propesed subdivision,

- Schoola:

21. The development will be required to pay school impaet fees in order to offset the cost of
educational resources generated by the proposed profect.

Utilities:

22. All existing overhead utilities adjacent to the subdivision shall be undergrounded, including

transformera, _
23. All electric, cable talovision, telephone, internet, etc. services shall be provided to the subdivision

and slail be yndergrounded, '
24. Applicant shall provide a street light plan for review and approval by the City Engineer.
Streetlights shall be LED and be provided by the developer and maintained by the City,
25. Applicant shall work with PG&E for the pteparation of a utility plan, subject 16 the review and
approval by the City Engineer prior to the approval of the frprovement plans and prior to the
start of construction, All werk shall be completed sach that no street surface needs to he reapened

in order to be serviced,

Irrigation:
26. Any irrigation facilities, private or otherwige, shall be relocated outside of the: strest right of way,

except at streot crossings, Any irdgation lines that must remadn in service shall be reconstructed
with mubber gasket and reinforced concrets pipe.
Culiural Resources:



34,

35,

36.

37.

8.

Resolution No.
dariinez Subdivision

Applicant agrees the City ay, st any Lime, require the Applicant to refmburse the City for
attorney fecs, costs that have baen, or which the City reasonably anticipates will be, incurred by
the City during the course of any suit or challenge. Such attorney fees shall include any and all
attorney fees incurred by the City fiom its legal counsel, Tuitle & MeCloskey, and any special
legal counsel retained by the City. Applicant shall reimburse City within thirty (30) days of
veceipt of an ltemized written invoice from City. Failurs of the Applicant to timely relmburse the
City shall be considered a material breach of the conditions of approval for the Tentative Map.
Applicant shall comply with and shall requite all coniractors to comply with all prevailing wage
laws, rules snd regulations applicable to any work to be perforred as a result of approval of the
Tentative Map (collestively “Subdivision Woik™), Applicant shall be solely tesponsible for
making any and all decisions regarding whether any portion or aspect of the Subdivision Work,
inchuding, without limitation, any fort of reimbursement by the City to the Applicant oy any
contractor, will require the payment of prevafting wages. Further, Applicant will be solely
responsible for the payment of any claims, fines, penalties, reimbursements, payments, and the
defense of any actions that may be initiated against Applicant or any contractor as a 1esult of
faflore to pay prevailing wages,

The Applicant shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the Clity Parties, from and against any
and all claims, damages, losses, judgements, lighilitias, causes of action, expenses and other costs,
including, without limitation, litigation costs and attorney’s fees, arlsing out of, resulting from, or
in any way in connection with any viclation or.claim of violation of any prevailing wage law, tule
or regulation applicable to atty portion or aspect of the Subdivision Work, Applicant’s obligation
to defend, indemnify and hold City Parties harmless specifically includes, but is not limited to,
any sult or administrative action against the City Parties whick claims a violation of any
prevailing wage law, rale or regulation applicable to any portion or aspect of the Subdivision
Work,

The Applicant agtees its obligations to defend, indemnify and hold the City Parties harmless,
ghall nclude without imitation, City staff time, copying costs, count costs, the costs of any
judgements or awards against the City Parties for darnages, loases, litigation cosls, or attorney’s
fees arising out of eny violation or claim of violation of any prevailing wage law, rule, or
regulation applicable to any portion or agpect of the Subdivision Work and costs of any
seftlement representing damages, litigation costs and attorney’s fees to be paid fo other parties
arlsing out of any such proceeding or suit.

Applicant agrees the Cify may, at any time, require the Applicant to reimburse the City for costs
that have been, ar which the City reasonably anticipates will be, incutred by the City durlng the
course of any suit proceeding regarding violation of any prevailing wage law, rule or regulation.
Such attorney fees shall include any and all attorney fees incued by the City from lts legal
counsel, Tuttle & McCloskey, and any speeial legat counsel retained by the City. Agpplicant ghall
teimaburss the City within thirty (30) days of receipt of an itemized widiten nvoice from the City.
Fallure of the Applicant to titsely reimburse the City shall be considered a material violation of

the conditions of approval of the Tentative Map,



Resolutlot No.
Martinez Subdivision

39, The owner/developer shall provide security cameras on the site with the design as
awner/developers expense, specifications and placement location(s) as approved by the Otange

Cove Police Department.
40. The owner developer agtees to pay all actual vosts for processing all application(s) as invoiced by

the City of Orange cove,

The foregoing resolution was adopted upon, & motion by Commissioner , Commissioner
seconded the motlon at & regular meeting of the Orange Cove Planning Commission on the

21t of September, 2021, and carried by the following vote:

AYEHS:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ARSENT:

Chairperson,

City Clerk
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NOTICE OF INTENT
A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

TO: Agervies, Organizations, and Intetestod Parties,

SUBFBCT: Notice of Infent to Adopl a Mitipated Negative Declaration for the Martines Subdivision
Braject,

The Cliy has propared this Notieg of Intent to Adopt a MND to Provide an opporiuntly for input from
public agenciex, ovgrnizations, and Inerssted partios on the enviropmental apalysis addressing the
potential effects of the preposed progent,

PROVECT TUTLE: Mattinez Subdiviston

PROJECT LOCATION: The 3,725 acere project site &s lopated northwest of the intersection of Mart}nez
Sireet and Anchor Avepue, in the southwest Rucchrait of the city, The site is south of a vacant lot, eagt and
north of medium end high density residentiaf dwellings, and wegt of contral oommercinl retai] guage,

PROILCT DESCRIPTION: The proposed praject is a planting application for g tentative suhdtviston

+ map pekt 10 subdivido a 3,725 acre site lovated oy Mastingz Stiect into 18 single-family restdential fots
to allow for the construstion of 18 mediom donsity detached residential dwellings et a density of 0.207
aeras por lot, The 18 proposed lots range from 6,057 squaresfest to 8433 squate-foet, with the Jot gtaded
from back of lot to front of lot, nosth fo sotith, alohg the same grade as the nahural hydrelogy. The
proposed tight-of-way would be 56 feet wide and conpeot to Markines Street,

PUBILAC REVIEW: The MND is available for & 20-day publie rovisw period boginning Augnst 11 s 2021
and ending Augnst 31, 2021, Copies of the MND are availablo for review on the City’s website at

rityoforangecove.com,

AGENCY/ E'.UBLEC COMMENTS: Written comments on the MND for the prapesod project st be
reooived ho later than August 31, 2021, Send commments by wadl to Clty of Orange, 633 Sixth Sireet,
Orange Cove, Ca, 93646/Attention: Shun Patlan or by email at shun@eityoforangecove.com, ¥ yon



E202110000147.

require additional information please contact Tristan Suire at (774) 3642856 or Shun Patlan at (559) 626-
4488, Hixt 217

PUBILIC HIEARYING: The Orange Cove Planning Commission will considor this ftem tentatlvoly
planned for September 21, 2021 or a8 soon therenfiet as possible, Hearing will be held at the City Cotne]
Chinmbers at Qotober 13, 2021

Te confirm the date and time of the roeetings and for additional information concerning the proposed
project, pleage check the City's website oltyoforangecove,com,
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SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE, TYPE OR PRINT CLEARLY,

i State of Califomia - Department of Fish and Wiidlife
el 2021 ENVIRONNMENTAL FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT
y DFW .753.561 (REV. 01/01f21) Previcusly DFG 753.5a

RECEIPT NUMBER;

E202010000492
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER (I apphoable)

LEAD AGENCY LEAD AGENGY ENTAIL DATE
CITY OF ORANGE COVE 08/41/2021
COUNTY/STATE AGENCY OF FILING DOCUMENT NUMBER
FRESNO COUNTY E202110006192
PRGIECT TITLE
RMARTINGZ SUBDIVISION
PROJECT APPLICANT NAME PROJECT APELIGANT EMAIL PHONE NUMBER
CITY OF ORANGE COVE {774) 364-2066
PROJECT APFLICANT ADDRESS oty STATE  |ZIP CODE
633 §IXTH &Y ORANGE GOVE GA Ba846
PROJEST APPLIGANT (Check appropiale box)
] Locai Publls Agancy ] schoot District 7] other special Distriot [[] state Agency [ Pivate Entity
CGHECK APPLICABLE FEES:
1 Environmiental tmpact Report (EIR} $3,445.25 0.00
[ MmigateciNagative Declaration (VND)ND) v $248026 0.00
E{I Cerlifled Regutatory Program {CRP) document - payment due diractly to GRFW 147128 § 0.00

(] Exempt from fee

[} Wetice af Examplion (attuch)
I cnrw Mo Effect Determinalion (attach)

|:| Feq praviously pald {attech previously lasued sash recaipt copy)

[ Water Right Agpliaztion or Patition Fea (State Water Resources Gontrol Board only) $as0.0o0  § 0.00

[T county dogumantary handiing fae ' $50.00 § 0.00

[] other 0.00
FAYWENT METHOD:

[Tloash [ Jcredit [“Johack  [“Jofher . TOTAL RECEIVED ¢ 0.00

- SIGNATURE

X

AGENGY OF FILING PRINTED NAME AND TITLE

oy,

Dakota Thurston  Baputy Glerk

pakata Thigcts

QRIGINAL - PROJECT APALICANT

GORY « COPWIAZD

GOPY - LEAD AGRNGY COPY « 2OUNTY GLERK DFW 763,85 {Rev. 06012020)



BEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE, TYPE OR PRINT CLEARLY,

State of Califomia - Depattment of Fish and Wildlifa
2021 ENVIRONMENTAL FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT
DEW 763.6a (REV. 01/01/21) Previously DFG 763,62

E202410000192

RECEIPT NUMBER:

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER (F applicable)

LEAD AGEMCY
CITY OF ORANGE COVE

© . |LEAD AGENCY EMAIL.

