FRESNO LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION (LAFCO)
EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S REPORT

AGENDA ITEM NO. 8

DATE: June 9, 2010
TO: Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission
FROM: Jeff Witte, Executive Officer

SUBJECT: Consider Approval: City of Parlier “City of Parlier Reorganization No. 06-
02”. A proposed reorganization to annex 28.36 acres to the City of Parlier and
detach from the Fresno County Fire Protection District, the Kings River
Conservation District, and the Consolidated Irrigation District for territory located
on the north side of E. Parlier Avenue and west of the Avila Avenue alignment
(LAFCo File No. RO-08-5). (Continued from March 10, 2010)

Applicant: City of Parlier (Bruce O’Neal, City of Parlier Contract Planner)

Land Owners/Parties of Real Interest: Affordable Housing Land Consultants
LLC/AMG & Associates (Alexis Gevorgian); Richard & Penny Nicholas; Helen
Nicholas; William & Janie Chiasson; Jehovah’s Witness Worship Center

Recommendation: Deny

Staff recommends denial due to pending legal issues associated with environmental documents
pertaining to water issues.

Alternate Action - Approve by Taking the Following Actions:

If the Commission determines that in its role as the “Responsible Agency’ as per CEQA that all
identified impacts have been reviewed, properly evaluated, and mitigated to a level of “less than
significant impact”—Staff would recommend approval of the proposal subject to the following:

A. Acting as a “Responsible Agency” pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines, find that prior to approving the proposed reorganization the
environmental effects of the project as shown in the CEQA documents prepared,
adopted, and submitted by the Lead Agency were reviewed and considered, and
determine these documents to be adequate pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15096.

B. Find that the proposed reorganization is consistent with LAFCo Policies, Standards and
Procedures Section 210 - Standards for Annexation to Cities and Urban Service Districts
(01-10) and the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Governmental Reorganization Act of
2000.



C. Assign the distinctive short form designation "City of Parlier, Reorganization No. 06-02”
and approve the reorganization (annexation and detachments) subject to the following
conditions of approval:

1. The City of Parlier shall submit to the Executive Officer verification that a Right-to-
Farm Covenant is required and will be made a part of the City’s development
agreement, and that this legal covenant will be recorded for that portion of the
affected territory encompassing the Avila Avenue Apartment Site Plan.

2. Ownership of land permitting, the reorganization shall include the full existing right-
of-way width of adjacent streets.

3. Satisfactory verification shall be provided to the Executive Officer that the
proponent has entered into a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement with the Department
of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) and that all recommendations of the
Agreement have been complied with. Verification of such compliance shall be
submitted to the Executive Officer prior to recordation.

4. The City of Parlier shall execute an indemnification agreement with the
Commission, agreeing to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the Commission
from and against any claims, actions (including those filed by any state or
governmental agency), costs, or damages arising out of or in connection with the
Commission’s actions related directly or indirectly to this matter.

Note: A Fresno LAFCo fee to cover preparation costs as per LAFCo’s
adopted Fee Schedule is required.

D. Find and determine pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000 that:

1. The territory is uninhabited.
2. Not all landowners have consented to the annexation.

E. Direct staff to set a protest hearing pursuant to the requirements of the Cortese-Knox-
Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000 (Government Code Section

57000 et seq.).

Background:

The proposal originally was to annex 81.97 acres to accommodate the development of a 129-lot
single-family residential subdivision on 48.87 acres of land and a 24, four-bedroom apartment
unit, 60 three-bedroom apartment units, and a manager’s unit on 5.07 acres (see Figure 1).

Disagreement between the City of Parlier and the Consolidated Irrigation District (CID) related to
appropriate mitigation measures for the project as per the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and several other concerns raised by the County of Fresno and the County Health
Department, caused the item to be continued several times and finally withdrawn.



A revised proposal was then submitted to annex 28.63 acres to the City of Parlier and detach
from the Fresno County Fire Protection District, the Kings River Conservation District, and the
Consolidated Irrigation District, for territory located within the City of Parlier's Sphere of
Influence and is bounded by the City on the south and west sides (see revised proposal —
Figure 2 and location map — Figure 4).

The City of Parlier adopted a Revised Initial Study and Revised Mitigated Negative Declaration
for the proposal based upon the new project boundaries and inclusion of the church project
(Exhibit A).

Since consideration of the original proposal, the City of Parlier did approve a Conditional Use
Permit and Site Plan Review to allow a church facility to be located on the north side of E.
Parlier Avenue just west of the Avila Apartment project.

An existing packing shed is located within the westerly portion of the territory. An 85-unit
apartment complex (Avila Apartments — Figure 5) is planned within the easterly portion of the
territory and a church (Jehovah’s Witness Worship Center — Figure 6) has been approved for
development within the central portion of the territory.

The City has pre-zoned the affected territory to the R-2 (Multiple-Family Residential), R-1
(Single-Family Residential), and M-1 (Light Industrial) Districts consistent with City of Parlier
General Plan designations (see Figure 3).

Environmental Review/Determination:

As a “Responsible Agency”, the Commission is required to review and consider the City’s Initial
Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the “revised project” prior to taking its
action. If the Commission determines that the environmental effects of the project as shown in
the CEQA documents prepared, adopted, and submitted by the Lead Agency were reviewed
and considered, and determine these documents to be adequate pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15096, then staff believes that the Commission may proceed to take a formal action
upon this application.

During the review of the application, however, it was determined that the City of Parlier failed to
file a Notice of Determination (NOD) with the Fresno County Clerk for the “revised project” within
five (5) working days after the August 5, 2009 project approval. An NOD must be filed within
five (5) working days after the final project approval (Public Resources Code Section 21152(a);
CEQA Guideline 15075(d). Filing an NOD triggers a 30-day statute of limitations [Public
Resources Code Section 21167(b) and CEQA Guideline 15075(g)]. If not filed and posted, a
180-day limitation period applies [Public Resources Code Section 21167(a) and CEQA
Guideline 15112(c)(5)]. As such, it does not meet the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The requirements of State law have not been fully complied
with and any action that the Commission takes may be subject to court challenge during the
180-day time period. During the project review and based upon comments received from one of
the affected agencies (i.e. Consolidated Irrigation District), the District has indicated that it does
not concur with findings of the Initial Study prepared for the project as related to cumulative
impacts to groundwater resources or the findings that such impact(s) may be mitigated.
Therefore, it would be appropriate that the item be continued because the City’s failure to file an
NOD may place the Commission in an awkward position of having to defend a court challenge
based upon a flaw in the environmental document.
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The Initial Study prepared for the revised project has been attached as Exhibit “A”. The revised
Initial Study was routed to agencies (including LAFCo) for review and comment. LAFCo’s
response to the Initial Study dated July 1, 2009 (see Exhibit “B”), expressed concern with
potential impacts related to: (1) Arsenic contamination existing along the abandoned railroad
right-of-way; and (2) Cumulative impacts to groundwater and Consolidated Irrigation District
(CID) facilities as had been previously expressed by the District. Discussion of potential
environmental impacts as identified by LAFCo and other review agencies are contained within
the Response Section of the Initial Study. The following discussion summarizes the concerns
previously expressed by staff and review agencies.

Consolidated Irrigation District (CID): During the original review of this proposal in 2007, CID
identified potential impacts related to regional hydrology and CID facilities that were not
addressed in the City's environmental analysis. With respect to regional hydrology, CID
indicated groundwater overdraft conditions exist throughout the District area, which
encompasses the City of Parlier, as well as the Cities of Fowler, Kingsburg, Selma, and Sanger
(collectively, “Five Cities”). CID indicated that this proposal would cumulatively contribute to
these overdraft conditions and, therefore, identified the project as having a significant
hydrological impact.

In response to the revised Initial Study, CID issued two letters, dated July 6, 2009 and July 23,
2009 (see Comments Section in Exhibit A). The July 23" letter indicated that the above
mitigation measure did not adequately mitigate project impacts stating as follows:

Impacts Related to Arsenic: The affected territory is bisected by a former railroad grade that
lies between the proposed Avila Apartments project parcel to the east and the proposed church
facility to the west. The potential for arsenic to be located within the affected territory was
identified in 2006. It had been known that the railroad grade had previously been treated with
arsenic for weed control purposes, and that it is suspected that soil from the railroad grade was
spread over portions of the affected territory.

Three soil samples were collected from the railroad grade area and from the parcel proposed for
development of an apartment complex on July 28, 2009. Each tested positive for arsenic
contamination. Test results were reviewed by the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC). The Department in its official capacity has stated that it does have concerns with the
elevated levels of arsenic concentrations being located within the affected territory.

The Department has stated, however, that a background sample was not collected and the
three samples do not provide for adequate characterization. DTSC has recommended that
additional site and background characterization studies need to be performed and the arsenic
contamination evaluated more thoroughly prior to any site construction (see DTSC
correspondence — Exhibit “D”). In order to ensure the site is adequately characterized and
appropriate remediation takes place prior to site construction, DTSC has recommended the
proponent enter into a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement with DTSC which will specify what will be
necessary to accomplish these tasks.



The arsenic test results were unknown prior to adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration by
the Parlier City Council. As a result, mitigation measures related to arsenic were not included in
the mitigation monitoring plan. If the Commission approves this reorganization proposal, in
order to ensure that mitigation takes place as recommended by DTSC, staff has recommended
a condition requiring the project proponent enter into a “Voluntary Cleanup Agreement” with
DTSC and that all appropriate remediation measures be completed to the satisfaction of DTSC
prior to recordation of this reorganization. Fresno County Health Department staff has indicated
that the Health Department’s concerns will be satisfied provided the proponent adheres to
DTSC requirements.

Consistency with LAFCo Policies, Standards and Procedures

" The affected territory is located within the City of Parlier’s Sphere of Influence (SOI) and
adjacent to the existing City Limits to the south and west (see location maps).

" The Proposal is consistent with the Parlier General Plan which designates the territory as
Medium Low Density Residential, High Density Residential, and Light Industrial.

" The Proposal is consistent with the Memorandum of Understanding (Master Tax Sharing
Agreement) Standards for Annexation between the City of Parlier and County of Fresno
(see Correspondence and Comments).

" The City of Parlier and the Fresno County Fire Protection District have an agreement in
place whereby the District is the City’s fire service provider, and continues to provide for
fire protection services within the City boundaries following completion of the annexation.

. The Proposal furthers the County’s General Plan policies of directing growth to existing
cities where infrastructure and a full-range of municipal services are available to serve
urban development.

. Substantial development is planned for the affected territory. The Service Plan submitted
for this reorganization indicates that all necessary urban services (water, sewer, police,
fire, etc.) are available to serve the affected territory (see Service Plan).

. As per State law, the factors to be considered in reviewing reorganization proposals
include the extent to which the proposal will promote “environmental justice”. As set forth
in Government Code Section 56668(0), environmental justice means: “the fair treatment
of people of all races, cultures, and incomes with respect to the location of public facilities
and the provision of public services.” Staff believes that such finding can be made if the
impacts related to “arsenic” are properly addressed prior to recordation and remediation
is complied with as per the requirements of the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control.

" The Proposal will reasonably assist the City in achieving its fair share of the regional
housing needs, as required under Government Code Section 56668.



" policies of LAFCo. The Proposal is timely, it represents an appropriate action, and would
result in orderly land use planning, efficient development patterns and service areas, and
does not encourage urban sprawl.

" The Proposal, with the recommended conditions, would carry out LAFCo’s purposes and
responsibilities for planning and shaping the logical and orderly development and
coordination of local governmental agencies so as to advantageously provide for the
present and future needs of the County and its communities.

Accordingly, the Proposal is consistent with the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000 (Government Code 56000 et seq.), and LAFCo Policies, Standards,
and Procedures, including, but not limited to, Sections 100 and 200.



APPLICATION INFORMATION

1. Affected Territory

Acreage: 28.63 acres
Current Land Use: Packing Shed, Agriculture, Rural
Residential
Number of Parcels Parcels: 3
Landowners/ Registered Voters: Landowners: 6/ Voters: 11
Previous County Zoning: AE-20, AL-20
City Zoning Upon Annexation: R-1, R-2, M-1
Ag. Preserves/Contracts: None
Assessor’s Parcel Number: 355-020-35, 36, 81s (portion), &
82s
2. Proposed Development: 85 unit apartment complex and a church.
3. Surrounding Territory: Surrounding land uses consist of agriculture to the east, vacant

land to the north, single-family residences to the west and south, and a school and the
Parlier City Hall to the south.

