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City of Reedley | mmunity Development Dept,
Community Development Department
1733 Ninth Street

Reedley, California 93654

Subject: SW Corner of Manning Avenue & Zumwalt Avenue,
Annexation No. 2008-1; General Plan/Specific Plan Amendment No. 2008-2;
- Change of Zone No. 304, Blossom Trail, Tent. Subdivision Map,
Tract No. 5942; and Conditional Use Permit Nos. 448 & 450

We: are pleased to inform you that Southern Cahfomla Gas Company has facilities in the area where
the: aforementloned project is proposed. Gas service to the project can be provided from existing gas
mains located in and around the area. The service would be in accordance with the Company's
- policies and extension rules on file with the California Public Utilities Commission when the contractual
'arrangements are made.

'Thls letter is not a contractual commitment to serve the proposed project, but is only provided as an

informational service. The availability of natural gas service is based upon conditions of gas supply and
-regulatory agencies. As a public utility, Southern California Gas Company is under the jurisdiction of
the California Public Utilities Commission. Our ability to serve can also be affected by actions of federal
regulatory agencies. Should these agencies take any action, which affects gas supply or the conditions
under which service is available, gas service will be provided in accordance with the revised conditions.

This letter is also provided without considering any conditions or non-utlhty laws and regulations (such
as environmental regulations), which could affect construction of a main and/or service line extension
(i.e., if hazardous wastes were encountered in the process of installing the line). The regulations can
only be determined around the time contractual arrangements are made and construction has begun.

. Contact the. New.Business Pro;ect Manager for your area, Rod Jurbina @ (559).739-2328, or visit our
~ web site SCGMapping@SempraUtilities.com for’ information on_current energy efﬁcnency programs,
gas equipment, or to find out how to get your line extensnon project started.
' Thank you again for choosing clean, reliable natural gas, your best energy value.

: Sincerely,

'LOtJ_isvgBrown
Pipeline Planning Assistant

xc: Larry Jacquez
Rod Jurbina



Pacific Gas and e At Phone: 559-263-5167
Electric c‘mmny 650 O StreetBag23 ~ C Mail kap6&pge.com
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May 12, 2009 ECEIVE
- MAY 15 2009
City of Reedley
Community Development Department ity of Readley
1733 Ninth Street o Community Developmant Dept. ot

Reedley, CA 93654
Attn: David Brietic

Dear David Brietic,

We have received your request for comments notice for the Manning and Zumwalt
Reorganization Annexation project.

OUR FILE: Sanger Reedley 70KV line

Expansion of distribution and transmission lines and related facilities are a
necessary consequence of growth and development. In addition to adding new
distribution feeders, the range of electric system improvements needed to
accommodate growth may include upgrading existing substation and transmission
line equipment, expanding existing substations to their ultimate buildout capacity,
and building new substations and interconnecting transmission lines. Comparable
upgrades or additions needed to accommodate additional load on the gas system
could include facilities such as regulator stations, odorizer stations, valve lots,
distribution and transmission lines.

We would also like to note that continued development consistent with your General
Plans will have a cumulative impact on PG&E’s gas and electric systems and may
require on-site and off-site additions and improvements to the facilities which supply
these services. Because utility facilities are operated as an integrated system, the
presence of an existing gas or electric transmission or distribution facility does not
necessarily mean the facility has capacity to connect new loads.

If PG&E has an existing pole line facility that serves the property and the existing pole
line crosses proposed property lines (and is not covered by an existing easement), it
is the property owner’s responsibility to provide PG&E with adequate rights-of-way.
PG&E is available to assist the property owner in making the determination if an
easement will be necessary. The property owner or their agent may contact the
undersigned for assistance.

Existing gas or electric facility relocations necessitated by new street improvements
will be at the expense of the developer. Because facility relocation’s require long



lead times and are not always feasible, developers should be encouraged to consult
with PG&E as early in their planning stages as possible.

PG&E rémains committed to working with the City of Reedley to provide timely,
reliable and cost effective gas and electric service.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the plans of this NOA DMND. If. you have any
guestions, please contact me at 263-5240.