DATE
BBH112021

COUNTY/STATE AGENCY OF FILING

FRESNO GOUNTY

DOCUMENT NUMBER
£202110000192

PROJECT TITLE
MARTINGZ SUBDIVISION

FROJECT APPLICANT NAME
CITY OF ORANGE GOVE

PROJECT APPLICANT EMALL

PHONE NUMBER
{774) 384.288

PROJECT APPLICANT ADDRESS
623 SIXTH 8T '

ciry ETATE
ORANGE COVE CA

ZiP COnE
93646

PROJECT APPIIGANT (Chack appropriate box)
L} schoot Distrlat ] other spaciai Diskint [} state Agancy ] Private Enthy

@ Lacal Public Agency

GHECK APPLICABLE FEES:

[T Enviconmental Inpact Report (EIR) $3,44825 §
[] Mitgateutbagative Daciaration (MND)ND) $2,480.26
[X] certiiled Ragulatory Pragrem {CRP) docurient - payment due directly to CDFW #1135 &

7] Exempst feom foe

0.00

s

0.00°

0,00

[ Notice of Exemptlon ¢attach)
D COFW No Effact Dalermingtion (attach)

] Fes previously pald {aitach pravicusly sevied cash racaipt copy)

D Walsr Right Application or Patitlon Fee (State Water Resources Contral Board only) B8GO.00 G
E.] Gounty documentary heridiing fas $60.00

[0 other

PAYMENT METHOD:

[Jceash  [Joreae [Joheck [Jother TOTAL RECEIVED  §

0.00

0,00

0.00

0.00

" BIGNATURE

AGENCYlOF FILING PRINTED NAME AND TiTLE

X /@W " TDaketa Thurston Depuly Glotk
AT

CRIGINAL « PROJECT APHLIGANT

CONY < CIFNIASYE CORY « LEAD AGENTY COPY - GOUNTY CLENK

DFW 7if53 Ba (Rov. 86042020}



Notice of Determination Appendix D

From: Contract City Planners,

‘To: Connty Clerk

County of Fresno C & 8, 1002 West Main Street,
2221 Ketn Street, Visalin, CA, 93291
Fresno, CA 94721 (559) 734 - 8737

Subject: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 and 21152 of the Public

Resonrees Code,

Project Title: Martinez Subdivision

Profect Applicant; Eftain Yanez
Project Location: The subject property i3 iocated on the north side of Martinez Street, between Anchor

Avenue and Lopez Lane in Orange Cove, The APN s 378-030-41 (3,725 acres),
Profoct Description: Tho applicant has applied for 4 3.725 acte tentative subdivision map that proposed

18 single-family residential lots ot & density of 0,207 acres per lot,

This !s to advise that the lead agency has approved the above described project on and hag
made the following determinations regarding the above described project,

1. The projeet will not have a significant effect on the environment.

2. A Mitigated Negative Declaration was propared for this project pursuant to the provisions of
CEQA.

Mitigation messutes were mads 8 condition of the approval for this projeot.

A mitigation reparting or monitoring plan was adopted for this project

A statemont of Ovesriding Considerations was not adopted for this project,

Findings were made pursuant to the provisions of CHQA.,

oW

This is to certify that the Mitigated Negative Declaration and responses and reeord of project approval is
available o the Genoral Public at;

Signature (Public Agency)
Title:
Date:
Date Received for filingat OPR:_




MITEGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
CITY OF ORANGE COVR

MARTINEZ SUBDIVISION PROJECT

Section 21081.6 of the Public Resautces Code and Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines
require adoption of a Mitigation Monitoting or Reporting Program for all projects for which an
Envitontental Impact Report (BIR) or Mitigated Nogative Declaration (MND) has been
prepared, pursuant of AB 3180 enacted January 1, 1989,

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Progtar (MMRP) describes the procedures for
implementation of the mitigation measures adopted for the proposed project as identified in the
Initial Study and MND. The propased MMRP will be considered by the City of Orange Covo
pior to the adoption. of the MND. The MMRP will be in place through a1l phases of the
proposed project, including design, construction, and operation as applicable. The City is
responsible for administering the MMRP activitios ot delegating them to staff, other
departments, consultants, or contractors, The City will also ensure that monitoring is documented
through required reports and any potential shortcomings are promptly cotrected, Tracking
compliance will be the responsibility of the designated environmental monitor, Impacts that

raquire mitigation measures are as follows:

Potentially Less Than | Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant with | Significant ‘
Impagt Mitigation Impact
Utilities and Social Services ~-
Would the project:
1. Have sufficient water _
supplied available to ] %] O N

serve the project from
axisting entitlements and
TESOULCEs, OF are new or
expanded entitlements
needed?



Sowrces: Tentative Tract Map Application filed by Afesin Vanez, Letier from State
Water Resources Control Board Dated 5/27/21 regarding Compliance Order No.
03_23 17R 001_Al, Initial Study prepared for the Martinez Subdivision Project,

Fiading of Fact: The project will have a less than significant impact with incorporation
of mitigation measures.

Diseussion: The proposed project will be comnected to the city’s water systom. The city
water supply originates from Millerton Lake, the surface waters of which are conveyed
via the Friant-Kern Canal, which is then treated at the city’s water treatment plant in
order to meet State Drinking Water Standards, From the plant it is transmitted to

residents, businesses, and industey in the city,

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)first issued the City of Orange Cove
a Compliance Order in February of 2017, and then again in June of 2020, for failure to
ensure that sufficlent water was available to adequately, dependably, and safely supply all
users in the city under maximum demand conditions, This is because the Felant-Kemn
Canal is periodically shut down for extended time periods during winter months for
maintenance. Therefore, the City must address the need to develop an altarnative source
of supply to meet the demands on the system during fiture maintenance shutdowns.

The City of Orange Cove has submitted two applications to the SWRCB Division of
Financial Assistance (DFA), to find constraction of two new package water treatment
plants, which will replace the existing aging plant. The completion of this application and
construction will take several years, however it is an imperative to providing sufficient
water supplies, The second application is to fimd a plahning project to dovelop additional
sources of water, to date the application has not been desmed complote by the DFA,

The current agsessment by the SWRCB is that the supply of water in Orange Cove is
insufficient to support pending annexations on the grounds that the residential dwellings
intendod for these projects will exceed the capacity of Orange Cove to reliably supply
users under maximum demand cenditions. This finding implies that the addition of
residential dwellings within the city will strain water demands. This addifional strain has
the potential {o lead to expanded entitlements on water to supplement supply, and
therefore the following measures must be incorporated into the project to ensure less than

significant impact.



Mitigation: The completion of the two aforementioned DFA applications and subsequont
compliance with SWRCB standards will secure the water supply needed to religbly

- gevice the project, If the SWRCB requitoes the identification of a groundwater source,
then plang for wells and above ground storage (elevated tanks) facilities must be
consideted to witigate the impacts of securing additional entitlements from the Friatit-
Kern. canal, In addition, the propoesed project will be required to implement best practices
regerding landscape features to reduce the waier demands generated by the landseaping

in the proposed project.
USS-4 The following measures shall be implemented:

Measure USS-4.A: Before initiation of construction or ground-disturbing
activities associated with the project, the City shall requite compliance with all
SWRCB standards pursuant of Compliance Order No, 03_23 17R_001.

Mensure USS-4.B: If compliance with the SWRCB is contingent on
implementation of plans related to water supply, then this project must incotpotate
all applicable aspects of those plans as mitigation measures in order to keep
impacts to a less than significant level,

Measwre USS-4.C: To the maximum extent feasible, Hmit use of turf or water
intensive landscape features present on lots in the proposed project, and encourage
use of droughi-tolerant vegetation, gravels, and other hardscape features,

Monitoring and Reporting:

Enforcoment Agency- Contract City Engineers (A&M Consulting Engineers) or
applicable monitoring consultant. |

Monitoring Frequency- Prior to submigsion of site plan review. Prior to initiation of
constraction of ground-disturbing activities, and ongoing during construction,

Compliange Actlon- Project Permit Compliance Review, to be conducted at the discretion
of the enforcement agency,



Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration

Martinez Subdivision
Tentative Subdivision Map No,

City File No,



The contract city planners have reviewed the proposed praject described bolow to determine whether it
could bave a significant effect on the environment as a result of project completion, “Bignificant effeot on
the eavironment” is defined as a substantisl, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the
physical conditions within the aven affected by the project including land, air, water, minerals, flora,
fauna, ambieitt nolse, and objects of historis or aesthetic significance,

NAME OF PROJECT: Martinez Streot Subdivision,

PROJECT FILE NUMBER:

PROJECT LOCATION AND ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBER: The subjeot propeity is located on
the northwest of intersection of Martinez Street and Anchor Avenue, in the'southwest quadrant of the city,
The Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) is 378-030-41, containing approximately 3.7 acres. The property
is located in Section 14, of Township 15 South and Rango 24 Best, M.D.B.&M.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed project is 2 planning application for a tentative subdivision
map permit {o subdivide a 3,725 acre site into 18 single-farnily residentlal lots at a denslty of 0,207 acres

per lot.
APPLICANT CONTACT INFORMATION:

Efiain Yaneg, General Contractor / Owner

Yanez, Constroction
42931 Rd. 52, Reedley, CA. 93654

"FINDING: In accordsnee with the California Bnvirontoental Quallty Act (CEQA), the City of Orange
Cove has preparcd an Hifial Study to determine whether the proposed project may have any significant
advetse effiect on the environment. The Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declatation reflect
the indspendent judgement of the contract city plantter and city staff, On the basis of the Initial Study, the

ity of Orange Cove horeby finds:

The proposed profect will not have a significant adverse mpact on the environment, The rofect has
incorporated specific provisions and mitigation measures to reduce potential impacts to lesy than

stenificant levels,

The attached Initial Study and mitigation measure provide the foundation and reasons for Preparing a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for this project.

PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES:

The foltowing Mitigation Measuros are extracted from the Initial Study. These measures are designed to
avoid or minitaize potentlally significant impacis, therehy reducing themn (o an insignificant lavel, A
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is an integral pact of project implementation
pursuant to AB 3180, passed in 1988, and ensures that mitigation is properly implemented by the City and



the implemonting agencies, The MMRP will describe actions required 1o jmplement the appropriate
mitigation for each CEQA category including identifying the responsible agonoy, program timing, and
program monitoring requitements, Based on the analysis and conelusions of the Initial Study, the impacts
of the proposed project would be mitigated to less-than-significant lovels with the implementation of the

mitigation measures presented below.

XVIL UTILITIES AND SBRVICE SYSTEMS

Discussion: The proposed project will be connocted to the city’s water system. The eity water supply
originates from Millerton Lalke, the surface waters of which are convoyed by the Brant-Ketn Canal,
which is then trented to meet State Deinking Water Standards, and finally transmisted to residents,
businesaes, snd industry in the city, The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) issued the City
of Orange Cove a Compliance Oxder first in February of 2017, and then again in June of 2020, for fathure
to ensute that sufficient water was available to adeguately, dependably, and safely supply all users under
maxinum demand conditions, This 1s becanse the Friant Kern Canal is periodically shut down for
extended time petiods during winter months for maintenance such as hethicide application. Therefore the
City must address the need to develop an alternative source of supply to meet the demands on the system

during foreseeable Feiant Kemn shutdovms,

The City of Orange Cove has submitted twoe applications to the SWRCB Division of Finanoial Assistance
(DEA) with regatds to providig adequately reliable water supply, The first s to fund construetion of two
new package surface water treatment plants to replace the existing aging plants. The gompletion ef thig
applicution and construction will take soveral years, however it is an imperative to providing sufficient
treatment infrastructure. The secotd Is to fund a planning project to develop additional souroe capacity,
however the appication has not been deemed complete by the DFA.

The ousrent assessment by the SWRCB that the supply of water in Qrange Cove is insufficlent to support
annexations on the grounds that the residential dwellings intended for thess projects will exceed the
capacity of Orange Cove (o reliably supply users under maxtmurm demand conditions, implies that the
addjtion of residential dwellings within the city will similarly strain water demands, This has the potential
to lead to expanded entitlornents on water to supplement supply, and therefore the following measyres
roust be incotporated {nto the project to ensure loss than significant impact,

Mitigation Measure USS-4: The completion of’ the two afurementioned DFA applications ang
subsequent compliance with SWRCB standards will secure the water supply needed to reliably ensure
that the project will not require new resources or entitlements, ¥ fho SWRCE requires the identifioation
of additional groundwater source capacity, then plans for aquifer recharge and recovery systems, water
{ower infrasiructure, or other capacity increasing practices must be sonsidered to mitigate the impaoty of

potentially accquiring additional water supply resources,

US8-4 The following measures shall be implemented:

Measure U8S-4.A: Before initiation of construction or ground-distubing activities assosiated
with the project, the City shall requite compliance with all SWROT standardy pursuant of



Compliance Opder No. 03_23_17R 001, evidenced by the completion and submission of two (2)
pending applications with the DFA,

Mensure USS-4,B: If complinnee with the SWRCB s contingent on implementation of plans
related to water supply, then this project applicaris must incorporate durlng bufldout all
applicable aspects of those plans g3 mitigation measures i order o keep impacts to a fess than
sigunificaut level,

Mensure USS-4,C: To the maxiumn extent feasibls, limit use of turf or water infensive
landscape features present on all lois in the proposed projest, and encourage use of drought
resistant vegelation, gravels, and other xeriscaped landscape featutes.

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOL:;
Befors 5:00 P.M. on ending date, any person may:
1. Review the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration as an informational documment obly; or
2. Submit written comments tegarding the information, analysis, and mifigation measures in the
Draft MND. Before the MND is adopted, planning staff will prepare written 1esponses to any

comments, and revise the Draft MND, as nocessaty, to reflect any concerns raised during the
public review poriod. All written comments will be included as part of the Final MND,

Circulated On:

Adopted Om;

Circvlation Period;




initierl Brvivonmentad Sty

City gf Orange Cove
Muartinez, Subdivision Project

3.0 DISCUSSION OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

This section of the Initial Study analyzes potential impacts of the proposed project, For each
topic issue & determination of the magnitude of the impact is made via checklist, and then the
impact is analyzed and discussed, Whete appropriate, mitigation measures are identified that will

reduce or eliminate an impact,

Potentially Lest Than Less Than No Impaect
Significant Significant with | Significant
Jmpaet Mitigation Impact
L AESTHETICS -
Would the project:
1. Have a substantial
adverso effect on a [ [ X |

geenic vista

Discussion: The project will have an impact on the visual environment due to the
constraction, of homes and subsequent loss of open space, The loss of three acres of open
space in & predominantly urban area is not deemed significantly impacifal, Further, this
“potential to degrade scenic resources” ig acknowledged in the Final BIR prepared for the
Orange Cove General Plan, The Orange Cove City Councit adopted a “Statement of
Overriding Congideration” when the Final BIR was certified.

2. Substantially damage
scenic resources, including O M a 4
but not limited {0, trees,
rock outeroppings, and
historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?



Citv of Orange Cove Dnitial Bnvironmenial Sty
Martinez Subdivision Project

Patentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Signilicant Lmpnet
Impael Mitigation Inpagct

Discussion: There are not any significant scenic resoutoes on the subject property
including trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings.

3. Substantially degrade the
existing visual character or [ | b4 [

quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Discussion: The project will be consistent with the visnal character of the adjacent
neighbotheods to the south and west, as woll as being within a half mile walking distance
to both the elementary school to the southeast, and the central commerclal district of Patlc
Boulevard to the northeast. Given the subject property is within Orange Cove's city
limits, and zoned for medium density residential uses, it is likely that the plot will be
furthor developed for residential purposes within the next five years, This is consistent
with and discussed further in the Land Use Element of the Orange Cove General Plan,

4, Create a new sowrce of
subscantial light or glare [ O [l
that would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in
the area?

Discussion: The new sources of light that will be introduced into the area will be street
lighting that will be installed when the subdivision is constructed, as well as lighting from
the homes themselves including interior and porch lighting. In general, this lighting will
only illuminate the ground ditectly below the light standards. The addition of lighting to
the street-lined areas of the community is typical of parcels transitioning from vacant to

residential,



initied Esvironmemal Sty

Cine of Orange Cove
Martinez Subdivision Project

Patentially Less Than Less Thau No
Signilican Sipniloant with Bignificant Tmpaet
Impact bitlontion Impact

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESQURCES --

In détermining whether impacts to agriculiursl resources are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refor to the California Agricultural Land Bvaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) propared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an
aptional model to use in agsessing impacts on agriculture and farmland, In determining
whether impacis to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the states inventory of forest
land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy
Assessent project; and the forest carbon moasurement methodology provided in the
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Boand,

Would the project;

1. Convert Prime Farmband, X
Unique Parmland, or O n K] O

Farmland of Siatewide
Importance {Farmland),

as shown an the maps
prepared pursnant to the
Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency,
to non-agricultural use?

Discussion: The proposed project will ucbanize approximately 3.7 acres of land that wag
previously used as a vacant lot. However the California Department of Conservation
ineludes the property as “Farmaland of Local Importance”, Despite this designation, there
are no contracts in place to maintain the land in agriculiure. Further, the environmental
impact of this urbanization was acknowledged in the BIR prepared for the Orange Cove
General Plan. A “Statement of Oventiding Consideration” was adopted for this
environmental document when the Fina! EIR was certified by the Orange Cove City

Counoil,



e of Orimge Cove fitiad Evvivommenial Stcly
Martinez Subdivision Project

Potentially L Than Less Than
Signilicant Sigpificanl with Significant
Ipact Miligation Tmpact
2, Conflict with existing
zoping for agticultural 1 0 Cl
use, or a Williamson Act
conirgct?

Na
tnpael

Discussion: The proposed subdivision is not under an agricultural preserve contract nor
will the project adversely impact existing agricultural operations in the immediate areq,

since land on three sides of the subject property is currently urbanized. None of the

properties adjacent to the proposed subdivision are zoned for agriculture.

3. Conflict with cxisting
zoning for, or cause (3 1 O
rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in Public
Resources Code §12220(g)) ,
ot timbetland (as defined
in Publi¢ Resources
Code §4526)?