4. Consistency with Adopted Sphere of Influence (SOI): The affected territory is within
the City of Parlier's adopted Sphere of Influence.

5. Consistency with City and County General and Specific Plans: The Proposal is
consistent with the City of Parlier's adopted long-range goals and policies.
6. Existing Service Agencies and Proposed Service Changes
Service Existing Service Change
Water Private wells City of Parlier
Sewer Private septic systems City of Parlier
Fire Protection Fresno County Fire Protection None (City contract
District with Fresno County
FPD)
Distance to Station Y mile None

7. Cities and Districts Included Wholly or Partially within the Affected Territory.

County of Fresno Fresno County Library District
Kings River Conservation District Fresno County Fire Protection District
Parlier Cemetery District Parlier Unified School District
Consolidated Mosquito Abatement West Fresno County Red Scale
District Protective District
Sierra Kings Hospital District Consolidated Irrigation District

8. Costs and Other Changes Affecting Residents or Landowners:

None are anticipated that will affect residents or landowners.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Agencies and Individuals Submitting Comments (see Correspondence and
Comments):

= John Navarrette, County of Fresno

Betty Vaughn, Elections Division, County of Fresno

Bernard Jimenez, Public Works and Planning, County of Fresno

Karen Bosch Cobb, Fresno County Library District

Glenn Allen, R.E.H.S., Environmental Health

Jeff Gymer, Department of Toxic Substances Control

David King, Fresno County Assessor’s Office

Territory Boundaries: The boundaries of the proposed annexation are definite and
certain, and there are no conflicts with lines of assessment ownership. The map and
description are not sufficient per David King (Fresno County Assessor, Assessment
Services Supervisor) for recordation or filing with the State Board of Equalization. A
revised map and legal description title are required per the County Assessor’s
specifications.

Registered Voter Data:

The County of Fresno Elections Office reported on October 13, 2009 that there were
eleven (11) registered voters in the affected territory.

Compliance with the Requirements of CEQA:

Lead Agency: City of Parlier - Level of Analysis: Initial Study
Finding: Mitigated Negative Declaration (see Environmental Documents).
Proponent: City of Parlier; AMG Associates, LLC

Public Notice of Hearing: Public notice concerning this Proposal was issued by the
Executive Officer pursuant to State law.

Individuals and Agencies Receiving this Report:

LAFCo Commissioners and Alternates

Ruben Castillo, LAFCo Special Counsel

Lou Martinez, City Manager, City of Parlier

Shun Patlan, Community Development Director, City of Parlier

Bruce O’Neal, Contract Planner, City of Parlier

Bernard Jimenez, Manager, Fresno County Development Services Division
Keith Larkin, Chief, Fresno County Fire Protection District

David Orth, Kings River Conservation District

Phil Desatoff, General Manager, Consolidated Irrigation District

AMG Associates, LLC., Attn: Alexis Gevorgian
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FINDING - No Impact: The project site contains ng federally protected wetlands as defined by
- Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. o B '

d. Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native residentor

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established

| native resident or migratory
‘wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife

nursery sites? - -
FINDING - No Impact: The project site contains no watercourses or wildlife movement corridors,

e. E Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting bio]pgical
~resources, such as tree preservation? ' ' " o :

FINDING - No Impact: The project will not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources. ’ : :
f. . Would the project conflict with an a

pproved local, regional or state habitat
conservation plan? '

FINDING - No Impact: There are no adopted Habitat,Conservation_Pians in the Parlier area.

V. . CULTURAL RESOURCES

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
: -resource as defined in Sec. 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines? )

FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: There are no known historical resources located on the
project site. Should archeological or human remains be encountered during development, the
- proposed project shall comply with the requirements of CEQA that regulate archaeological and

historical resources (Public Resources Code Section 21083.2 and 21084.1), and all local, state and
federal regulations that regulate archaeological and historical resources.

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to Sec. 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines?

FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: Although there are no known archaeological resources
located in the study area, the project could result in disturbance of subsurface archaeo]
resources during excavation and/or grading. If this occurs, the de
requirements of CEQA that regulate archaeological and historical res

Section 21083.2 and 21084.1), and all local, state and federal regulatio
_ and historical resources.

ogical
veloper will comply with the
aurces (Public Resources Code
ns thatregulate archaeological

c. Would the project directly or indirectly destro

y aunique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?
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FINDING -~ Less Than Significant Impact: There are no known paleontological resources located in
the study area. ifany paleontalogical materials are uncovered during project activities, workin the

area shall halt until professicnal resources evaluation and/or data recovery excavation can be
planned and implemented. B : S _ :

d. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
. formal cemeteries? ' ' . : - '

FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: Should any human remains be discovered during grading
and construction, the Fresno County Coroner must be notified immediately. The Coronet has two'
working days to examine the remains and 24 hours to notify the Native American Heritage
Commission [NAHC] if the remains are Native American. The mostlikely descendants then have 24

. hours to recommend proper treatment or disposition of the remains, following NAHC guidelines.

VI, GEOLOGYAN‘D SOILS .

a. ‘Would the projeét expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects
involving:. o : : : '

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault?

FINDING - No Impact: Due to the geology of the Parlier area and its distance from active faults, the
Ppotential for seismic impacts is considered minimal. Potential seismic hazards will be addressed

through compliance with The Californio Building Code enforced by the City to ensure the safe
construction of all structures.and facilities. . o : -

- i) 'S*trié)ng seisfnic ground shaking?

FINDING - No Impact: The most likely source of potential
and the Owens Valley fault systems. Taking into account
ground motion is minimal. :

ground shaking is the San Andreas Fault
distance to these faults, the potential for

1if)  Seismic-related ground failure, inclu ding liguefaction?

FINDING - No Impact: Soil types are coarse and not conducive to liquefaction. In addition, the

maximum ground surface accelerations attributed to this area are too low to produce the shock
necessary to initiate liquefaction.

iv) Landslides?

FINDING - No Impact: The project will not result in or ex

pase people to potential impacts from
landslides or mudflows.

City of Parlier Proposed Negative Declaration
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b. - Would the project result in substantial soil eros_ioh or the loss of topsoil?

FINDING - No Impact: Standard requifed construction practices and compliahce with City
~ordinances and regulations, The California Building Code, and adherence to professional engineering
design approved by the City will mitigate potential soil erosion impacts from the project.

¢ Would the project result in on- or off-site-land_sli_de,' lateral spreading, _subsidencé,
- lquefaction or collapse? : S s SN

' FINDING - No Impact: The project site is nof]océ’téi:l on unstable soils,

d. ‘Would the project be located on expansive soil creéting substantial risks to life or
- property? S ' : )

FINDING - No Impact: The project site is not Iocat‘ed on expansive soils.

e. Would the project have soils incapable of ade
tanks oralternative wastewater dis
the disposal of wastewater?

gquately supporting the use of septic
posal systems where sewers are not available for

- FINDING - No Impact: The development will be served by the Parlier Wastewater Treatment Plant.

- VII.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Would the project create a significant hazard through the routine transport, use, or
.- disposal of hazardous materials? S '
FINDING-- No Impact: The project is not ex

pected to use or generate hazardous materials. Any
transport of hazardous materials will be sub

ject to local, state and federal regulations.

b, Would the project create a significant hazard t'hrough‘ reasonably foreseeable upset

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

FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: An abandoned land#l] exits approximately
and north of the annexation area (see Figure 3). The landfill is located north of the
railroad and immediately adjacent on the west to the proposed Lennar TTM No. 5615. Most of the
material disposed of at the site was organic, but material included cement and asphalt. At the
direction of the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWCQB), the City of Parlier has closed and
leveled the landfll, Monitoring wells have been placed on the perimeter of the landfill and
monitoring results are sent to the RWCQB to ensure that percolation through the land#fil] does not
contaminate underground water supplies. To date, monitoring has indicated that no groundwater
contamination has taken place and no impacts to the proposed project are anticipated.

Y4 mile west
abandoned
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Figure 3: Parlier Waste Disp osal Site
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Anadditional concern is methane gas migration from the landfill
.Tesponse to this concern, Lennar Fresno, Inc, authorized the pre
‘migration from the landfill to its proposed TTM No. 5615, The

wells and reporting requirements to the City of Parlier, Fresno County Environmental Health

Services, the RWQCB, and the California Integrated Waste Management Board. With aba_ndonment
of the project by Lennar, the workplan was never implemented. o ' ' :

to nearby residential properties. In
paratoin of a worlplan to assess gas
workplan included gas monitoring

Staffat the RWQCR and Fresno County Environmental Heal
-methane gas migration in the revised annexa
- properties from the landfill boundary.

th Services, however, have indicated that
tion area is not a concern due to the distance of the

During operation of the railroad spur adjacentto the annexation boundary, arsenic was sprayed on
~ the railroad bed for weed control. This practice led to potential arsenic levels above significance
thresholds. When Parlier middle schoo! was constructed south of Parlier Avenue, s0il from the
abandoned railroad bed was removed and used for fill on the school site. The Avila Avenue

- Apartments developer commissioned soil tests on the abandoned railroad right-of-way and tests
were negative for all contaminants.. : : - :

c. Would the‘;ﬁroject emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials within
' 1/4 mile of an existing or proposed school? B o
FINDING - No Impact: Although the'project islocated across Parlier Avenue from g fniddle school,
the project is not expected to use or generate hazardous materials.
d. Would the project be located ona hézardous material
Government Code Section_65962.5 and
‘tothe public or the environment?

s site as compiled pursuant to
»asaresult, woulditcreatea significanthazard

FINDING -No Impact: The annexation properties are notincluded on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.

e. Would a project located within an airportland use
two miles of a public airport or public use air
residing or working in the project area? -

pl'an or, absent such a plan, within
port, resultin a safety hazard for people

FINDING - No Impact: The project site is not located

within an airportland use plan or within two
miles of a public airportor public use airport.

f. Would a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

FIN

DING - No Impact: The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

City of Parlier Proposed Negative Declaration
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g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere
‘plan or emergency evacuation plan?

withan adopted emefgency response
FINDING —.No Impact: The project will not interfere with an adopted emergency response plan.
h. Expose people or structures to wildland fires?

FINDING - No Impact: The project site is not within an area subject to wildland fires.