Sincerely, -
Gage Fieming
Land Agent



‘Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission

(afF€®

'lvtay15’,'z?oog ». ' EGEL v E

“ _ Y 19 2009

David Brietic MA

City Planner Gt of Roodley
e ty of Ree

1733 Ninth Street (:ommum'ty Development Dept.

Reedley, CA 93654
Dear Mr. Brietic:

Subject: Initial Study for Manning-Zumwalt Reorganization: Annexation No. 2008-1; Ge'neral
Plan/Specific Plan Amendment No. 2008-2; Change of Zone No. 304; Blossom Trail,
Tentative Subdivision Map, Tract No. 5942; and Conditional Use Permit Nos. 448 & 450

We have reviewed the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study prepared for the City of
Reedley’s-Blossom Trail Development (Environmental Evaluation No. 467) which includes the above
identified projects.. These projects include. annexation of 82.3 acres to the City. of Reedley, zoning and
general plan amendments, conditional use permits, and approval of a tentative tract map to allow for
cormmmercial, multiple family residential, open:.space: and single- family residential uses: We offer the
foIIowmg comments*m response to the Draft Mlt{gated Negatlve Declaratlon and Imtlal Study ’

1. The Imtral Study properly |dent|f|es the requlred actlons to be taken by the Fresno Local Agency
Formation : Commission..in that the. 82.3 acres of land located southwest of the. intersection of
Maniing and Zumwalt Avenues, adjacent to the City of Reedley is to be annexed to the C|ty ,

2. Per Governmient Code Séction 56375(a)(7), “The decision of the Commission with regard to a
proposal to annex territory to a city shall be based upon the genéral plan and prezoning of the
city." Based upon the General Plan and Specific- Plan Amendment and Zone Change Sections
identified ‘on page 17, it appears that the Initial Study considers. general plan/specific plan and
zonlng charniges only for the 39.71-acré area proposed for development. - The Initial Study sheuld
also evaluate appropnate general plan/specific plan amendments (if any) -and prezoning for the
remaindér of the territory to be annexed to the City as these changes will be required prlor to
submitting an annexation appllcatlon to LAFCo. Additionally, Figure 5 pertaining to these zoning
changes, located on page 12, is sormewhat difficult to read.

3. Among other factors to be considered in applications coming before LAFCo, perthe Cortese-Knox-
Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000 [Government Code Section 56668(0)],
LAFCo: is required to consider the extent to which the proposal will promote environmental justice.
As used in such context, “environmental justice” means the fair treatment of people of all races,

scultures, and: incomes.with respett tothe: location of..public- facilitiss:and the: provnsnon of publlc

:‘_".‘-servnces It may be appropnate for the Imtlal Study to provnde support for thls t" ndlng ,

4; . Wlth respect to how prlme agncultural Iand is det" ned the Inltlal Study should consuder the
definition - of - “Prime - Agricultural Land” as listed within the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local
Government Reorganization Act of 2000. This definition differs from the California Department of

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



Conservation’s definition of Prime Farmland and may be considered to be more inclusive. For
LAFCo purposes; the environmental document must consider loss of Prime Agricultural Land as

—

]

defined by the Act (Government Code Section 56064) below:

5. For your information, we note that there appear to be some errors in the Population and Housing
section beginning on page 61. This section incorrectly identifies the City of Reedley as having a
population of 8,000 and appears to describe a project(s) that is unrelated to the Blossom Trail

"Prime agricultural land" means an area of land, whether a single parcel or contiguous
parcels, that has not been developed for a use other than an agricultural use and that meets

any of the following qualifications:

(a) Land that qualifies, if irrigated, for rating as class I or class Il in the USDA Natural
Resources Conservation Service land use capability classification, whether or not land
is actually irrigated, provided that irrigation is feasible.

(b) Land that qualifies for rating 80 through 100 Storie Index
Rating.

(c) Land that supports livestock used for the production of

food and fiber and that has an annual carrying capacity equivalent to at least one
animal unit per acre as defined by the United States Department of Agriculture in the
National Range and Pasture Handbook; Revision 1, December 2003.

(d) Land planted with fruit or nut-bearing trees, vines, bushes, or crops that have a
non-bearing period of less than five years and that will return during the commercial
bearing period on an annual basis from the production of unprocessed agricultural
plant production not less than four hundred dollars (. $400) per acre.

(e) Land that has retumed from the production of unprocessed agricultural plant
products an annual gross value of not less than four hundred dollars ($400) per acre
for three of the previous five calendar years.

Development project.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the Initial Study prepared for this Project. If

you have any questionhs, please contact me at (559) 495-0604.