Discussion: The subject property is nof zoned for forestry and is not forested,

4, Result in the loss of
forest land or ] 0 O
conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

Discussion: The subject property is not foresied, and the proposed project would not

inxpact forested lands,



Oiee of Orange Convg iniciad Envivonmental Shudy
Martinez Subdivision Projec

Poteniially Logs Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Lapact Mitjgation Inynct

3. Involve other changes in
the existing environment, [ | X |
which, due to their location
or nature, could result in
convetsion of Farmland,
to non-agriculivral uge
or conversion of forestland
to non-forest uss?

Disenssion: The project will result in the conversion of vacant farmland to non-farmland
uses. The impact of this conversion was discussed in the FIR prepared on the Orange
Cove General Plan, A “Statement of Overriding Consideration” was approved for the
FIR, which acknowledged the environmental impact of converting farmland to non-
farmland uses. Further, the subject property is not currently zoned nor used for
agricultural or forested uses.

I AIR QUALITY -

Whete available, the signlficance of criteria established by the applicable ait quality
management or ait pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following

determinations,
Would the project:

1. Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the | [l X I

applicable air quality plan?

Discussion: The project will have litile if any impact on the Air Disirict’s Quality Plan,
The project will not generate enough emissions to cause the Adr District to exceed
thresholds establishad by the STVAPCD for ozone precursors and COa, The project will
generate the following teips:

I8 single-family units x 9.55 trips per household = 172 trips per day

10



Laitia Envivenmenial Sty

Clitye af Orange Cove
Marlinez Subdivigion Project

Potstially Lags Than Less Than No
Bignificant Signiticant will Significant Linpacl
Impag Miligation Impact

These trips can be converted to peak morning and evening teips, The single-family
residential homes will generate 14 trips per peak morning hour and 17 trips per peak

evening hour,

All of these residential trips will utilize one collector street, Martinez Street, which
borders the subject site on the south, running east to west, and connecting to Anchor
Avenue, 2 major thoroughfare. By virtue of the parcel size and shape, & cul-de-sac ig the
only reasonably appropriate design layout for the proposed project, and therefore shall
have no through traffic by definition, Traffic wishing to ttavel east and west will uge
Martinez Sireet to access South Avemue by way of Rodriguez Sireet, accessing the citrus
farms to the east and rosidential communities to the west, Traffic wishing to travel north
and south can use Martinez Street to access Anchor Avenue, which leads toward
‘downtown and eventually out of the city to the north, and past schools and g community
center and open space to the south. Given that peak hour trips are low and the abundsnce
of intersections neatby to the subject property, it is very unlikely that any one intersection
. hear the proposed project will be adversely impacted, Further, bacanse the subdivision is
within half of a mile of'an elementary school, a grocery store, a church, and retail, many
people are expected to walk to these destinations rather than drive.

While the air emissions generated by the project will add to the Air Basin’s already
nonattainment status for cestain pollutants including ozone (both one and eight-hour
measurenents), PM 10, and PM 2.5, the project is not deemed significant by the Air
Quality District because is doos not meet certain emissions thresholds.

In tho case of the Mattinez project the sensitive receptors adjacent to the project include
residents who live in the single-family dwellings both to the west and south. Most of the
emissions that could have an adverse impact on the health of the nearby residents will
stem ftom the operation of motor vehicles. The amount of emissions {pollutants)
generated by this project over time (buildout of the project will occur for up to 2 period of
thtee years) will depend on the number of trips entering and exiting the project site as
well ag the types of vohicles and their driving speed..

11
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City of Orargre Cove
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Polentially [.eas Than Less Than No
Signilicant Significant with Significant Tinpact
leapagt Miligation Impagt

Therefore, because of the above findings and conditions in the San Joaquin Valley that
clearly dominate the air quality In the Valley such as climate change, topography, air
inversions, wildfires, agricultural spraying, discing, praning, harvesting, land leveling,
trucking, efe.; and emissions flowing from the notth end of the Valley towards the south,
the purpose of requiring a Health Risk Scrooning/Assessment for this projectis

unnecessary and unreasonable.

There are situations where such an assessment would be warranied, Examples would
include a land-uge decision where an agricultural chemical company, fossil fuel refinery,
cump site, or manufacturing operations that was generating a significant volume of toxic
air emissions was being proposed adjacent to residential development, a school or
hospitat. This project does not fall into any of these categories. For this reason air quality
analysis provides sufficient information to show that the long-term operation of the
project will not have an adverse impact on the heglth or well- being of the residents who

live nearhy,

Further, using the VMT screening tool provided by the Fresno Council of Governments
(COG), the projected VM T/capita for the proposed project is 9.4. This is below the most
stringent 15% threshold based on Orange Cove’s regional average which is 10.2 VMT
per capita. Therefore no additional VM analysis is required for the proposed project,

The ubanization of this area of Orange Cove and its impact on air quality were discussed
in the Final EIR that was certified by the Orange Cove City Council, The City Council
adopled a “Statement of Overriding Consideration” when the Final BIR was cettified,

2. Violate any air quality
standard or contribuge 0 J %4 1
substantially fo an existing
or projected air quality
violation?

12
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Ciry af Ovange Cove
Martinez Subdivision Projecl

Polentially Lesg Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Signi lean Tpac!
Lmpaet Mitigation lupacl

Discussion; The projeot will not violate any air quality standards nor will it exceed the
Air District’s emissions thresholds causing the project to be deemed significant,

Air emissions will be generated duting the construction phase of the project, but the Air
District’s fugitive dust rules (Regulation VIII, Fugitive PM 10 Prohibitions) will ensure
that the project will not violate any of the District’s standards for dust emissions,

3. Resultina cymulatively
considerable net increase [ [ 4 [
of any critetla pollutant
for which the project region
is in nonattainment under
an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions
which excoed quantitative
thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

Discunssion: The proposed project will not generate significant criteria pollutants for
which the region is in nonattainment, nor will emissions exceed throsholds established by
the STVAPCD for ozone precursors. The impact for urban development within the project
area on air quality was discussed in the BIRs prepared for the Orange Cove General Plamn,
and a “Statement of Overriding Consideration” was adopted for the Final BIR,

4. Expose sensitive reoeptors
to substantial pollution a1 r [

concentrations?
Discussion: Residents that will live in the proposed project area will not be exposed to

any substantial polution concentrations. The lots north of the project site are largely
vacant and zoned for general commercial uses (disqualifying uses that would potentially

13
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Potentintly Loga Then Less Than No
Signilicant Significant with Significant Topacy
Impac) Mitigation Impac!

significantly increase concentrations of pollutants), likewise to the east there ate contry]
comuercial and public facility spaces occupied by a supermarket, rotail and an
amthulance service dispaich building, To the south and west are single-family homes.

3. Create objectionable odors
affecting a substantial 0 [ & o

pumber of people?

Discussion: The project is not expected to resnlt in odors that will affect residents on or
adjacent to the site. The construction of the subdivision will not create any odors that will
be obnoxious to surtounding residents, Further, long-term use of the subject site for
residential uses is not expected to produce objectionable odors,

IV. BIOQLOGICAL RESOURCES ~

Would the project:

1. Has a substantial adverse
effect, cither direcely or W) a B4 I
through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or
special stains species in local
ot regional plans, policies or
regulations, or by the
California Depatiment of
Fish and Game or 11,8,

Fish and Wildlife service?

Discussion: The proposed project will not have an adverse impact on special status

species on plants or animals. The subject property is vacant and given the histoty of the
cotnunity, may have been once used for agriculture, The likelihood of sensitive species
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inhabiting the site is remote, given cultutal practices associated with farming ineluding
soil disruption and compaction, spraying, irrlgating, and discing,

2. Have a substantial adverse
effect on any riparian | O []
habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified
in local or regional plans,
policies, and regulations or
by the California Department
of Fish and Game or 1.8,
Fish ang Wildlife Service?

Discussion: There are no riparfan woodland corridors that exist within or adjacent to the
subject property, nor ate thete atty sensitive natural communities within the subject area
or neatby. The territory is currently fallow and any native habitat was removed in favor

of the vacant lot, which has now overgrown with weeds.

3. Have a substantial adverse
effect on federally protected [ 1 | ]
wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the
Clesn Water Act (including,
but not limited to, marsh,
vertial pool, coastal,ete.)
through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or
other means?
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Disenssion: The subject property does not contain a wetland as defined by Section 404 of
the Clear Water Act. Further, the tetritory does not contain any soil types that are
associated with wetlands (hydrophytic soils).

4, lnterfore substantially with
the movement of any native LI {1 [ M|
regident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with
established native resident
or migratory wildlife corridois,
or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

Discugsion: The proposed project will not impede the migration of fish or wildlife
species. The texritory is currently fallow and does not contain any channels, woodland,
shrubland, or other wildlife corridors or nursery sites,

5. Conflict with any local policy
or ordinances protecting [ O " =

biological resources, such
as a tree preservation policy
or ordinance?

Discussion: There are no local policies or ordinances in the City of Orange Cove
protecting biological resources,

6. Conflict with the provisions
of an adopted Habitat O 3 n ]
Congervation Plan, Natural
Comunity Conservation Plan,
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or other approved local, regional,
or state habitat conservation plan?

Discusslon: There are no adopted habitat conservation plans that apply to the project
area.