_VIIL. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a. Would the project violate water quality standards or waste discharge reqﬁirements? )

FINDING - No Impact: The proposed development will comply with a
standards to assure proper grading and drainage. Storm water drainage ba
bythe projects previously approved for development. Compl
" regulations will prevent violation of water quality standards

Il City ordinances and
sins will be constructted
iance with all local, state, and federal
or waste discharge requirements.

b. Would the project deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater

recharge (e.g.,, production in pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level that

- would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been
- granted)? : ' '

FINDING - Less Than Sign'iﬁcant Impact with Miti
wiltbe served by the City of Parlier water system. Th

project area and as a result, no impacts to the water Sytem are expected. As urban development
occurs within the City, water supply will be from underground sources. No additional sources of
surface water supplies are planned for this area. The City and the Consolidated Irrigation District

(CID), however, are discussing possible programs to increase surface water delivery in order to
recharge the underground aquifer.

gation Incorporated: The proposed project
e City has adequate existing wells to serve the

Disputes have arisen between CID and cities within the district ("Five Cities"
urban development on CID facilities, use and availability of ground water, and the lack of
groundwater recharge. As a result, representatives of CID, the Five Cities, and LAFCO have initiated
discussions in order to resolve the disputes regarding the effects of urbanization on CID facilities,
ground water, ground water recharge, and storm drainage. During the facilitation session held on

December 3, 2007, the parties agreed on interim mitigation measures to be incorporated into
environmental documents for projects considered

mitigation measures to be used by the Five Citieg

Measures have been adopted by the Parlier Ci
the facilitation process. ‘

) regarding the effect of

prior to final agreement on appropriate CEQA
(Mitigation Measures). These interim Mitigation
ty Council and will allow projects to proceed during
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The latest draft of the new cooperative agreement was issued January 15, 2009, In summary, the
agreement contains the following major components; T S

= Eachofthe Five Cities would pay an annual fee for each acre foot of domestic water pumped -
- currently stipulated at $130/acre foot. Parlier's annual fee is estimated at $209,416 (this fee,
. to be charged to rate payers, would be phased in over five years). R s

Each City would pay an annual fee to discharge storm water into CID facilities and no new

connections would be permitted. Parlier drains an estimated 80 acres into CID facilities and
the City’s annual fee to CID is calculated at $12,000. A -

e The Cities shall adopt CID's Standard Details and Development Standards to ensure thereare
no impacts to Districts canals and other facilities. ~.~ S I

- The fees assessed for groundwater recharge would be used to purchase additionalland and develop

- recharge facilities, and to purchase surplus surface water supplies when available. The preliminary

recharge facilities were identified in'a July 2007, Engineer’s Report and Nexus Study commissioned by

CID. According to CID officials, the estimated cost of recharge facilities is $15,000,000, and the

overall objective of the program is to recharge an average of 16,000 acre feet per year to offset the
overdraft created by urban groundwater pumping, O ‘ . : R

The City of Parlier has not yet signed the new cooperative agreement,
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially significant
AMitigation

In consideration of the City of Parlier approvin

| gthe "Mitigation Measures,” the following measures
are recommended for the proposed project: : : ' ' C '

1. 'Any and all future development within the boundaries ofthe proposed annexation shall
be subject to the negotiated settlement of the cooperative agreement. '

2. All storm drainage shall be accommodated in permanent storm drain facilities designed
and constructed in accordance with standards of the City of Parlier. These facilities shall
prevent any connection by flow or otherwise to facilities of the Consolidated Irrigation
District to ensure that storm water shall not enter these facilities of the District,

3.

With regard to any CID facilities in the project area, any such facilities shall be the
responsibility of the-developer to comply with conditions of the Consolidated Irrigation
District for under-grounding the-system for public safety. This condition includes, butis not
limited to, the Harp Canal running parallel to the extension of Avila Avenue which shall be
the responsibility of the developer to comply with conditions of CID.
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Level of Significance after Mitigation: Implementation of the recommended measures will reduce
impacts to less than significant levels. . o '

c. . Would the project substantially aiter existin‘g drainage patterns in a manner which

. would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site? -~

FINDING - No Impact: Standard required construction practices and compliance with state and
federal regulations, City ordinances and régulations, The California Building Code, and adherence to
professional engineering design approved by the City of Parlier will reduce or eliminate impacts
. from the project. LT e e T e Cn s o

o . Would the project substantially alter existing drainage patterns or substantially
| increase the rate or amount of surface runoff it amanner that would resultin flooding
" on or off-site? ' S

FINDING - No.Impact: The proposed p‘rojecf will not result in an altered drainage pattern as
_surface runoff will follow normal drainage patterns into an approved storm water ponding system
within the City. - ' B - R L

e.  Would the project create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of

. existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional
" sources of polluted runoff? o '

FINDING - No Impact: The project will not create or contribute run-offwater that would exceed the

capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted run-off. ' S : :

f. “Would the project of_herwis_e substantially degrade water quality?

FINDING - No Impact: The project will not otherwise degrade water qualitythrough storm runoffor

wastewater generation. :

B. Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mappedona
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
map?

FINDING - Less Than SignificantImpact: The project site is not located within the limits of a 100-
year floodplain as identified on the applicable FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map.

h. Would the projecf plaée structures within a 100-year flood hazard area that would -

impede or redirect flood flows?

FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: See above responce,
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li.  Would the project expose people or structures to a si

gnificant risk of loss, injury or
‘death involving flooding,

including floodin gasaresultofthe failure of alevee or dam?

" FINDING - No Impact: There are no levees or dams invol

sufficiently removed fromthe Kings River ﬂoodp]ai_n to re_cluc_
failure. o '

‘..{r'e.ci: with the .pr.o.ject and Ithere si.te.a. 15

e potential ﬂ_oo_di_n_grgs aresult of dam
3. | Woul_d_the'_project be atrisk fo"r inundation by _seiﬁhg, tsunami,..c.}r mudﬁpw?__ |

: FINDING ~ No Impa_i:f: The projeﬁt ar:ea has .nofpote'ntial for.s__eiche, __tsun_an_;i, .QF m:uc'l.ﬂ.o.w.
IX. LAND USE AND PLA..I\‘!NIN-G-. o | | |

é._ | Wduld the project physicai]y divide an establisjhéd community?

FINDING - No Impact: The propésed project will not

will facilitate logical growth of the City. The City has|
vacant|

physically divide the Parlier community but
ong emphasized development of remaining
and separating east from west Parlier. The Council previously approved residential projects
south of Parlier Avenue between Newmark and Mendocino., The proposed project site is a logical
extension of growth and helps to maintain a compact urban form in close proximity to urban
~services, including parks, fire protection, schools, the County library, and City Hall. - - '

b. Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation ofan

.. agency with jurisdiction over the project (including the general plan, specific plan, or
-zoning ordinance) adopted to avoid or mitigate an environmentql, effect?

FIND]N_.GV—::_ Less Than Significant Impact: The project area is_.within the City of Parlier SOI and the

land use disignations for the properties within the project area (Industrial and Medium Density) are

consistent with the General Plan, as well as with the existing and proposed uses within the project
area . ' ' '

“Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

FINDING - No Impact: There are no adopted habitat conservation plans in the Parlier area.

X. MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the projectresultin the loss of availability of 2 mineral resource that would be
of value to the region and the state?

FINDING - No Impact: There are no mineral resources known to exist on or near the project site.
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b.” . Resultin the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site

-delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, er other land use plan?

'EIM\!_G— No Impact: The project site is not delineated on the general plan as a locally imponant
mineral resource recovery site. S = Ce R R

. XI.  NOISE

. Would the project result in exposure of persons to or genefation of noise in excess of
" . standards established in the general plax or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
_Df Oth_ET' agencies? B o Lo . T : Lo

~ FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: The Noise Element ofthe General Plan establishes a land_
use compatibility criterion of 60 dB Las for exterior noise levels and 45 dB Ly, for interior noise levels
within residential land.uses. Noise ievels within future homes and

_ the worshop center aré expected
.to be within acceptable limits for residential areas and naoise will be generated primarily by
increased residential traffic. : : N o :

b. Would the projectresultin exposure of persons to or generation of exce'ssive ground-
borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels? S
FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: Although noise wil
construction, the project will not resultin exposure of pers
borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels. : '

| be generated during grading and
ons to-or generation of excessive ground- _

c ‘Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise above
levels existing without the project? ' = ' ' '

FINDING - No impact: The project has the potential to create new noise levels t:ypical of residential

areas; however, ambient noise levels within residential neighborhoods are not considered signifiant.

d. Wouild the project result in a substantial temporary increase in ambient noise levels

above levels existing without the project?

FINDING - No Impact: The project will bring about temporary increases in noise durin
-construction, Itis notanticipated that these new noise levels will
increase in ambient noise levels above levels existing without th

ggrading and
resultin a substantial temporary
e project.

e For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not

been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the projectarea to excessive noise levels?
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-FINDING - No Impact: The project is not located within an airport land use plan nor within two
miles of a public use airport. R : o ST ;
f. _F_m"-' a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the projectexpose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? LT ~

FIND]NG - No Impact: The project is not locat_ed within the vicinity ofa privété airstrip. -
XIL  POPULATION AND HOUSING |
a.. W__oﬁld the project ih_d_u_ce. substantial populati_c:m growth either _dir_éttly (e.g., by

a proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly {e.g., through extension of roads -
~or other infrastructure)? . - - ' IR

FINDING - No Impact: Previously approved projects within the annexation area_wil.l resultin new
housing and a worship center. Such housing has been comtemnpalted in the City

_ of Parlier General
Plan and churches are considered an important part of residential neighborh

nods. ‘ '

'b.  Would the project displace substantial existing housing necessitatin.g tonstru_ction of
replacement housing elsewhere? R R SR R
FINDING - No Impact: The project will not displace existing housing,

C. -Would the project diéplace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
' construction of replacement housing elsewhere? - ' S
FINDING- No Impact: The project will not displace péople.

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES

. a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or altered public services, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service, response
times or other performance objectives for any of the following services:

i) Fire protection?

FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: Fire protection services to the project site will be
provided by the Fresno County Fire Protection District which anticipates that service can be
- provided to the project without adverse affects. An agreement is in place between the City and

District for cost reimbursement and no significant impacts to fire services are anticipated as a result
of the proposed development. '
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ii) Police protection?

FINDING - Lés_s Than Significant Impact: Police
~ Police Department. No signiciant
proposed development. -

protection services will be provided by the Parlier
impacts to police services are anticipated as a result of the

_iii)  Schools?

FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: Additional student enrollment will occur from
" developments with the project area. To mitigateimpactsbroughtbynewdeve]opr_ne_nt,the Parlier” ™

-~ Unified School District levies development fees for all new residential development. Any new

development will be subject to development fees in place at the time fee certificates are obtained.
iv)  Parks?

FINDING - Less Than Signficant Impact: The projéct will not adversely im}ﬁact existing parks.
Developments within the proejet area willeither dedicate parkland or pay park development fees for
park space in accordance with City requirements. L ' LT

v} Other public facilities?

FINDING - No Impact: The project will not have additional impacts on other public facilities.

XIV. RECREATION

a. Would the project increase use of existing parks or other recreational facilities such
‘that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur? - '

- FINDING -No.lmpaét: Developmerit of the subdivision mafy resul

tinan increase in use of existing
parks or recreational facilities but will not result in the physical d

eterioration of these facilities.

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or

expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment? o

FINDING - No Impact: See above response.

XV.  TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

a. Would the project result in a substantial increase in vehicle tri

ps (volume to capacity
ratios, or congestion at intersections)?
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FINDING - Less Than Signficant Impact with Incorporation of Mitigation: The impact of .

previously approved projects within the annexation area have been evaluated and itwas determined

“thatincreases in traffic will be accommodated by the existing major roadway system. Development -
‘ofthe Avila Apartment project will increase daily traffic by an estimated 675 vehicle trips, including .
65 pm-peak hour trips. The worship center will generate little traffic during daily peak hours and is
estimated to generate 400 vehicle trips during worship services. Parlier Avenue is a planned
collector roadway and has more than-adequate capacity to serve the proposed projects. The Avila
Avenue Apartments will be required to construct. Avila Avenue to its intersection with Parlier
Avenue and other street improvements will be made to Parlier Avenue by both projects.

Caltrans expects that residential projects will utilize the Highway 99 and Manning Avenue
interchange for a portion of their peak hour trips. Future deficiencies at the interchange haye been
‘identified as well as needed improvements and costs. Caltrans estimates that the apartment project
would generate eight pm peak hour trips going to or coming from the interchange with a fair share

mitigation fee of $10,525 for the inter;hange..

.Lével of Si_gniﬁcance before M.i.tig;a.tion:’ Pot_gntially éigniﬁ_ﬁant
_Mitigatioq _ | | .

'1. The .a;.J]‘Jlicant for the Avila Avenﬁe Apartments shall- enter into a "

traffic mikigaticm
agreement” with Caltrans. The agreement shall be executed prior to issuance to a building
permit. : I ' o

Level of Sign.ificance after Mitigation: Impl

ementation of the recommended measures will reduce
impacts toless than significant levels, : ' S '

b. Would the project exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service
standard established for designated roads? - L
FINDING - No Impact: The General Plan standard is LOS “C”. See ahove response,

C. Would the project éhange air traffic patterns resulting in substantial safety risks?

FINDING - No Impact: The project will not affect air traffic.

d. ~ Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp

‘curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
FINDING - Less than Significant Impact: The proposed projects have previously been réviewed

and appropriate design standards implemented, Additional right of way and other improvements
may be required to accommodate projected traffic in accordance with City Standards.
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|

e. Resu]t in madequate emergency access'?

. FINDING No Impact The current street system in the area w1ll be adequate for emergency access,

_f. Resu]t inina dequate parkmg capacity?

FINDING - No ]mpact Residential uses and churches arere

qun‘ed to provide adequate off—street
: parkl_ng per standards estabhshed in the Parller Zomng Ordi -

nance.

g Wou]d the prolect confhcthth adopted pohc1es orprograms supportin_"g alternative
transportatmn (eg,buses,blcycles)'? . S e S

FINDING No Impact The proJect w111 not conﬂlct w1th

programs eupporting alternative )
transportatlon o R ' '

XVI, UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
a. Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicabie
' Reglonal Water Quality Control Board'? . R '
FINDING - No Impact: The proJect will not exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
Regional Water Quality Control Board g : s

b. Would the project require construction of new water or wastewater treatment

facilities or expansion of existing fac:llmes, the construction of whlch could cause
SIgmf]cant environmental effects7

FINDING:= fNo Impact The projectarea will be served bythe exlstmg catywastewater collectlon and

treatment system. Additional water well sites are bemg planned within the pTO}ECt area to
accommodate future development

€. . Would the project require constructlon of new storm water dramage facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause SIgmﬁcant
environmental effects? .

FINDING - Less Than Significant Impact: The project will be served by the constructlon of storm
water ponding basins within the project area.

d. Would the project have sufﬁcnent water supplies available to serve the project from

existing entltlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

FINDING - No Impact: The City has sufficient groundwater resources to serve the proposed
development. See Section V11 b for further discussion.
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Would the project result.in a determination by the wastewater treatmg_ent provider
thatithas adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the

: .FIND_ING - No Impact: The City has shfﬁci_ent capacity to serve the proposed deye]opfnén_t. _‘ -

f. Would the project be served by a landfill with 'sufﬁcien,t permitt_ed' cépécity to

-accommodate the project's solid waste disposalneeds? .~ -

T FIN'DI_NG -No Impact: The American Avenue landfil] has sufficient capacit}? to ,se_rv,e.fﬁture grbwth

in the City of Parlier. - Dl e s ey e e T e ST e T

£ Woul‘d the project Coniply with federal; state, and_]ocal_'sta'tutgs and regu‘l.at'ions
- related to solid waste. - L o S S

'FINDIN‘G - No Impact: The project will comply with federal, state, and]ocal statutes 'ah'd regulations
related to solid waste. : e ' R L L

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
1. Does the project have the potential to degrade .the quality of the environment,
-~ substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
‘population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of arare or endangered plant or
- animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California historyor
prehistory? R SR R P

".FIND-]NC‘—.;?LESS than significant impact.

2, Does the project have impacts that are individuall

y limited, but cumulatively
considerable? : o

FINDING - Less than significant impact with incorporation of mitigation measures.

3. Does the project have environmental effects that will cause sub

stantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

FINDING - Less than significant impact with incorporation of mitigation measures.

31

City of Parlier Proposed Negative Declaration
Reorganization No. 06-02-Revised '






- INITIAL STUDY/PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

'REVISED REORGANIZATION NO. 06-02 (AMG & ASSOEIATES, LLC) |
. RESPONSETO COMMENTS RECEIVED ONTHE -
- PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negaﬁve_ Declaration for the Revised
Reorganization No.-06-02 in the City of Parlier was circulated for public cormnment. The
following response letters were received on the

‘proposed Mitigated Negative
-Declaration: Lo R
1, .California Department of Taxic Substanice Control IR .
2. County of Fresno - Department of Public Health, Environmental Health
. - Division . ' Ly
3. Fresno LAFCO
. 4. Consolidated Irrigation District

-Copies of these comments are attached as Attachment “A” and are responded to in the
following section. Where appropriate, changes have been made to the text of the Initial,
-Study and mitigation measures have'been added or refined to further reduce identified
“potential impacts, _ SRR S e

1. . California Depaxtment of Toxic SuBstanqe C_ontrol

As stated in the Initial Study, there is the potential for arsenic levels in the rail bed of the
~ abandoned railroad right-of-way adjacent to the annexation area, 'Ars_enic was
reportedly used in the rail bed for weed control. Previous soil studies were within
acceptable levels for pesticides but arsenic was not tested for. DTSC does not object to
the annexation with the understanding that soil testing is performed and remediation
completed prior to development if unacceptable levels are detected. As a result of
discussions with DTSC and Fresno County Environmental Health staff, the applicant
has commissioned additional soil testing which will be completed during the week of

July 31 with test results and remediation requirements (if any) known the following
week, ' '

2. County of Fresno Department of Puble Health, Environment

Division

al Health

The Environmental Health Division is also concerned with potential arsenic
contamination. Since the letter was written on.July 6, the applicant has been in contact
with Environmental Health staff and they are aware of the position of DTSC and -
current soil testing activity, The results of the soil testing and remediation requirements
(if any) will be presented to the Environmental Health Division prior to any action on
the reorganization by LAFCO. ' ' -



~ The proposed environmental document is a Mmgated Nega’ove Declara’oon and any
- omission of the word rru‘ogated” was unmtentlonal

3 'Fresno LAFCO

-Pre\nous initial stud1es were referenced in the current document but no tlerlng was

used. The current document is c:on51dered new mforrnatlon and analysm for the
proposed revised reorgamza‘oon -

_ -W1th respect to methane gas Irug;ratron, an abandoned 1andf111 is located ad]acent to the ‘
Lennar TTM 5615 and the tract ‘map was originally part of the annexation. Lennar
‘caused to be prepared a work program for identifying potential methane gas migration
from the landfill onto their site. The California Regional Water Quality Control Board,
- after review of the initial study, has agreed that the landfill is not a concern for the
‘revised reorganization due to the fact that no properties are adjacent to or encroach on

the landfill (see attached emall frorn Elizabeth Marbnez, Water. Resou.rc:es Control |
. :Engmeer for the CRWQCB) :

- With regard to arseruc in the rallroad rlght-of—Way, please see the DTSC lerter and
response No. 1. R

With regard to CID, please see responses in No 4, Below. The apphcant contlnues to
meet with CID staff to resolve water supply issues prlor to LAFCO action.

The miitigation measures will be monitored by the Parlier Cornmumty Development
Director and the City Engineer as part of the final improvement plan process. LAFCO

will not be a responsible party in momtormg The apphcant has'been made aware of all
rmtlga’non requlrernents - :

. With regard to the 50% issue, APN 355-020-38 at 1.95 acres has been removed from the

annexation boundaries following discussions with Fresno Cou_nty and LAFCO staff. As
a result the 50% requirement for the annexa’oon will be met.

4, “Consolidated Irrigaf:ion District

The initial study acknowledges on pages 22 and 23 the current proposal by CID for a
cooperative agreement between the City and district, including proposed fees and
measures to eliminate impacts to district facilities. As the studies referenced by CID in
their comment letter are incorporated in the proposed agreement, the City is aware of

and has reviewed information in the documents. The mitigation measures proposed by
the pro]ect are consistent with the overall proposed agreement



- The district comments that the City has not signed the proposed agreement, and implies -
that the City is'uninterested in signing the agreement. The district must understand that _

in these unpr_eéedénte‘d economic times, which began even before the new proposed

‘ agreeme'n’g was presented, that further burdening a city with 30% unemployment with
increased water rates is not acceptable to the City Council. The City understands that an

-agreement must be reached for groundwater recharge and has authorized the City -

Engineer to review the proposed agreement and provide recommendations for further
negotiations. S _ . o . R
The "interim mitigation measures” were established and agreed to by the City and the .
district for projects such as the one proposed. That i3, projects proposed for, annexation
prior to formal approval of the cooperative agreement. The City is unaware of any time
- limit on these “interim measures.”” It is entirely appropriate that the mitigation measures
require all development in the reorganization area to comply with the negotiated
cooperative agreement.. It would also be beneficial if -the district would propose

appropriate mitigation”for small projects — such as affordable housing and a church -
rather than hold them

hostage to the larger, more complex cooperative agreement
negotiations. ' o T R
Harp Canal is located along the eastern boundary of the project and impacts could result
~ to public safety, potential flooding risks, trash, and increased liability to CID and the City,

As continually stated to the district, (including mitigation in the initial study) the City
will require that the existing irrigation ditch running parallel to the extension of Avila
Avenue be the responsibility of the developer to comply with the conditions of the
Consolidated Irrigation District or for undergrounding the system for public safety,
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 APPENDIX A

- COMMENT LETTERS



Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maznar Movassaghi

AR ' o Acting Director T
-Lindg 8. Adams ’ © - . . 15815 Tollhouse Road . ; A Amold Schwarzeneggar
Secretary for ) v : - : B o o ) Gnvemor
Environmental Protectian - o Qlovns,_ Catzf_om!a 93611 , : _ -
~Mr. Glenn Allen

~ County of Fresno Department of Pubhc Health
P.O.Box 11867

:'Fresno CA 93?55 ,

ClTY OF PARLIER INITIAL STUDY AND PROPOSED NEGAT]VE DECLARAT]ON
FOR REORGANIZAT]ON NC) 06- 02 '

Dear Mr. _Alle_n '

At the request of Mr. Alexis Gevorgian, This office of the Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC) does not object to Fresno Local Agency Formation
. Commission approving the subject parce! for annexation to the City of Parlier. The
-intended use of the subject parcel is for residential development. Site soils adjacent fo
‘the railroad tracks at the subject parcet were previously used for fill at an elementary
‘-'scnool These soils contained concentrations of arsenic above the California _
'-f-Enwronmentat Protection Agency's Preliminary Remediation Goals for a residential -
sscenario. While this office does not object to the annexation of the parcel(s), site soils
characterization for metais and arsenic needs to be performed prior to DTSC clearance -
“for residential development. A Subsurface Environmental Site Assessment Report for
the vacant property at 14400 East Parlier Avenue in Parfier was compiled March 12,
- 2008. Site soil sampling results indicate that organochlorine pesticides within the

- locations sampled were within acceptable levels for residential development, yet site
soils were not analyzed for metals (arsenlc)

In the event that-the project proponent moves forward with the development of this
parcel, the Fresno County Environmental Health staff needs to ensure that site soils
meet acceptable metals concentrations for residential development. If the County
would like DTSC to oversee the risk/hazard analysis on the site, the project proponent
W|II need to enter into a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement with DTSC

If you should have any questlons or comments, please contact Mr Jeff Gyrner Hazardous
Substances Engineer, or me at (559) 297-3301.

® printed on Recycled Paper



Sincerely,

_I'Thomas Kovac: F’ E Chlef

. 3an Joaqum and Legacy l_andﬂ]s Offce
) Clo\ns Branch .



Manday, July 05, 2008
3:37 PM

County of Fresno
. Depastment of Public Health
Edward L. Moreno, M.D,, M.P H.. Director-Heallh Officer

July 8, 2009 s
St _ . 559099080
C . - . " T . LuoDiE10
‘Shun Patian. E : : :

PE 2600
Community Develepment Directar '
1400 E. Patlier Avenue
Rarlier, CA 93648

Dear Mr, Patlan:

Project Name: " Gity of‘P-arl[e!' Initlal Study and Proposed Negative
: ' ‘Declaration for'-Resrganization.No. 06-02'Revised.

. Thartke.you-forthe spportunityiio review tHe above.notéd document, The: Fresno County

- Dapartment of Public Health, Envirenmental Heslth Division has reviewed the revised

_project and.is.unabla to coneur with the findings madewithin the. Inlial Siudy and.the

- conelusion that a Negative Declaration is appropriate for the.praoject. The following
‘comments are offered; : S : o

~» \Ahile not.directly under the regulatory authority of the.Frasho County Public Healih
Department,the issue pertaining to arsenic contamination originatlng from the
formerrallway alignment remains an unresolved
the.Initial Study-indicates that the developer of the: propesed:Avila Avenue
" Apartments commissioned soil tests en the-project site, whith indicated thay were
negaltive for-all.contaminates. The Initial Study f4ils to Include reference ta, or
carrespondence from, any of the responsible agencies that would validate the
information provided. Further, no carresporidence supporting ttig information has
been provided to this Depariment following meetings that were previously held to
diseuss this and other issuas related to the preliminary reorganization projest.