V. CULY I, RESOURCES --

Would the project:

I. Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance T D [ 0
of a historical resource as
defined in Cal. Code Regs.
tit. 14 §15064,57

Discussion: There are no historical structures on the site nor has the site been identified
by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Archaeological Information Center as a site that
contains a historic resource. The subject property has no structures on the site, and no
historical use of the site could be identified. Therefore, the proposed project will not have
an adverse irapact on historical resources according to the BIRs prepared for the Orange
Cove General Plan. A “Statement of Overriding Consideration was adopted for the Final

EIR.

2. Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance 0 O Xl
of an archaeological resource
pursuant o Cal. Code Regs.
tit, 14 §15064.57

Discussion: Although there are no known archaeological resources located within the

subject (erritory, the proposed praject could result in the disturbance of subsutface
archacological resonrces during excavation and/or grading of the fand. However the
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discovery of this type of resoutce is not especially likely given the lack of previ ously
discovered archaeological resources on adjacent developed land.

If during the development of the property archaeological or historical resonrces are
uncovered, the developer must comply with the requirements of CEQA. that regulate
archaological and historical resources (Public Resources Code §21083.2 and §21084.1),

3. Directly or indirectly destroy
a unique paleontological O [ X |

Yesource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Disenssion: Although there are no known paleontological resources located in the study
area, the proposed project does have the potential to directly ot indirectly destroy a
paleontological resource, If any cultural or paleontological materials are wcovered
during project activities, work in the area shall halt until a professional cultural
resources’s evaluation and/or data recovery excavation can be planned and Implemented,

4, Disturb any human remains,
including those interred ! O i [
oulside of formal cemeleries?

Discussion: The placoment of the subject property and lack of evidence of human
remaitts in surrounding developments suggests that it is unlikely that any human remains
exist within the subject tettitory, However, should any human remains be discovered
during excavation, grading, construction, or any othex part of the development process,
the Fresno County Coroner must be notified immediately. { The Coroner has two working
days to examine the remains and 24 hours to rotify the Native American Heritage
Commission [NAHC) if the remains are Native American. The most likely descendanis
then have 24 hours to recommend proper Ireatment or disposition of the remalns

Jollowing the NAHC guidelines).
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VI, GEOQLOGY AND SOIYS --
Would the project:

Expose people or structures to potential substantlal adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

1. Rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as O O = ]
delineated in the most '
recont Alquist Priolo
Barthquake 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,

Discussion: While Orange Cove is located in an area that is subject to ground ghaking

from enrthquakes, the distance to faults that will be the likely cause of ground movement
is sufficient so that potential impacis are reduced. The City of Orange Cove requires that
all new stroctures be built within the city consigtent with Zone 1T seismic standards of the

Uniform Building Code.

2, Strong seismic ground
shaking? 1 N %] [

Diseussion: With incorporation of Zone I seismic standards, as required by the City of

Orange Cove, the potential for significant impacts on residential and commercial
development due (o selsmic ground shalring will be minimal,
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3. Seismic-related ground failure,
including Hquefaction? [ I N

Digcussion: The San Joaquin loam soils located throughout the project are not subject to
liquefaction or other seisutic-related ground failure,

4, Landslides? | [ 1 ]

Discussion: The project area occupies level ground (0-3% slope) and therefore potential
for landslides is remote.

5. Result in substantial soil
erosion or the loss of O | ] )

topsoil?

Discussion: The project arca occupioes level ground and the project area soils are
composed primarity of San Joaquin loam which has few erosive qualities, Therefore,
potential for soil erosion or losg of topsoil is remote.

6. Belocated on a geologic unit
ot soil that is unstable, or [T [ [ X

that would become unstable

ay a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-
site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liguefaction,

or collapse?
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Diseussion: Soils on the project site (almost entirely San Joaquin loam) are considered
stable. Further, the project area as well as surrounding tearitory occtpies level ground, no
more than 3% slope, end therefors the potential for unstable conditions and the
subsequent risk of collapse or failure is remote, and less than significant,

7. Be located on expansive soil,
a8 defined in Table 18-1-B ! a %
on the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial
risks to life or propetiy?

Discussion: The subject property is not kocated on any expansive soils.

8. Have soils incapable of
adequately supporting 0 1 [l
the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater
disposal gystetns where
sewers are not availgble for
the disposal of wastewater?

Discussion: The proposed subdivision will be required to connect to the city’s sewer and
wastewaier systems when residential construction commences, :

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS —
Would the project:

1. Generate greenhouse gas
etissions, either directly [ | X u

or indirectly, that may have
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the environment?

Discussion: Greenhouse Gas (GH() emissions are emissions of various types of gases
that are known. to be causing an increass in global temperatures and by proxy impacting
climate pattesns. Scientists recognize GHGs resulting from hyman activities, particularly
the use of machinery that burng fossit fuels for power, as the primary cause of climate
change and its subsequent negative environmental consequences, Key greenhouse gases
include carbon dioxids, methane, nitrons oxides, and hydroflucrocarbons (HFCs),

Greenhouse gas emissions will ocour primarily during the construction of the project and
when mototized vehicles are operated - sach mile traveled (VMT) will gonerate GHGs,
Additionally the operation of heating and cooling equipment and gas rangs appliances
installed in residential uses will lead to the cumulative production of GHGs.

The volume of GHGs generated by 3.7 acres of single-family residential land uses, is
insignificant when compated fo emissions generated by the City of Orange Cove or the
San Joaquin Valley as a whole, Due to energy conservation regulations (Title 24)
implemented thronghout the State, motorized vehicles gradually becoming more fuel
cfficient, installation of solar panels on single-and multi- family residential dwellings,
tesidential development’s move toward all electtic homes and away from ihe nse of
natural gas, and the incorporation of pedestrian friendly design features as per the Orange
Cove General Plan, residential dwellings of today will generate less GHG emissions than
dwellings that were built as recently as a decade ago. For these rensons, the project will
not result in a significant release of GHG emissions when compared to the carbon budget

of Orange Cove or the San Joaquin Valley as a whole.

2. Conflict with any applicable
plan, policy, or regulation of [0 [l X I

an agency adopted for the
purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?
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Discussion: The Orange Cove General Plan does not have any plans, policies, or
regulations pettaining to the regulation of greenhouse gas emissions; however, design
standards contained in the General Plan do attempt to create a pedestrian and eycHst-
friendly living environment thereby promoting walking and biking and less dependence
on single occupancy motorized vehicles. Further, recent updates to the Uniform Building
Code will increase the “R” Factor (resistance to the conductive flow of heat: insulation
factor) in the walls of the residential dwellings that will be constructed after J anuary I,
2017, Finally, all residentinl units constructed after January 1, 2020, will be required to
ingtall solar panels on the residential unit prior to ocoupancy.

VIIL. HAZARDS AND HAZARDQUS MATERIALS -
Would the project;

1, Create a significant hazard
to the public or the o ¥ =l 0
environment through the
routing frangport, use, or
disposal of hazardous
materials?

Diseugssion: The project will not involve the transport, nse or disposal of bazardous
maferials,

2. Create a significant hazard
to the public or the I O 't =

environment through
reasonably foreseeable

upset and accident conditions
involving the release of
hazardous materials into
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the environment?

Discussion: The project does not itivolve the handling, storage, transportation or disposal
of hazardous materials.

3. Bmit hazardous emissions
or handle hazardous or 1 O n 2
acutely hazardous materials,
substance, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing
or proposed school?

Discussion: The project does not involve the handling, siorage, transportation, or disposal
of hazardous materials, Further, there are no existing or proposed schools within one-
quatter mile of the subject property.

4. Be located on & site which
is included on g list of M| O O |
hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to
Government Code §65962.5
and, as g resulf, would it create
a significant hazard to the
public or the eavironment?

Discussion: The project site is not included on any list of known hazardovs materialg
gites compiled pursuant fo Government Code §65962.5

3. For a project located within
an airport land use plan or, [ 1 1 !
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Discussion: The subject area is not adjacent to a public or public use aitport, nor is it

within two miles of any aitport,

6. For a project within the vicinity
of a private airserip, would [1
the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

Discussion: The subject atea is not adjacent nor in the vicinily of g private airstrip.

7. Impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an. 1

adopted emergency rosponse
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Discassion: The project will not impair implementation nor physically interfere with an
adopted emetgency response plan or emergency evacuation plan, The proposed project is
not adjacent to a roadway, highway, or freeway that serves as a major route for the
movement of emergency vehicles, Should these types of vehicles utilize Martinez Stroet
or the planned interior street within the subdivision, tiaffic exiting the subdivision would
be restricted from entering these roadways until emergency vehicles have clearcd the

intersections along these roadways.
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8 Expose people or structures
to a significant loss, injury, [ I % rl
or death involving wildland
fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed
with wildlands?

Discussion: There are no wildlands adjacent to wibanized arens ot intermixed with
tesidences. However, the subject property has a vacant lot ditectly to the north which is
fallow but populated by weeds. Orange Cove recelves an average anomal ralnfall of 12.33
inches, over fewer than 50 precipitation days each year on average, This lack of
precipitation coupled with Fresno County’s designation of the months of May throngh
November as the wildfire season, creates a situation in which the grass to the north may
become a fire hazard as it dries, compounded by the major collector road to the east. The
likelihood of exposute of the subject property to a wildland fire rermaing low. Further the
local fire district requites that vacant lots within the city must be plowed down during the
wildfire ssason, mitigating the source of fuel and therefore maintaining a less than

significant impact,

IX, BYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:
1. Violate any water quality
standards or waste 1 [ i
discharge requirements?