Several phone calls made o the City of Parlier to ascertain this information remain
Unanswered.

public health concern. Page 21 of

The title of the project routing and several other headings within the environmental
document indicate that.a Mitigated Negative Declaration is being mate for the
project. However, the determination made within the document is for a Negative
Declaration, which is inconsistent with the other references within the docurment.

122) Fulien Mnll / P.Q. Bax 11867/ Fresno. Califormia 93773 7 {5503 3453
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£e . Steve Crump, Environmental Health Division

Shen Patlan
City of Parlier 18-NDV for Reorgamzatmn 06—02

July 8,72009

FPage 2 of.’Z_

F'Iease feelfreeto contact me i yau hava any comments or concems related to these

commernits at (559) 445 3357

Sincerely,

Tty wmu..;nf.:m-

Glenn Alles: wu;;w:':.;:‘.,,m;“:'"'

- L LT T o
lhﬂ: Jmﬂlfﬂﬂ SETA- W

REHS., M.

Envirenmerital Health Spécialist 1k
Environmental He_alth Division

ga

Hea Gip, Ervironmentdl Health Division
Dairel Schmidt, Fresrio LAFCo

Kevin Shaddy, Daparfment of Toxic Substances Control
Bruee O'Neal, Land Use -Associates

-
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- Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission

- July-1, 2009

Shun Patlan, Community. Development Director . . _
~ City.of Parlier B
.- 1100 E. Parlier Avenue
- Pailier, CA 93648

Dé'a“r'l\'/lr._ Patlan:

Subject: Reorganization No. 06-03 Revised —

- Initial Study and ﬁropds"gnf:
. Mitigated Négafi\_ze_Déc]amﬁo'n e

We have received the City of Pailier's request for comitments for the‘_'Initial -Stﬁdy and
proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for ‘Reorganizatich No. 08-02 -
Révised (LAFCo File No. 08-5) and offer the following comments: -

= The Initial Study's project description discusses the Avila Apartments project, a
. recently approved church facility, and pre-zoning of all:parcels ‘included within the
~-dffected territory. It is our understanding that separate Initial Studies were &lso

-~ performed for the Avila Apartments project and the church fagcility, in conjunction

-with their respective development entitiement applications. ! is not fully clear,
- -however, whether or where this Initial Study is repeating information/mitigation.
‘measures found in the pravious studies, tiering off of those studies, or is

presenting new information and analysis unrelated 1o “the prior studies.
Clarification should be provided as appropriate. I

The'lniﬁal‘Sthy is correct in identifying LAFCo as a Resporisible- Agency under
CEQA requirements for review of -this proposal, as LAFCo approval will be
- required to annex the affected territory to the City of Parlier.

As stated in the revised Initial Study, this proposal was continued by LAFCo in
May of 2008 due to environmental concemns related to an abandoned landfil
located on an adjacent property, and the potential for arsenic being located an a
former railroad bed which bisects the affected temitory. Following the
continuance of this project a.number of meetings which included staff from the
Fresno County Department of Community Health, the California Regional Water
- Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control (BTSC), were held to discuss these -issues. Our

understanding had been that the City and/or the project proponent would be

LAFCo Office: 2115 Kern Street, Suite 310, Fresno, CA 93721
. Phone: (559) 495-0604 * Fax: (559) 495-0655 » E-mail:cfleming@co.fresno.ca.us
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B \}&cﬁrking with these agencies to éddress_these issues and idehtify'_mitigaﬁoﬁ .
. measures, as appropriate. A I S

With respect fo migration of methane gas from the lahdfill site to the affected
ferritory, the revised Initial Study states "Staff at the RWQCB and Fresno County
Environmental 'Health . Services, howe

: ver, have indicated -that methane gas.
-migraiion in the revised annexation area is not a concern due to the distance of

the properties from-the landfill boundary”.(p. 21). . In order to ensure this issue.
- “has been fully addressed .and the - reviewing agencies’ concermns have 'been
satisfied, documentation from the RWQCB and Fresno County Deparfment of
- Community Health_indicating concurrence with the revised Initial Study's findings
- should be made a part of the. proposed mitigated negativeé declaration, ¢
“With respect t6 arseriic potentially being located ori the
“Initial Study states, "The Avila Avenue Apartments developer commissiofied soil -
- “tesis on:the abandoried railroad right-of-way and tests were negative for aff
‘tontaminants® (p. 21). The revised Initial ‘Study does not indicate wheth
- reviewing agencies which expressed concerns’. related  fo. patential arsenic

-coritamination, including the DTSC, reviewed and concur with these results, |n
order to erisure this isSue-has been fully addressed and the reviewing ageridies' -
~concems have been satisfied, documentation from the DTSC and/or- RWQCE,
_Identifying coricurrence with the revised Initial Study's findings should be matle
- -part.of the proposed-mitigated negative declaration, e e

railroad .b'ed, the févi_éed

ar

-« Pages 22 and 23 ¢of the revised Initial Study address Hydrology and Water

- Quality, and describe a dispute between the Consolidated Irrigation District (CID)

-and the “five cities”, which inciudes the City of Parlier. We would ‘encourage the

“City to confirm with CID that the mitigation measures proposed in this section are

- satisfactory, as these measures appear to stem from an October 16, 2006 letter
from the City’s engineer, Giersch and Assac

iates, to CID (letter referenced in the
service plan prepared for this proposal, dated March, 2008), and are identified in
the City's service plan. Given that much discussion has occurred betweén CID
and the five cities since this service plan was drafted, documentation from' CID
indicating-these mitigation- measures are satis

! factory should be made a part of
~ the proposed mitigated negative declaration. 3 : '

“With respect to these ‘mitigation measures, the City should also identify the.
- .mechanism by which these measures will be erforced. The. mechanism should:

be:such-that it is enforced by the City of Parlier (Lead Agency) and not LAFCo

{(Responsible Agency). We do not believe it is a

ppropriate to rely on LAFCo's
conditioning -authority to enforce these mitigation measures.

The City should also ensure the project proponent is f

utly aware of these
~mitigation measures and their associated costs, : ‘
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» As a point of information, we note that
. ‘that B0% of the ‘affected territory is either developed ‘or has approved
-development entitlements. Per previous conversations with County staff, it is our
understanding that the "Standards for Annexation®

section of the Master Tax
Sharing Agreement (MOU) between the County of Fresno and the City of Patlier
- does not allow acreage of already teveloped parcels to be includad in the
calculation for meeting the MOU's 50% rule. The City should contact County
staff to determine whethér.or not this is the case, as the proposed development

. area constitutes only 45% of the annexati

‘ on area when the parcal developed with
- ' apacking shed (APN 355_—020—_35)_is_excl_ug[ed__frqm this__calculatibr}._ IR

page 4 of the revised Initial Study stétés -

Additienally, we note that this issue may not have been identified in more recent
discussions because, at an Qctober 30, 2008 meeting between LAFCo staff,. .:

- County staff, and Bruce O'Neal (via teleconference), it was determined that an
undeveloped, 1.95 acre parce! (APN 355-020-38),

wauld be excluded from this
proposal along with the former Lennar parcel.

| When this 1.95 acre parcel is
- excluded, the proposal appears to meet the MOU's 50% rule. Again, we would
- encourage the City toconta

ot County staff to verify whether this understanding of
the 80% ruleis correct. - o T D TR

In addition to sﬁbmi’rtin'g the é'dopted Initial Study to LAFCo, a revised appiication form
and maps identifying the revised proposal boundaries wil . be required to continue
processing and schedule-a hearing date for t

he revised ‘Reorganization No. 06-02"
(LAFCo File No. RO-08-5) proposal.. _. LT TR : :

We ‘appreciate the opportunity to provide comments for this Initial Study. If you have -
- any questions, please contact me at (559) 485-0604. _ IR A

Sincerely, g”’/ ’

Darrel Schmidt, Deputy Executive Officer
Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission

C: Glenn Allen, Fresno-County Department of Community Health, Environmental
Heaith Systam

Elizabeth Martinez, California Regional Quality Control Board
Kevin Shaddy, Department of Toxic Substances Control
Tom Kovac, Department-of Toxic Substances Contral

Phil Desatoff, Manager, Consolidated Irigation D
Alexis Gevorgian

istrict

GALAFCOWORKING FlLES\CE(_'JA\Respans_Es\ParliEr RO-08-5 Revislon.dacx



‘From: Elizabeth Martinez
To: Alexis Gevorgian
Subject: Parlier

© Sent: Jul 27, 2009 2:46 BM

Alexis,

Per our telephone conversation, we do not have concerns. regardlng the

development as the development is not adjacant tD noxr encroachxng upon
the property of the landfill.

~ The Initial Study submitted to us has bsen passed along to the Storm

Water Unit and will be reviewed accordlngly The Senior of the Storm
water program is Dale Harvey and he

can be reached at 445 5116 or dharvey@waterboards ca.gov.

Elizabeth Martinez
‘Water Resources Control Engineger

California Regional Water Quallty Control Board
Central Valley Region

1685 E. Street  Fresno, CA 93706

Phone: 559.443.5116

Fax: 539.445.5910

Emartlnez@waterboards ca. gov

) ><(((( >t 7

* Note that the offices of the- Central Valley Water Board will be

closed on the first, second, and thlrd Frlday of each mnnth through June
_2010 by order of the Governor. * .
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July 23, 2009 -

* Shun Patlan, Community Development Director. :
City of Parlier R B o
1100 E. Parlier Avenue
Parlier, CA 93648

Subject: - Review and Comment — Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative
‘ Declaration for Reorganization No. 06-02 — Revised. - o

Shun Patlan:

-Consolidated Irrigaiion District has received the revised Initial Study and request for
-comment concerning Reorganization No, 06-02. '

} Upon obtaining the requested
-documents referred to in the study, noted in District’s letter to the City of Parlier dated

July 6, 2009; Consolidated lrrigation District provides the following comments regarding
;the revised Environmental Document. . 0 3 _ P

“In-January 2007, the District provided comments alon
District’s Engineer to the original Proposed Mitigated
December 2006. These documents are 1o be included
validate the long standing and continual concerns of e
to District facilities raised by CID. Two years ago C
project noted the overdraft conditions in the local gro
impacts it would have on the Kings Basin overdrafi.

g with a Memorandum from the
Negative Declaration dated

as part of the record and serve to
nvironmental impacts and impacts
ID’s comments concerning this
undwater supply and the cumulative

Since that time, CID"s position has not changed but in fact h
current California water conditions. Further, since our initial comments several studies
have been penerated that substantiate the District’s position (Upper Kings Basin '
Integrated Regional Water Management Plan “IR WMP” July 2007; Groundwater Impact
Analysis WRIME Memo, July 5, 2007; CID Urban Impacts White Paper, November
2007) all of which the City of Partier has been made aware of and copied at one time or
another over the past two years. The Revised Initial Study does not refer to any of the
‘studies and findings concerning the local groundwater condjtions. -

a5 become more critical with

As noted in the Revised Initia] Study, negotiation between CID and the “five citieg”
‘been.on going. After more than two years of discussions and mediation between the
Cities and CID a new cooperative agreement was issued in January 2009. The City of
Parlier has not provided written objections to the agreement nor has it sign the agreement,
even though more than seven months have passed for its review, With that being said

have -
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- . thereis no agreement in pla_ce_ﬁt this time and no promise of one to be executed in_’the
near future. Noting “mitigation measures” incorporated in an agreement which has not
been executed does not mitigate the impacts associated with this project,

Furthermore, the interim mitigation measures were established Bsa temporary solution
for projects in approval stage and or anticipating annexation prior to the establishment of

a new agreement. Now that an agreement is available and in its final stages it would not
‘be prudent to approve a project based on an agreement that City is in no rushor . -
guaranteeing to finalize. . = - SR e T e T e
’_Thé District’s Harp"CanéI is adjacentand to the east of 'th_e'proje'ct site. As noted in the _
“Revised Initial Study under-grounding of the canat for public safety and o reduce .

impacts associated with the project on District operations, is the responsibility of the

Developer. “CID’s Policy and Requirements Regarding Land Development Projects.

- within the Urban SOI” and “Standard Details” and pexj_m'tting will preside over any such
undertaking. As also noted there are to be no new connection of storm drainage ta
Distinct Facilities, As noted in previous comments on other residential projects in
Parlier, special attention needs to be paid to the adequacy and appropriateness of pdnding
locations when identifying facilities. There are potential impacts to District operations if
‘the ponding facilities are not sufficient or properly operational. PR

- CID is graathly concerned with impacts to District fa.cilitieé and the groundwater table.

Impacts to the Kings Basin have been established and documented. Projects such as this

‘contribute to the cumulative affect of a regional problem, Without enforceable mitigation

‘mensures the impacts go unchecked and defy CEQA Guidelines., The District includes

“these and all the'abave mentioned documents ag comment and support to these comments
iconcerning this project. . - . o T

- We appreciate the opporﬁmity to provide comments for this project. Please include CID
~ in any further environmental review associated with this application. If you have any
- questions, please contact me at (559) 896-1660, 7 LT

Sincereiy,
Stephanie Sherrell _
Urban Development Coordinator

Attchments:  CID comments Dated January 24, 2007

Summers Engineering Memo Dated March 24, 2006
CID comments Dated July 6, 2009
IRWMP - June 2007

Groundwater Impact Analysis WRIME Memo - J uly 5, 2007
CID Urban Impacts White Paper - November 2007
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- ‘January 24, 2007 B _ S Lo

* Community Development Director
- 1100 E. ParlierA\Jehue o
" Parlier, CA 93648

- -Dear Mr, Patlan:

_ Thank you for natifying the District with respectto the
" -have Input into th

. affected agency.

~Consolidated Irrigation District (

« . Environmental Checklist

SUBJECT: Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
' - Avila Avenue Apartments in Parlier

above project so that we may
e developmen‘r process at an early stage. o .

CID) has reviewed the Inilial Siudy,

Proposed Negative
bove subject development and have the followi

ng comments as an

Declaration for the a

» 11em VIILb, indicates there is No impactthat “substantially
. depletes groundwater supplies or interferes with groundwater recharge such that
-there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level.” Discussion of Environmental impacts, Item VIII b. indicates that the
proposed project will be served by the City of Parlier water system and a 12" water
line. An engineering analysis made by CID (a copy of which Is attached) has shown
- that agricuitural land (irrigated with imported surface water) convertad 1o urban
‘housing (served by pumped groundwater) carn result in a significant net reduction in
‘local groundwater supplies. This is primarily due to changing from imported surface
water 1o pumped groundwater 1o support the land use. While the impacts of this
individual project may be limited  they are cumulatively considerable given the other
projects converting agricultural land recently approved or pending both in Parlier and
‘neighboring clties. The City should work with the District to do an overall study of the
impac! of the present and planned conversions and develop appropriate mitigation

measures. Therefore the apprapriate response 1o this'issue is that it Is cumutatively
significant, unless mitigated below the level of significance.
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ltem Vili ¢, and d. indicates that thereis *

Impact” that substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area. The
~ - . Discussion of Environmental impacts does not contain critical information necessary
"o evaluaie the environmental impacts of this project. Specifically, if fails 1o provide
" .-any information on how drain water will be handied, WIll it be discharged into -
-existing basins or pumped into local canals or water delivery systams?. The precise
plan for handfing the stormwater needs 1o be provided. Currently, the City of Parlisr

vater into CID canals and pipelines, CID is concemed
with both the stormwater impacts of this project and the cumulative impact of such
flows on the District's system both in terms of water quality and quantity, Does the
City have an NPDES permit.for. such di

scharges? If not, the report should cite the
‘specific _reguta_tory exemption which_parm_its_ the discharge without the permit. .

No ‘Ir.npabf’. and “Less Than Sign'iﬁc_a'm_t

= Xl v. indicales that there is "No Impact™. - Discussion of Environmental Impacts,
- ltem Xlii v! states "The project is located within the service area of the CID. With
compliance with CID standards, no significant impact 1o their facllities are expected.”
‘The Harp Canal is located along the east side of the proposed project. The District
- belleves that there are significant impacts 1o CID as a result of this development.

“This property currently receives surface water deliveries from the. District and it is |
. ./assessed an annual charge based on the District's current "CID Gravity” rate of $18.00
- -iperacre. CID's policy since 1979 has been to charge citles 90% of the Pump rate for
~zhew lands that are annexed into the city limits, Acreage assessments are CID's - o
principal source of revenue. Therefore, when lands in the District are annexed fo a city,
CID's ravenues from those lands are reduced by up to 64%, ---the difference between
the CID Gravity rate and 80% of the Pumprate, - .= 7. e -

* Operation of the Harp Canal will also be directly impééted by this development. Impacts
" include bufare nat imited 15 increased risk 1o public safety, potential flooding risks,
increased trash, and increased liability to CID and the Chy. ’ !

* ltem XVIL.b. of the check list indicates less than significant Impact with Mitigation
- Incorporated,

CID, as an affected agency with technical kno
above noted findings of the Initial Stud
measures be imposed on the project 1
impacts: - '

wledge and expertise, disagrees with the
y and recommends that the following mitigation
0 mitigate the project specilic and cumulative
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(1) Provide new water supply for the total needs of the project or deposit lo CID an

- urban groundwater use impact fee, the amount of which is to be determined by

o the District to mitigate groundwater impacts. - IR e TS
* (2) Pay CID a detachment fee, to mitigate ClID's loss of revenue, - - - S
"-+{3) Require undergrounding of the Harp Canal along the development to mitigate

- increased risk to public safety and increased liability to CID and the City.
‘Our initial contacts with the City have indicated a refuct
- measures. Ifthe city does not Implement our suggested mitigation measures, the
project will generate significant impacts on the environment and, under CEQA, an
environmental impact repert should be prepared with respect to this project.

'F’Iease provide us with a copy of the proposed em}ironmental document responding to
- our comments and nolify us at least 10 days prior to any City hearing discussing the o
environmental document and/or the project R S T

ance to impose these mitigation

Very lr.uly yours,

Mark Gilkey
- General Manager

cc:  Rick Ballantyne, Fresno LAFCo



- SUMMERS ENGINEERING
: " B87 N, Irwin St —pPD Box 1122
Hanford, CA 93232 °

'A'MEMORAND_UM. |

'an_snli_datgd Irrigailon District l

‘TO!
B FF\OM: _.Scoﬂ Jacobsen
DATE:  March 24, 2006 |

- SUBJECT: Urban Versus Agriculturaj V\_Iater Use Comparison

Per the request of CID staft, we have _rnr:ids an analysis of typical water use in the

-District in urban areas versus agricultural land. The fo
determine the impacts that urban develo
recharge program. o

cus of this'comparison is to
Pment might have on the District's{ groundwater

: When land is converted from agricultural to urban use, a portion of the water used on
- the land s collected in sanitary sewer systems and tra

Another portion is collected In the local storm drainag

- developments include nearby storm water basins thal
“percolate into the ground locally. There are no know

. Plants within CID. Therefore, all urban water that is
_groundwater that is pumped by Clty welis. '

nsported off site for ireatment,

e systam. Mostnew '

t retain runoff an_d allow itto

n potable surface water treatment
d'elivered for domestic purposes is -

Agricultural land in CID relies on irrigation water from twa sources: (1)

{
Kings River
surface water delivered through the Dlstrict’

§ canal system, and (2) pumped
_ groundwater, Growers that have canal water rights primarily use surface water for
Irrigation with some groundwater used as a supplement when sufficlent surface suppiies

- are nol available, Growers without canal water rights must use groundwater
“exclusively.

When crops are irrigated, a percentage of the water that is delivered to the field is used
by the plants through evapotranspiration (ET), The éﬂiciency In which the water is
delivered to the piants determines what percentage is not used by the crop. One



-hundred percent (1 00%) Imigation efficiency would result in the

“."Ihat is delivered with no excess. Fifty percent (50%)

- - water that s delivered being used by the crop and hal

‘CID generally includes very sandy soils and an u'ncb'

.- Thereiore, -excess imigationt water that is not used by

- direct contribution to groundwater supplies. This

water that js extracted.and retumed to the ground
scenarios that have been identified above: (1) urban de;_veloprnent supplied by

_groundwater, {2) agriculture irigated with surface water, and (3) agriculture imgated

with _grp_undu}'étter_.' The d_alculatio_ris for the analysis are attached. Following are briei
summaries.of each type of usage, o ' SR

plant using all the water
efficiency wouid result in half the

f being exbess. The geology in
nfined groundwater aquiier, < . -
y the crops percolates and provides
analysis wil provide estimates of the
water aquifer for the toree Jand use

‘Urban Water Usage™
:To_es't'imate typical urban usage, a “study area”
- caonsidered. The area is approximately 74 acres and It was recently devsioped with

single family tract homes and a small number of multifa_rnily_ur_xlts. ?he--danSit){ s
- approximately 3.75 single family homes per acre, ' e

at the west edge of Kingshurg was.

 Precipitation ‘was assumed to parcolate.to groundwater elther directly on open areas
', around the homes or after being collected in a nearby storm water basin, A portion of
~ the average annual precipitation on the study area would be used for the ETof .
v :resld_entla[ lawns. The a_n_nuél contribuilon to'groundwéter, from
estimated.at 53 acre-feet. The actual contribution

. because clogged drop inlets aflaw standing wate

.evaporated after a rain storm. ' '

preci'pitatio_n was
; |

to groundwater could be slightly less
on streets and gutiers to be

- Based on an Urban Water Needs Analysis by the Department of Water Resources
(DWR), a per capita usage of 70 gallons per day was used. Based on published urban
use data from DWR (Bulletin 166-4) we estimated the average household in CID has

3.5 people. The resulting annual indoor water usage for the study area was 76 acre-
feet. ' '

The annual outdoor usage for the study area was estimated to be 83 acre-feet, basad
on average annual ET for lawn turf, average annual pracipitation, and 90% irrigation
efficlency. Excess Jawn irrigation typically runs into the storm drain system and is Jost to-
evaporation, 5o no contribution to.groundwater was included for lawn irigation. Water



~In rasidential swimming pools is lost through avapbrqﬁori and poo! leakage, However,
the number of swimming poals in the study area was only about 10%-of the total ;

- number of homes, and thersfore the potential losses or contributions to groundwater
~ were considered negligiple. I Pt

"Wat,er Is aiéo_ consumed In order’to o
~losses are atiributabla to fire fighting,
Urban Water Needs Analysis ‘estimat
the total use by homes. Therefore,

operation was 13 acre-faet.

perate munlcipal_dls_trlbut_ion' systems, Thesej
line flushing, pipe breaks, and leaks, DWR's
ad that these items required an additional 8% of
he annual usage of the study area for system

“The total urban usage for the study area is therejore 172 acre-feet or 2.32 acre-feet per
~ acre, Praclpitation returns approxim’éte[y 53 acre-feet for a net reduction to o
groundwater of 119 acre-feet, or -1.67 dcre-fest per acre, A comparlson was also
made of the total urban usage results (exclusive of precipitation) against DWR's Urban
- Water Use data, which Is avallable for the Clty of Selma. Based on the -volume of water
K pumped into Selma's water system In 1986 and mapping of the ity limits that same
Ye;ir, water use was 2,18 acre-fest per acre. Because lhe measured acreage within the
" city limilts of Selma includes areas with minimal water usage {
' '_ar_eas between Highway 99 and Golden Siats Blvd.)
. wells not connected to the City's water system {
-i@xpect the per aci!fé usagae .t.D_ be less on this b

commergial-industrial
, or areas that are farmed using
land surrounding alr strip), we would
asis'than_'fqr a housing development.