Disenssion: There will be no discharge of runoff into any surface or subsurface waters.
Stormwater runoff will be diverted to drop inlets throughout the subdivigion and this
runoff will be divetied into a nearby storm water basin,
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Discussion: The development will utilize treated water from the Friant-Kern Canal. The
city now requires water meters for all new residential developiment, This mefering will
serve to reduce watar consumption in addition to outside water regulations mandated by

the State,

3. Substantially alfer the
existing drainage patern [
of the site or area, including
through alteration of
the course of a stream or
river, in a marmer that wonld
result in substantial erosion
or siltation on- or off- gite?
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Disenssion: The project area’s drainage patterns will not be significantly altered, All of
the drainage that emauates fiom the project site will be diverted fo Orange Cove’s storm

dainage system through a seties of drop inlets and storm drainage pipes.

4, Substantially alter the
existing dralnage pattern [ | I I
of the site or area, inclhidling
through the alteration of
the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a mamner that would
result in flooding op- or off-gite?

Discussion: The project area’s drainage patterns will not be significantly altered. All
surface ronoff will be transported by means of gutters, drop inlets, and storm drainage
pipes to Orange Cove’s system of storm drainage ponds.

3. Create or contribute runoff
watet which would exceed [ m 4 []
the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial
additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Discussion: All stormwater ranoff will be retained in Orange Cove’s stormwater
retention baging, This basin system has the capacity to accommodate the additional runoff
that will be generated by the proposed subdivision. Residential uses do not typically

provide additional sources of polluted runoff,
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6. Otherwise substantially
degrade water qualicy? ] [3 X []

Dilscussion; No aspect of' the proposed project is expected to degrade water quality. No
water from the site will enter any adjacent surface water systems and therefore risk of

waler quality degradation is markedly reduced.

7. Place housing within a
100-vear flood hazard O O (] [

area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary

or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

Piscussion: There s no housing ptaced within a 100-year flood hazatd area of any kingd,
To this end there is also no housing existing within a 500-year flood hazard zone, and the
subject property is entirely without flood hazards of any kind. This tetritory occupies an
aroa between the Alta East Branch Channel to the west, and the Friant-Kem Canal to the
cast, however evan ot its closest point the subject propetty is over a mile from sither
agueduct, Both of these waterways are subject to high levels of artificial channelization,
and their cement lined banks exacerbate flooding potential, as does the even grade of the
land, Tlowever, due to subsidence and drought the flows of both canals are expected to
dectease in coming yeats, so too decreasing the potential for flooding.

8. Place within g 100-year
flood bazard area 1 1 7 5
structures that would
impede or redirect
flood flows?
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Disenssion: None of the subject property is within a 100-year flood hazard zone,

9. Expose people or structures
to a significant risk of loss, [J [ )
injuty, or death involving
flooding, including flooding
as a result of the filure of
a levee or dam?

Discussion: The project site is not located downstroam from a major dam, hor any levees,
and therefore 19 not at risk of being flooded due to the failure of a levee or dam.

10. Imndation. by seiche, tsoian,

or mudflow? W [ O X

Discussion: The project is located over 120 miles inland from the Pacific Ocean, the
closest source of tsunami, and there are no major inland water bodies within several miles
capable of producing a seiche, and the even grade of the surronnding land in tandem with
the conient of surrounding soils present no reasonable risk of a mudflow.

X, LAND USE AND PLANNING --
Would the project:

1. Physically divide an
established community? [ 1 | ]

Discussion: The proposed profect will not physically divide any established Orange Cove
neighbothood, The subject property is located in the southwest quadrant of the city, and

represents a logical extension of the urbanized part of the community,
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2. Conflict with any applicable
habirat conservation plan [ 1 B

or natural community
conservation plan?

Discugsion: The project site is not subject to any habitat or natural community
conservation plans,

Xi. MINERAL RESOURCES —
Would the project;

I, Result in the loss of
availabiliey of 2 known [ O u ]
mineral resource that :
would be of value to
the region and the
residents of the state?

Digcussion: The site is not known io harbor mineral resources that would be valuable to
the region. The sito is not adjacent to a river floodplain, which is an area that typically

supporfs sand and gravel resources,

2. Result in the loss of
availability of a locally |
important mineral resource
recovery site delineated
on & local. general plan,
specific plan, or other
land use plan?



Initid Envivoimenitd Sty

Cier of Ovenge Cove
Martinez Subdivision Project

Potentially 1.zita Than Leas Than No
Signilicant Significant with Signi feant Tmpact
lopaet Miflgation Impacy

Discussion: The site is not known to harbor minetal resources that would be locally
important, nor are thero any plans for mineral resource recovery sites on the sybjeet

property.

XII. NOISE -

Would the project result in;

1. Bxposure of persons to or

generation of noise levels [ [ ] ]
it excess of standards
established in the local

goneral plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

Discassion: The proposed project will not generate any excessive noise, nor will it
eXposo petsons to excessive noise levels, Due to the surrounding land uses (general and
central commercial, public facilities, and residential) that the site is bound by, the
likelihood of future residents being exposed to excessive noise levels is remote,

2. Bxposure of persons to or _
generation of excessive 0 [ =

ground borne vibration or
ground noise levels?

Discussion: There are no significant ground borne vibrations produced in the project atea
or in the surrounding propertics.

3. A substantial permanent
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increase in ambient noise  [J [ X ;
levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing
without the project?

Discussion: The proposed project will not increase ambient noise levels on lands adjacent
to the subject property. The transition of the subject properties from fallow land to single-
family residential development may temporarily increase amblent noige levels during
construction, however these noise levels will be short-lived, The ambient noise produced
by the proposed residential project will be at the same levels of oxisting ambient noise in

the immediate area.

4. A substantial temporaty

or petiodic increase in El ' I % [
ambient noiss levels in

the project vicinity above

levels existing without

the project,

Discugsion: Construction activities associated with residential development create vory
little noise compared to construction associated with commercial or industrial
development. During the construction of homes, roads, infrastructure, and parks, hoige
beyond ambient levels will be generated, however this increase in noise levels will only
ocount during day-time hours and will only last for the period of time that it takes to
complets the proposed subdivision project. These are the same periodic increases in
ambient noise already present without the proposed project, as the adjacent collector
street, Anchot Avenue, less than 500 feet away, serves as a major thoroughfare,
producing anple noise from traffic.

5. For a project located within
an airport land use plan or, [J o [ X
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mingral resource that

where such a plan has not
been adopled, within two
miles of a public airport or
public use aitport, would the
project expose people residing
or working the project area to
be exposed to excesaive noise
levels?

Diseussion: The project site is not within an airport land use plan, nor within 2 miles of a
public airport and therefore will not be subjected to any noise generated by air traffic,

6. Por a project within
a vicinity of a private | | |
ntineral resource that
airsirip, would the project
expose people residing or
working in the project area
to excessive noige levels?

Discussion: The project site is not located within the vicinity of any private airsteips.

X1II, POPULATION AND HOUSING -~

Would the project;
1. Induce substantial population
growth in an area, either [ | X [l
directly (for example, by

proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly
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(for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

Discussion: The project is not considered to be growth-inducing but growth-
accommodating, Some households will relocate within Orange Cove to take advantage of
the newer housing that will be provided by the project while other households that need
additiona] bedrooms will move into these units. The construction of 18 new single-family
dwellings will support approximately 72 persons (18 single-family residential units x four
peraons per household ~ 72 persons). Data from the California Department of Finance
from between 2011-2021 states that there were 2,314 housing units in the city, In addition
the current population estimates for the City of Orange Cove put the mumber of people at
9,581, Compared to this data, the proposed project is deemed to be an insignificant

growth inducing project,

The growth inducing impacts associated with the adoption of the Orange Cove General
Plan were discussed in the EIR prepared for the General Plan. A “Statement of
Overriding Considetations” was approved when the EIR was certified by the Orange

Cove City Coungeil.

2. Displace substantial
numbets of existing 1 1 0 ]
honsing, necessilating
the construction of
replacement housing
elsewhere?

Discussion: Thete is no existing housing on the subject property.

3. Displace substantial nymbers
of people, necessitating the I 1 O

constraction of roplacement
housing elsewhere?
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Discussion: There are no dwelling units, informal housing, or transient populations on
subject property to displace.

XV, PUBLIC SERVICES -

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with ¢he
provigion of new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cavse significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
rations, response times or other perfotmance objectives for any of the public services:

Fite protection? _ 1 | (3] 1

Discussion: The project will receive fire protection services from the Orange Cove Fire
District, which is headquartered in Orange Cove, The project site is Jocated abont a mile
away from the fire depariment, which is within the 5-minute response tinee of the station,
Fire hydrants will be istalled throughout the project sits as 2 condition of approval. Also,
fire sprinklers are required to be installed in all new residential units, The project will
have 4 less than significant impact on fire protection services in Orange Cove, No

mitigation measures are required,
Police protection? 0 [ =] [

Discussion: The project will zeceive police protection from the Orange Cove Palice
Department, headquartored in central Orange Cove. The project site is located abont a
mile away from the police station thereby ensuring that police setvices can be provided to
the site within a S-minute response tite. The project will have a less than significant
impact on police protection services in Orange Cove, No mitigation measures are

required,

Schools? [ 1 5 0
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Diseussion: The project is located within the Kings Canyon Unified School District. The
project will generate approximately 0,75 school aged children per residential unit - 14
school-aged children, The project will have a less than significant impact on schools in
Kings Canyon Unified School District because the development will be required to pay
school itpact fees, which will assist in the expansion of Orange Cove’s schools and the
average daily aitendance (ADXA) generated by these students will pay for additional
teachers should they be required. No mitigation measures are required.