Agriculture Irrinated with Surface Water

If it is assumed that agricultural fand can percolate 100% of.the annual precipitation that
is not used by crop ET, the annual amount of groundwater recharge to the study area
from preclpitation is 48 acre-feet or 0.67 acre-feet per acre. ' '

'Far agricultural water use estimates, it was assumed the study area was farmed with
grapes. Based on average ET values for grapes In the San Joaquin Valley, average

annual precipitation in the area; and assumed on-farm irrigation efiiciency, the

estimated anpnual water needed for irrgation is 3.05 acre-feet per acre. Based on data

from the Turnout Metering feasibility study the District performed in 2003 and 2004,
average surface waler usage is approximately 1,60 acre-fest
water needed for irrigation (1.45 acre

groundwater. Due to the sandy soils

per acre. The balange of
-feet per acre) must therefore come from-pumped

and typical irrigation methods in CID, excess



' irn‘gati‘on waier not used by the crop infiltrates to_groundwater. This contribution to _

~groundwater js 0.92 acre-fest Per acre. A net positive of +0,14 acre

-feet per acre _. |
{-1.45 pumped +0.67 precip +0.82 excess irrigation) is contributed to g‘roundw_ater_ for
~ agriculture irrigated with surface water in CID, - ’ : R

- Itis also noteworthy that CID's Church water user_s.hé\ie'a highe_f water right than other
canal water users in the District. Because this water right provides canal deliverles
- during most of the growing seasan, Church water users rigate almost entirely with
‘surface water, Subsequently, the net positive contribution to groundwater s even

greater for Church‘jWa_ter_ users than other CID canal water users.

Agriculture Irrigated with Groundwéter

For this usage scenario values would be the 5&me as
surface water,

groundwater,

for agriculture irigated with
except that all. water needed for irrigation must come from pumped

The net reduction to groundwater is therefore -1.46 acre-feet per acre
{-3.06- pumped +0.67 precip +0.82 excess irrigation) for agriculture Irrigated entirely with
-'gerndwa',ter._ o A S

_ Conclusions

- This analysis indicates that urban housing development places a greater demand on
~groundwater supplies in CID than grape vines irrigated with a combination of surface
 water and greundwater, ar with groundwater only. Followingis a recap of the results:

' '..Urban water use (housing development)

2.32 ac-t/ac

~+ Urban water use (total Gity of Selma 1986) - 2.18 ac-ft/ac

'_Nétrradulction to groundwater {housing development): -1.61 ac-f/ac

Net contribution to groundwater +0:14 ac-t/ac
(grapes irrigated with surface water & groundwater) o

.Net reduction to groundwater -1 46 ac-fl/ac

(grapes irrigated with groundwater only)



 Consolidated Irrigation District
LJ_rban versus Agricultural Water Use Caleulations

. 'Urhan Development Supplied by Groundwater

~{1) Gross area of study area
Land use summary PRI
~(2) Actual single family units (SFU)
@ Multiamily units (MFU) (4-plex)
(4) - MFU/SFU ratio by parcel area
" ()  Equivalent SFU (3)x(4)
(6) "Equivalent SFU (2)+(5) - -
{7) SFU per dore {B)=(1) |

A8 Streets, alleys, sidewalks -
(9} Home parcels .
{10) Homes, private driveways, sidewal
) Open ground turf (75%) :
- (1) Open ground bare (25%)

. Precipitation o :
-{13) Average annual precipitation Selma area
{14) Average annual Precipitation used by residential lawn turf -
- (18) Annual recharge from Precipitation (13)x(1)+12 - (14)x(11)+12
* “Indoor water use A ' ' '

H{16) People per household (statewide average per 1880 census)
A17) People per household {estimated CID average per DWR Bullelin 166-4)
+{18) Water use per capita per day (DWR Urban Water Needs Analysis)
-{19) Annqal indoor water usage Ex(17)x(1 B)xSBE_ days+

Qutdoor water use B

ks, patios

(20)
(21) » .
(22) Lawn irrigation efiiciency

(23) Annual outdoor water usage (1 1x(21)2(22)

Distribution system operation ' '
(24) Total system indoor & outdoor water usage (18)+(23)
(25) Operational losses

(26) Annual operational water Usage (24)x(25)

- Net groundwater usage -
(27} Total urban water usage (19)+(23)+(26)
(28) Unit urban water usage (27)=(1)
(29) Net reduction to groundwater {27}-(15)
(30) Net groundwater usage (28)=(1)

Avsragaiannual ET ior lawn turf in San Joaquin Valley adjusted for precip.

+326,000 gal per ac-it _

269
13
0.67

278

21
53

265
- 19.9
66

19

53

2.7
-~ 3.5

70
76

45

- 375
80% -

83
159
8%
13

172

2.32

119
1.61

.acres

Y

acres
acres

-acres

acres
acres

inches
~Inches

acre-fee]

-gallons
acre-feat

inches
feet

_acre-feat

acre-feat

acre-feet

acre-feet
ac-itfac
acre-feet
ac-ft/ac



Consolidated Irrigation District
_ Urban versqs_Ag(icultqraf Water Use Calculations

 Agriculture Irrigated with S
Precioftation -~ e
- {31) Average annual precipitation used by grapes

. (32) Annuaj rechdrge frcm_Praclpltaﬂon[(13)-(31)],(“)%}27.. e ro el

urface Water and Groundwater

. 067 . ac-fifag
- Imigation needs AR ' SRR R
~(34) Average annual ET jor grapes adjusted jor precipitation 225 fest
:(35) On farm irmgation efiiclency . L T
(36) F‘ercentag'e of usabla area for farming S 95% )
{37} Annual water needed from frrigation (34)+(35)x(386) . ' . . 305 acfiac
(38) -Annual surface waler-usage (per turnout meter dala) - 160 ac-fac
- (38) Annual groundwater pumping to mest irrigation needs (37)-{38) 145 ac-fi/ac

{40} Annual recharge from excess _irrigation_(37)x[_1<(_35)] '

T 0.92 ;"ac_—ﬂl,ac _
Net groundwater usage - R
{41} Net groundwater usage {39)-{33)-(40) -0.14 ac-fifac
Agriculture Irrigated with Groundwater Only ‘
{42} Annual groundwater pumping to meet irrigaﬂon_needs__(BT_), . .305 acfifac
~Net groundwater usage ' o '
#(43) Nat groundwater usage (42)-(33)-(40)

145 | ac-fl/ac









~ City.of Parlier

AERERTAL AR

i Fresno Local"Agency Formation Commission

~July'1, 2009

- Shun Paflan, Commu.n_ity_,De.ve_lD]‘:).meni..D'i.r_e.QtDJ:u,. R .,.

- 1100 E. Patlier Avenue P B AR L

- Dear'Nr. Patlan:

. Sibject: Reofganfzgfion NG. 06-03 Revised — Initial Study and Propssed
o - - Mitigated Négafive_Décla'raﬁo'n o P |
We have received the City of Pailier's request for corfiments for the.‘l.r'\it'i_al 'Stﬁdy and

- proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for Reorganization No. 06-02 -

Revised (LAFCo File No. 08-5) and offer the following comments:

. The initial Study’s project description discusses t
. recently approved church facility; and pre
-dffected territory. It is our understandin

- performed for the Avila Apartments project and the church facility, in conjunction
“with their respective development entitlement &pplications. ‘It is not fully clear
“however, whether or where this |nitial Study is repeating information/mitigation.

- measures found in the previous studies, tiering off of those studies, or is

- presenting new information and anal

ysis unrelated to the prior studies.
‘Clarification should be provided as appropriate. :

he Avila Apartments project, a
-zoning of all parcels included within the
g that separate Initial Studies were sgiso

= The Initial Stﬁdy is correct in identifying LAFCo as a Resporisible Ageney under
CEQA requirements for review of -th

is proposal, as LAFCo approval will be
required to annex the affected territory to the City of Parlier. :

- As stated in the revised Initial Study,
May of 2008 due to environmental
located on an adjacent property, and

this proposal was continued by LAFCo in
concerns related to an abandoned landjill
the potential for arsenic being located on a
farmer railroad bed which bisecis the affected territory.  Foliowing the

continuance of this project‘a.number of meetings which included staff from the
Fresno County Department of Community Health, the California Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC), were held to discuss these issues. Our

understanding had been that the City and/or the project proponent would be

LAFCo Office: 2115 Kern Street, Suite 310, Fresno, CA 93721
. Phone: (559) 495-0604 * Fax: (559) 495-0655 » E-mail:cfleming@co.fresno.ca.us
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.w:ofking with these agencies to address these issues and idehtify':nﬁitigatioﬁ_ :
-measures, as appropriate. - - - s TS T R

- With respect to migration of methane gas from the landfil site to the affecied

" - ‘ferritory, the révised Initial Study states “Staff at the RWQCB and Fresno County

Envirdnmental Healih Services, howeve;;'have indicated -that .methane gas- .

_ ~njfgrafion in the revised annexation area s ot a concern due fo the distance of
.~ the properties from-the landfill boundary”.{p. 21). . In order to ensute this issue.

. “has been fully addressed .and the -reviewing agencies’ concerns -have 'beep

- satisfied, documentation -from the RWQCB and Fresno County Depatiment: of

 Community Health indicating concurrence with the revised Initial Study’s findings.

should be made a part of thefprbposed_mitigaite_d_.negatiy.é,-dec_laratiohl' Lo

With respect 16 arseriic potentially being located on the ‘

“Initial Study states, “The Avila Avenue Apartrhents .deve!oper,commi_s_sionéd. solf

- tests on-the ahandored railroad right-of-way and teists were negative for al
-contaminants” (p. 21). - The revised Initial -Study does not indicate whather’
" reviewing agencies which exprassed concemns'. related to. potential arsenijc

-coritamination, including the DTSC, reviewed and concir with these results. 1In
-ofder to ensure this issue-has been fully

addressed and the reviewing agenéies -
-concerns have been satisfied, ‘documentation from the DTSC and/or- RWQCE,
. identifying concurrence with the revised

Initial Study’s findings should be mads
~part.of the propqsedmiﬂgated neg‘si‘tive.deé!a_raticn. _ : R

'r_ai.!r'oad .Eed, fhe revised

= Pages 22 and 23 of the revised Initial Study address Hydrology: and Water
- Quality,-and describe a dispute between the Consolidated Irrigation District (CID)
-, and the "five cities”, which inciides the City of Parlier. We would encourage the
- “City to confirm with CID that the mitigation measures proposed in this section are
* salisfactory, as these measures appear to stem from an October 16, 2006 latter
+rom the City's-engineer, Giersch and Associates, to CID (letter referenced in the
service plan prepared for this proposal, dated March, 2008), and are identified in
the City's service plan. Given that much discussion has occurred betwean CID
and the five cities since this service plan was drafted, documentation from'CID
indicating-these mitigation measures

are satisfactory should be made a part of.
* the proposed mitigated negative declaration. S

“With respect to these ‘mitigation measures, the City should also identify the.
.mechanism by which these measures will be enforeed. The.mechanism shouid:
be-such-that it is enforced by the City of Parlier {Lead Agency) and not LAFCo
{(Responsible Agency). We do not befieve it is appropriate to rely on LAFCo's
conditioning -authority to enforce these mitigation measures.