Patks? | [ % 0

Discussion: The project will not have a significant impact on parks in the conununity,
Hach residential unit will be required to pay a park impact foe, which will finance the
purchase and construction of patks as needed. Ne mitigation measures are required,

Other public facilities? £ 0 ] |

Biscussion: The project will not adversely impact other public facilities in the
commuynity,

XV. RECREATION ~

1. Would the project increase
the use of existing ] 1 X 1
neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational
facilities such that
substantial physical
deterioration of the facility
would occut or be
accelerated?

a7
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Discussion: There may be a slight increase in the number of petsons using local parks,
however the proposed subdivision will pay park impact fees, which will preempt the
project’s impact on Orange Cove’s park system.,

2. Docs the project include
recreational facilities or i O X O
require the consiruction
or expangion of recreational
facilities that might have
an adverse physical effect
on the environment?

Digeussion: The proposed residential project will pay park impact fees, the long-term
mainfenance of the landscaping within the subdivision will be the responsibility of
landscaping and lighting district, which the city typically imposes on new subdivisions.

XVI, TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC ~w
Would the project:

1. Bxceed the capacity of the
existing circulation system, D ] X 0
based on an applicable
measure of effectiveness
(as designated in a genoral
plan policy, ardinance, eic.),
taking into account il
relevant componetts of the
circulation systems, including
but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian dnd bicycle paths,
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ancd masg transit?

Discussiom:A less than significant impact is expected, the subject territory, when fully

developed, will generate:
18 single-family wmnits x 9.55 trips per household = 172 trips per day

These trips can be convetted to peak morning and evening trips, The single-family
residential hotes will generate 14 trips per peak morning hour and 17 frips per peak

evening hour,

All of these residential trips will utilize one local street, Martinez Street, which borders
the subject site to the south, running east to west, and connecting to Anchor Avenne, a
major collector, By virtue of the patcel size and shape, a cul-de-sac is the only reasonably
appropriate design layout for the proposed project, and therefore shall have no through
traffic. Traffic wishing to travel cast and west will nse Martinez Street to access South
Avenuo by way of Rodrignez Streot, accessing the citrus groves to the east and residential
developments to the west, Traffic wishing to travel north and south can use Mattinez
Street to access Anchor Avenue, which leads toward downtown and eventually out of the
cify to the north, and past schools and a community conter and open space to the south,
Given that peak hour trips are so low and the abundance of intersections neatby to the
subject property, it is unlikely that any one intersection that is near or within the proposed
project will be adversely impacted. Further, because the subdivision is within half of a
mile of an elementary school, 4 grocety store, & church, and retail, many people are
expected to walk to these destinations rather than drive thereby reducing VMT generated

by subdivision residents.

2, Conflict with an applicable
congestion management [ [l
program, including but not
limited to level of service
standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards
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egtablished by the county
cohgestion management
agency for designated roads
or highways?

Discugsion: The traffic gensrated by the project is not expected to conflict with Fresno
County’s Congestion Management Program because of the low traffic volumes that will
be added to local streets, The County’s Management Program genernlly focuses on major

roadways that cross the county, not local Orange Cove streets.

3. Result in a change in air
traffic patterns, including O | X [
either an increase in traffic
levels or 4 change in location
that results in substantial
safoty risks?

Discussion; The proposed project will not affect air traffic patterns.

4. Substantially increase
hazards due to a design Ei [ O

feature {0.g., shatp curves,

or dangerous intersections)
or incompatible uses (e.g.,

farm equipment)?

Discussion: The project will not have an adverse impact on the level of service (1.OS) of
Martinez Street, Anchor Avenue, or Celaya Streot, which are the existing streets
surtounding the propeity. There are no design hazards present in the project that would
substantially increase hazards, and the additional traffic from the proposed residential
development will not cause a significant impact on the surrounding or interior roadways,
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5. Conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or o [ (W =1

programs supporting
alternative iransportation
{e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Discussion: ‘The project will not conflict with any policies, plans, or programs,
supporting alternative transportation,

XVIIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -
Would the project;

1. Exceed wastewater
tteatiment requirements " I X [T
of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control
Board?

Discussion: The project will generate approximately one hundred gallons of efftuent per
day pet person, The average population of a single residential unit is estimated to be
approximately four persons per residential unit, ot a total population of 72 persons (18
single family residential units x four peesons per household = 72 persons). Therefore the
projoct will generate about 7,200 gallons per day of wastewater,

The Orange Cove Wastewater Treatment Facility (WWTF) was originally designed to
treat 1.0 million gallons per day (mgd) of waste effluent. Recently, the WWTF wag
expanded to have a capacity of 3.0 mgd. This increase in capacity can gasily
accommodate the increase in effluent flow gonerated by the project. The plant’s
expansion was in response to a Notice of Violation issued by the California Regional
Water Quality Control Board (order No, 89-064) on December 17, 1998,

41



it of Orvange Cove Initice] Envivonmentol Sty
Matlinez Subdivision froject

Patentintfy Lewa Than Less Than No
Biguificant  Signifivant with Signilicant Inpag
Impngt Mitigation Ltnpnel

In addition to the City increasing the plant’s ireatment capacity it also converted the
wastewater treatment plant from a tertiary treatment plant to an advanced secondary
treatment plant, which reduced the operational complexity and costs for the plant. This
convetsion. required modifications to equipment in the plaht (e.g., headworks, pumps,
soreens, etc,) and construction of iprovements that supported the new or modified

equipment,

2. Require ar result in the
construction of new water O | %) o
or wastewater treatinant
facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the
construction of which could
cause significant
environmental effects?

Discugsion: The Orange Cove Wastewater Treatment Facility (WWTF) was originally
designed to treat 1.0 million gallons per day (mgd), however now has a capacity of 3,0
mgd. This increase in capacity will likely accommodate the incresse in offiuent flow
gensrated by the project, The estimated effluent generated by the project afier
development is 0.0072 mgd, or less than 1% of the expanded capacity of the WW'TF,
Thetefore no new construction of wastewater treatment facilities will be required as a

result of the proposed project.

3. Require or result in the
conseruction of new Cl | i ]
stormwater drainage
facilities or expansion of
exisgting facilities, the
construction of which would
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cause significant
environmental effects?

Disenssion: The proposed subdivision is designed to channel stormwater ranoff into the
subdivisions guiter system, which will then be conveyed to a local stormwater retention
bastn, The project will not have a significant environmental effect on the City’s

stormwater drainage system,

4. Have sufficient water
supplied available to 1 X N 1
serve the project from.
existing entitlements and
1ESOULCES, OF A6 NEW OF
expanded entitlements
needed?

Discussion; The proposed project will be connected to the city’s water system. The city
water supply originates from Millerton Lake, the surface waters of which are conveyed,
via the Friant-Kern Canal, which is then treated at the city’s water treatment plant in
order o meet State Drinking Water Standards. From the plant it is transmitted to
residents, businesses, and indusiry in the city.

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) issued the City of Orange Cove a
Compliance Order in February of 2017, and then again in June of 2020, for failure to
engure that sufficient water was available to adequately, dependably, and safely supply all
users in the city under maximum demand conditions. This is because the Friant-Kern
Canal is periodically shut down for extended time periods during winter months for
maintenance. Therefore, the City must address the need to develop an alternative source
of supply to meet the demands on tho system during future shutdowns,

The City of Orange Cove has submitted two applications to the SWRCB Division of
Financial Assistance (DFA), to fund construction of two new paclage water treatment
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plants, which will replace the existing aging plant. The completion of this application and
construction will {nke several years, however it is an imperative to providing sufficient
watet supply. The second application is to fund a planning project to develop additional
sources of water, to date the application hag not been deemed complete by the DFA.

The curtent assessment by the SWRCB is that the supply of water in Orange Cove is
insufficient to suppott annexations on the grounds that the residential dwellings intended
for these projects will exceed the capacity of Orange Cove to relinbly supply vsers under
maximum demand conditions, this finding implies that the addition of residential
dwellings within the city will sirain current water demands. This additional strain hag the
potential to lead to expanded entitlements on water to supplement supply, and therefore
the following measnies toust be incorporated into the project to ensure less than

significant impact,

Mitigagion: The completion of the two aforementioned DFA. applications and subsequent
compliance with SWRCB standards will secure the water supply needed to reliably
service the project, If the SWRCB requires the identification of a groundwater source,
then plans for wells and above ground storage (elevated tanks) facilities must be
congidered to mitigate the impacts of sccuring additional entitlements from the Friant-
Kein. canal, In additlon, the proposed project will be required to implement best practices
regarding landscape features to réduce the water demands generated by the landscaping

in the proposed project,
USS-4 The following measures shall be implemented:

Measure USS-4,A: Before initiation of constroction of the project, the City shall
require compliance with all SWRCB standards pursuant of Compliance Order No.