The City should also ensure the project proponent is fully aware of these
mitigation measures and their associated costs, 3 ' ' _



- WL onhun Fatan
- Jduly 1, 2009

Page3dof3 -

= As a point of information, we note th
- 'that B0% of the affected terito
. .development entitlements. Per previous conversations with
-Understanding that the "Standards for Annexation”
Sharing Agreement (MOU) between 't

~ does not allow acreage of already developed
~caleulation for meeting the MOU's 50%

at page 4 of the revised Initial Study states -
Iy is either developed or ‘has approved
) County staff, it is our
section of the Master Tax .
he County. of Fresno and the City of Parlier .
_parcels fo be included in the

_ | ‘ tule. . The City should -contact ‘Cou_nty_
 staff to detérmine whether.or not this is the case, as the proposed development
~-area constitutes only 45% of the annexati

on are

exal a when the parcel developed with
" -a packing shed (APN 355—020—35} is excl SIS

: -"".Adc.l'i'tiona{_lly-, w'e —n'o.té fhat this iégme "m'ay

uded fram this calculation. -

not have been idéﬁtiﬁéd in more r'ér‘;'éht‘
- discussions because, -at an October 30, 2008 meeting between LAFCo staff,. ..
- County staff, and Bruce O'Neal (via tele

C
undeveloped, 1.95 acre parcel (APN 355

onference), it was determined that an

_ 020-38), would be extluded from this
proposal. along with the former Lennar parcal. When this 1.95 acre parcel js
‘excluded, the proposal appears to meet the MO

~encourage the City tocontact County staff to ver;
- the 50% rule is correct. _ S B
~ In addition to sibmitting the ado
~and maps identifying the revised proposal bounda

U's 50% rule. Again, we would
fy whether this understra‘nding_qf

pted Initial Study to LAFCo, a revised abplicaﬁon form

ndaries wil | be required t6 continue
processing and schedule a hearing date for the revised "Reorggniz_atiqn_.l_\lo._ 06-02"
(LAFCo File No. RO-08-5) proposal. - . . T ' '

| We:-:-épp_reciate' the opportunity to provide comments

ior this Injtial Study. I_lf you have -
any:guestions, please contact me at'(559)_495—0604. R RPN L

'

Darrel Schmidt, Deputy Executive Officer
Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission

C: Glenn Alien, Fresno - County De

partment of Community Health, Environmental
- Health System

Elizabeth Martinez, California Regional Quality Control Board
‘Kevin 8haddy, Department of Toxic Substances Control
Tom Kovac, Department of Toxic Substances Contro}

Phil Desatoff, Manager, Consolidated Irfigation District
- Alexis Gevorgian

GALAFCO WORKING FILES\CEQAWResponses\Parfiar RO-08-5 Revislon.docx
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OFFICERS ) ' DIRECTORS
ROBERT NIELSEN JR., President ) Lo : ’ Co ' . THODMAS I FEAVER, FOWLER ]
PHIL DESATOFF, ManagenTressurer L T . " 2155 Chandler Streed- PO Box 200 - Selma, Californin sacez " LARRY S, CRUFF, 5ELMA
MARGARET MACLAS, Secretary - o Phone (559) 896-1660 - Fax {555) B96-8400
ZOELLEN 5. TAYLOR, Assessor Collector ) ’ . . - -

: " STEVE FRAUENHEIM, SAGER
. 008 PETERSEN, KINGSRURG
SUMMERS ENGINEERING, Englneer '

ROBERT NIELSEN JR., CASUTHERS

Iy 6,2009

. Shun Patlan, Community Development Director
- City of Parlier o S
1100 E. Parlier Avenue
Parlier, CA 93648

' Subject: Review and Comment — Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative
: Declaration for Reorganization No. 06-02 — Revised. ' '

) Shun Patlan:

‘Consolidated Irrigation District has made sever

al atternpts to contact you regarding the
.above mention Initial Study

. The District only received this request for comment on the
..'.‘22“‘1_ of June. Although the review and comment period was noted to end July 6" the

- "District had no response from the City of Parlier. The time frame specified for comment

- Iesponse was extremely tight and incorporated a National Holiday. The District requests
- more time to complete the comments for this project. :

Secondly, the Initial Study identifies several documents as inclusive and part of the study

to be used as reference. Among the several messages 1 left with your offices one was
requesting: -

City of Parlier - Initial Study/Negative Declaration: TTM 5615 — General Plan
Amendment, Rezone and Annexation to the City of Parlier (Lennar Fresno, Inc.)
City of Parlier — Initial Study/N egative Declaration: General Pan Amendment,
Rezone, Site Plan Review, Avila Avenue Apartment (AMG Associates:

Krazan & Associates, Inc. Methane Assessment Work Plan, Parlier Waste
Disposal Site, APN 355-020-81s.

Consolidated Irrigation District ﬁfishes to provide complete and thoughtful comments
with regard to its facilities and ground water concerns that may be raised or impacted by
this proposal, but before it can do so the District needs the additional information noted



Tuly 6, 2006
Page 2

and reference in the Initial S_hidy as well as a reasonable amount of time in which to
respond. S L o '

I would appreciate a return call at your earliest convenience. Impacts to environmental

‘Tecourses and District facilities are of great concern to CID; please include CID in any
further environmental review associated with this application. You can contact me at
‘our offices (559) 896-1660. ' T

Sincgév;ely,

Stephanie S
Urban Development Coordinator

co Bruce O’Neal _
N Darrel Schmidt, Deputy Executive Officer, Fresno LAFCo
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CJuly23,2009 - - S

- Shun Patlan, Community
- City of Parlier - '
1100 E. Parlier Avenue

Parlier, CA 93648

.DeVQlOpmgnt_Dirdctor _

Subject: Review and Comment — Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated N
B Declaration for Reorganizalion No. 06-02 — Revised. '

egative

~ Shun Patlan:

A

Consolidated Imigation Districl has received the revised Initial Study and request for
‘comment concerming Reorganization No. 06-02. Upon obtaining the requested
‘documents referred to in the study,

noted in District’s letter to the City of Parlier dated
July 6,2009; Consolidated Ircigation District

provides the following comments regarding
“the revised Environmental Document. o ' : : :

“An Janvary 2007, the District provided comments along with a Memorandum from the

District’s Engineer to the original Proposed Miti galed Negative Declaration dated
December 2006. These documents are to be included as part of the record and serve to
validate the long standing and conlinual concerns of environmental impacts and impacts -
to District facilities raised by CID. Two years ago CID's comments concerning this o
project noted the overdraft conditions in the local groundwater s

upply and the cumulatjve
impacts it would have on lhe Kings Basin overdrafi.

Since that time, CID s posilion has not changed but in fact has become more critical with
current California walter conditions. Further, since our initial comments several studies
have been generated that substantiate the District’s position (Upper Kings Basin
Integraied Regional Water Management Plan “IR WMP™ July 2007; Groundwater Impact
Analysis WRIME Memo, July 5, 2007; CID Urban Impacts White Paper, November
2007) all of which the City of Partier has been made aware of and copied al one lime or
anolher over the past two years. The Revised Initial Study does not refer to any of the
studies and findings concerning the local groundwater conditions,

As noled in the Revised Initial Study, ncgotiation between CID and the “five cities”
‘been on going. After more than two years of discussions and mediation between the
Cities and CID a new cooperative agreement was jssued in January 2009. The City of
Parlier has not provided written objections to the agreement nor has it sign the agreement,
cven though more than seven months have passed for its review. With that being said

have



July 23, 2009
Page 2

there is no agreement in -place at this time and no promise of one 1o be execnted in the
near foture. Noting “mitigation measures™ incorporated in an agreement which has not
been executed does not mitigate the impacts associated with this project. .

Fﬁrtbennore, the inierim mitigation measures were established ag a temporary solution

for projects in approval stage and or anticipating annexation pricr to the establishment of
a new agreement, Now that an agreement is available and in its fina] stages it would not

- 'be prudent to approve a project

based on an agreement that City is in no rush or
guaranteeing to finalize. . B no

The District’s Harp Canal is adjacent-and to the east of the project site. As noted in the _
Revised Initial Study under-grounding of the canal for public safety and to fédu¢e .
impacts associated with the project on District operatians, is the responsibility of the
Developer. “CID’s Policy and Requirements Regarding Land Development ijé(_:ts.
within the Urban SO and *Standard Details” and permitting wil] preside over any such
undertaking. As also noted there are to be no new connection of storm dhainage to
Distinct Facilities. As noted in previous comments on other residential projects in

Parlier, special attention needs to be paid to the adequacy and appropriateness of ponding

locations when ideritifying facilities. There are poien

tial impacts to District operations it
‘the ponding facilities are not sufficient or properly operational. LT

: C].D is greaﬂy concerned with impacts to Disirict facilities and the groundwaler teble,

Impacts to the Kings Basin have been established and documented. Projects such as this
camtribute to the cumulative dffect of a regional problem,  Withaut enforceable
mensures the impacis po unchecked and defy CEQA Guidelines, The District

mitigation |
‘these and all the above mentioned docume

incindes

nts as comment and support to these comuments
stoncerning this project. T PP : _ C -

We éppreciate the opport‘lmity.tp provide comments for this project. Please include CID
in any further environmental review associated with this application. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (559) B96-1660.. , o

Sincerely,
Stephaﬁie Sherrell |
Urban Development Coordinator

Attchments: CID commenls Dated January 24, 2007

Summers Engineering Memo Dated March 24, 2006
CID comments Dated July 6, 2009
IRWMP - June 2007

Groundwater Impact-Analysis WRIME Memo - July 5, 2007
CID Urban Impacts White Paper - November 2007
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Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maziar Movaésaghi

ComE ' . .. Acting Director . A SO
Linda B, Adams o 1515 Taollhouse Road : "+ Arnold Schwarzenegger
Secretary for : : L ' : - '

_ : N s . . Governor - -
Environmental Protection : Clows,_ California 93611 e

- September 30, 2009

Mr. Darrel Schmidt
Deputy Executive Officer _ A
Fresno Local Agéncy Formation Commission’
2115 Kern Street, Suite 301 o
Fresno, California 93721

CITY OF PARLIER INITIAL STUDY AND PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR REORGANIZATION NO. 06-02 . . -

Dear Mr. Schmidt:

Per our recent conversation regarding the subject property, the Clovis office of the State
of California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) is not the lead agency for
the site regarding environmental clearance. As we understand, the proponent would
like to annex the parcel into the City of Parlier's jurisdiction, and this requires a Fresno
County LAFCO action. ' : B o

While DTSC does not object to the annexation of the subject parcel, there are concems
regarding elevated arsenic concentrations near the railroad tracks that cut through the
_property. As we understand, the area adjacent to the (former) railroad tracks will be
used for the construction of apartments and a church. This subject parcel is a triangular
shaped lot, approximately 5 acres in area, though DTSC understands that the portion

- west of the railroad tracks will soon be annexed and developed. Recently, KCE Matrix
Inc. conducted soil sampling at the eastern boundary of the railroad tracks at the subject
parcel. Three samples were collected at a depth of three feet below ground surface,
and the arsenic concentrations ranged from 2.86 mg/kg to 45.2 mg/kg. However, a

background sample was not collected, and the general consensus is that three samples
do not provide for adequate site characterization. :

This DTSC office is of the opinion that additional site and background characterization
needs to be performed, and the arsenic contamination evaluated more thoroughly prior
to any site construction. The residential Preliminary Remediation Goal for arsenic is
0.38 mg/kg. However, DTSC usually evaluates arsenic risk based on other criteria such

as statistical analysis or schools data, as many areas of the state have background
arser_lic concentrations exceeding 0.39 mg/kg ' -

® Printed an Recycled Paper JG:em

JG11.099



- Mr. Darrel Schmidt
7 _SeptemberBO,_ZOO_Q
Page2 -

.'Origina_lly, t_hé source of arsenic was likely herbicides used for weé_d ,c_:ohtro'l'_'alo:ng t.he_
railroad ballast. Previously, ballast from a different section of the same railroad line that
- Traverses the subject site adversely impacted a school site with arsenic contamination

when used as a fill material. It is not known whether the remaining arsenic impacted
soils at the site were left in place or distributed throughout the site, spreading and
diluting_ the contaminated soils. - L e T T L T

A lead agency should be chosen to evaluate the potential site arsenic (and other
metals) contamination. If the Fresno County Environmental Health Department does
not feel it is up to this task, the DTSC can assume lead agency status on the site,
providing there is not a conflict with other regulatory agencies. For DTSC to assume

lead agency status, the project proponent needs to submit a Voluntar&r Cleanup

Program Application, pay the associated fees, and submit the appropriate reports. The .
link to the application is below: L . A

http://www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCIeanup/Brownﬂelds/upload/S MP_FORM_APP_VCP,pdf

If you _sh_ould have any questions or comments, please contact me at (559) 297-3907. _

Sincerely, .

.Jeffﬂ@-;&mer, P.E.
Hazardous Substances Engineer

San Joaquin & Legacy Landfills Office Cleanup Program
Clovis Office - -

cc: ‘Mr. Darrel Schmidt
Deputy Executive Officer

Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission
2115 Kern Street, Suite 301

Fresno, California 93721

Mr. Shun Patlan

Community Development Director
City of Parlier

1100 E. Parlier Ave.

Parlier, California 93648

Ms. Elizabeth Martinez
Water Resource Control Engineer

Regional Water Quality Control Board
1685 E Street

Fresno, California 83706

JG:cm
JG11.089



n . .

Mr. Darrel Schmidt
September 30, 20_09

- Page3 -

ce: _ Mr. Alexis M. Gevorgian
' - AMG & Associates, LLC
16633 Ventura Blvd., Suite 1014
Encmo Callfomla 91436 '

Mr. Glenn Ailen

County of Fresno Department of Pubhc Health
P.O. Box 11867

Fresno, California 93755

JGicm
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