0323 17R_001.
Measare USS-4.B: If compliance with the SWRCB is contingent on

implementation of plans related to water supply, then this project must incorporate
all applicable aspects of those plans as mitigation measures in order fo keep
impacts to a less than gignificant level.
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Measure USS-4.C: To the maximum extent feasible, limit use of turf or waiey
intensive landgcape features present on lots in the proposed project, and encourage
use of drought-tolerant vegetation, gravels, and other hardscape features,

5, Resultin a determination
by the wastewater treatment [J 1 bz O
provider, which serves or may
gerve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve
the project’s projected demand
in addition to the provider’s
existing commitmenis?

Discussion: The Orange Cove Wastewater Treatment Facility (WWTF) was originally
degigned to treat 1.0 million gallons per day (mgd), however now it has a capacity of 3.0
mgd. This increase in capacity will easily accommodate the increase in effluent generated
by the project. The estimated effluent gensrated by the project atier development is
0.0072 mgd, or less than 1% of the expanded capacity of the WWTF. Therefore the
addition of the proposed project’s projected efftuent demand will not significantly impact
the wastewaier freatment facility.

6. Be served by a landfill
with sufficient permitted 0 8| 1
capacity to accornmodate
the project’s solid waste
disposal nceds?

Discussion: The City of Orange Cove Contracts with Mid-Valley for solid waste
collestion and recycling services. The proposed project will be integrated into Mid-
Valley pick up routes, which already include adjoining properties.
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Potentially
Signilicant
Inpnet

7. Comply with federal, state,
and local stacuites and 0
regulations related to
solid waste?

Discussion: All construction waste and waste produced by the maintenance of the

Less Than
Sigoilicant with

Mitigation
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Significan(
Impact

No

completed project will be recycled and disposed of propesly, pursuant of the Resource

Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) as well as state and local regulations,

XV, MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE, -~

1. Does the project have the
potential to degrade the 0
quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife
spocies, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal commnity, reduce
the number or restrict the
range of 4 rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the
major perlods of California
history of prehistory?

2. Dogs the project have impacts
that are individually limited [J
but cumulatively considerable?
{*Cumulatively considerable”

[X]
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meang 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)?

3. Does the project have
environmental effects thar 7 4] J |

will cangse substantial
adverse efifects on human
beings, either ditectly
or indirectly?
CHECKLIST PREPARED BY:
Tistan J. Suive, contract city planner

6/14/2021

47



Initic! Ervivonmentid Stnly

Chov o Crange Cove
Maritnes Subdivision 1 rujet

INITIAL ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

1.0 PROJECT OVERVIEW

BACKGROUND

Applicant:  Yanez Construction - Bftaln Yanez, 42931 Rd. 52, Reedley, CA 93654
Bngineer: AW Engineering - Allen Williams, 724 N, Bon Maddox Way, Ste. A, Visalia, CA.

93292

Loeation:

The subject property is located northwest of the intersection of Martinez Street and
Anchor Avenue, in the soutliwest quadiant of the city. The APN for the subject property is 378-
030-41, contalning approximately 3,725 actes, The property is located in Seciion 14, of
Fownshlp 15 South and Range 24 Eaat M.D.B &M
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Request:

The applicant has applied for a 3.725 uere tentative subdivision map that proposed 18
single-famnily residential lots at a density of 0.207 actes per lot.

Staff has determined that the subject property is within the planning aven of the Orange
Cove Genetal Plan, and that the proposed subdivision will meet development standards for the

R-1-6 District.

Zone:

The subject property is zored R-1-6 (Medinm Density Residential) district by the City of Orange
Cove. The proposed subdivision 19 consistent with this district’s Tequirements.

General Plan:

The Orange Cove General Plan designates the property as “medium density” residential.

Site:

The subject property is curently vaeant. No original use could be fund for the subject property;
however it is assumed that agriculfure once ocoupled the site. The California Department of
Consetvation has the subject property classified as “Farmland of Local Importance”,
Surrounding land vses and zoning are as follows:

Notth: Vacant und general commercial use (small office with a parking lot),
Bagt: Commercial retail space with parking lof.

Wesh: Single-family residential dwellings,

South: Single-family residential dwellings,

Water:

Water ineluding hydrants will be provided to the site by the City of Orangoe Cove, consistent with
the city’s Water Master Plan,

Sewer;

The City of Orange Cove will provide wastewater collection and treatment, The developer will
be required to install a sewage collection system consistent with the oity’s Sewer Master Plan,
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Storm Drainage:

Storm water manageraent is provided by the City of Orange Cove through a system of ourbs and
gutters, drop inlets, storm water lines and retention basins. All storm water smanating from the
subject property will be diverted to the adjacent to-be-constructed ewrb and gutter system, This

stormwater will flow to & nearby stormnwater retention basin,

Police and Fire Services:

Police protection and fire suppression will be provided by the City of Orange Cove,

2,0 CITY OF ORANGE COVE

Orange Cove is an agricultural sezvice community with strong ties to the citrus industry. Forty
percent of the olty’s labor force in 2000 was etaployed in agriculture, and in data collected
between 2012-2016, 59% of the population identified as blue collar laborets. Orange Cove lies in
the “citrus belt” of Fresno County along the east side of the San Joaquin Valley at the base of the

Sierra foothilla,

Population

Orange Cove’s population has shown a steady increase between 1970 and 2010, howevér
population growth has leveled off'in the past decade between 2011 and 2021. According to the
State Depariment of Finance, Orange Cove’s population decreased to 9,581 on 1/1/2021, from

10,273 on 1/1/2019.

Table 1: Population Growth Trends

Year  Population Num. Change Percent Change Avg, Ann. Growth
1970 3,392 . - -

198C 4,062 670 20% 2.0%

1990 6,543 2,481 61% 6.1%

2000 7,722 1,179 18% 1.8%

2010 11,049 3,327 43% 4.3%
2019(est.) 10,273 776 -7% 0.8%

2021 (est.) 9,581 692 7% -3.5%
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Source: 1990, 2000, and 2020 US Census Burean, California Department of Finance,

For the purpose of preparing Crangs Cove’s General Plan, population projections were
developed representing low, medium and high estimates for the years 2012 and 2025, The
forecasted medijum population in 2012 was 12,081, the actual tecatded population was 10,205,
Likewise, the forecasted medium population in 2025 is 19,618, which is likely to Ise high given
outrent rates of population growth and the fact that the papulation would need to more than
double in the next five years to meot this projection, Orange Cove’s population is now following
the General Plan’s low population projections, The other 14 cities in Presno County have also
tapeted off from their population projections, with the exceptions of the Cities of Clavis and
Fowter, which have both maintained positive population growth between 2010 and 2020, Orange
Cove's growth vate is now among the boitom five of cities in the county.

Income

The median household incomse for Orange Cove in 1090 wag $15,888, The median income rose
to $22,525 in 2000, and again rose slightly to $25,677 as of 2019, By cotaparison, Fresno
County’s median household income in 2019 was $53,969, and the State of California’s was
$75,235, There is a widening disparity between the increase in median household income in

Orange Cove and that of the county and state,

In 1990, Orange Cove ranked 1st among California cities in lowest per capita income, at $4,385,
Over two decades later in 2014 it ranked 7th among California cities in lowest pot capita income,
at $9,734. The data from the Fresno County Couneil of Governments (COG) further details
recent changes in income. The American Community Survey concluded in 2014 that the median
family income was $25,030, with 53% of the population. below poverty level, and over 70% of
children under 18 below poverty level, Fortunately the most recent data from the T7S census
suggests that only 9.5% of all persons in Orange Cove are in poverty, reprosenting a marked

inmprovement.

Employment

Orange Cove’s main employer is agriculture, with over 40% of its residents working in
packinghouses, flelds, in agriculture-related indusiries such as equipment maintenance, trucking,
or tarm labor, One of, i not the largest singlo employer based in Qrange Cove, is the Orange
Cove-Sanger Citrus Association, which purports to employ approximately 100 people in the city,
The next largest industry is manufacturing, employing about 16% of the population, followed by
heulthoare, with 9.6% of city residents. The city’s workforee also includes persons working in
the following sectors; retail, wholesale, administration, public service, and education,
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Age

The median age of residents in Orange Cove is 23,6 yeats, The average household size is 4.39
persons per unit. The greatest percentage of the city’s popufation in selected age groups are those
that cecupy the under 18 years of age category, at 39.9% of the total population. The next largest
age groups are 25-44 years of age, at 26.4% of the population, and 45-64 yeats of age, at 15.8%.
Finally, 12.3% of the population is 18-24 years of age, and only 5.7% is 65 years of age or older,

The above nge data can be used to forecast trends in the community, however it is impoytant to
rete that it is collected from the 2010 census, and in the past decade population growth in
Orange Cove has leveled off, The first trend is 4 slight decline in school-aged children, which
may impact the oity’s schools and employment rates, The second is the disproportionate amount
of younger households, 44 years of age and under at 66.3%, to older houscholds 45 years of ags
and older at 33.8%. This relates both to the labor force, which is young enough to endure
strenuous labor associated with the agriculture industry, and to housing, which must be able to

accommodate the large population of young families.

Bthnicity

The ethoic profile of the population of Orange Cove, currently and historically, is primarily made
up of people identifying ay Hispanic, The 2019 Census Burean datn states that 95% of the
population of Orange Cove identifies as Hispanic, a four percent increase from 91% in 2000,
This cotresponds with a drop in the population that idontifies as white only from 7% in 2000 to
3.4% in 2019, There is also 1% of the population each identifying as Black or African American,
and two or more othnieitios, respectively.
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