- . -Sineerely,

ywa/% QM

arrel Schmidt, Deputy Executive Officer
- Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission

G:\LAFCO WORKING FILES\CEQA\Responses\Reedley Blossom Trail Development.docx
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: MAY 2
City Of Reedley s
Community Devel t Department
ommunity Development Dep en City of Reedley '

1733 Ninth Street Community Developm t D
Reedley, CA 93654 : o 'ep.t'

ATTENTION: David Brletic
- City Planner

RE:  Notice of Availability of Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study
for Public Review and Comment Manning-Zumwalt Reorganization, Annexation
No. 2008-1; General Plan/Specific Plan Amendment No. 2008-2; Change of
Zone No. 304; Blossom Trail, Tentative Subdivision Map, Tract No. 5942; and
Conditional Use Permit Nos. 448 & 450

This letter will serve to inform you that Reedley College has no comment regarding the
above named Notice of Availability and initial study.

Sincerely,

Scotty R, Thomason

Vice President
Administrative Services

kd

State Center Community College District
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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STATE OF CALIFQRND\-——-»BUSINESS, TRAN§POI \{ON AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
1352 WEST OLIVE AVENUE -

P.0. BOX 12616

FRESNO, CA 93778-2616 B
PHONE (559) 445-5868

FAX (559) 4884088 EEIVE sttt ik
TTY (559) 488-4066 '

@
¥

MAY 27 2009

: City of Reedle
May 21, 2009 Commumty Development Dept,

2131-IGR/CEQA
6-FRE-99-9.164-+/-

~ EANO. 467
BLOSSOM TRAIL PROJECT
SCH 2009051017
Mr. David Brletic
City of Reedley
1733 Ninth Street

Reedley, CA 93654
Dear Mr. Biletic:
Caltrans has completed its review of the proposed Blossom Trail Project which would consist of

119 single-family homes, 60 apartment units, and 110,000 square feet of retail space in Reedley.
We have the followmg comments e

It is estlmated that the proposed prOJect would generate 565 tnps dunng peak travel period. It is
further estimated that the Project has the potential to generate traffic which would impact the
State Route (SR) 99 interchange at Manning Avenue. Future deficiencies at the SR 99/Manning
Avenue interchange have been identified in previous traffic studies. Improvements to address
these future deficiencies and their estimated costs have also been identified. With this
information, a cost-per-trip has been derived based on the p.m. peak-hour situation. This
project’s fair share responsibility has been calculated as follows:

SR 99/Manning Avenue Northbound Off-Ra‘»nvlp' Sigaﬁzaiion
VCost» of Improvement: $173,000
Cost-Per-Trip: $420
' Proj ect Trips: 27
Prolect m1t1gat10n $1 1 340

SR 99/Mannmg Avenue Southbound Off-Ramp Slgga]ization

Cost—Per-Tnp $250
Project Trips: 15

Project Mitigation: $3,750

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



Mr. David Brletic
May 21, 2009
Page2

SR 99/Manning Avenue Overcrossing Widening with West-Bound Left-Turn at

Northbound Ramps E

Cost of Improvement: $1,146,700
Cost-Per-Trip: $1,860
Project Trips: 57

Project Mitigation: $106,020
Total Project Mitigation: $121,110
Upon the calculated mitigation being made a condition of approval for the project, the applicant

will need to enter into a “Traffic Mitigation Agreement” with Caltrans.

Please send a response to our comments prior to staff’s recommendations to the Planning
- Commission and the City Council. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 445-5868.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL NAVARRO :

Office of Transportation Planning
" District 6

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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2 San Joaquin Valley

“ AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

ECENVE

May 26, 2009

MAY 28 2009
David Brletic, City Planner '
City of Reedley City of Reedley
1733 Ninth Street : Community Development Dept.

Reedley, CA 93654

Project: Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study for Proposed
Blossom Trail Development Environmental Evaluation No. 467

District California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Reference No: 20090311
Dear Mr. Brletic:

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (District) has reviewed the
Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (DMND) and Initial Study for the proposed
Blossom Trail Development. The proposed project would include 96-unit single family
residential .subdivision, 44-units of multi-family development, 78,000 square feet of
shopping center. and a 0.5 acre park.. This project would be .on approximately. 39.71

acres of land. The District offers the following'comments® "~

The project would be subject to District Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review). District
Rule 9510 is intended to mitigate a project's impact on air quality through project design
elements or by payment of applicable off-site mitigation fees. Any applicant subject to
District Rule 9510 is required to submit an Air Impact Assessment (AIA) application to
the District no later than seeking final discretionary approval and to pay any applicable
off-site mitigation fees before issuance of the first building: permit. The District
recommends demonstration of compliance with District Rule 9510 before issuance of
the first ‘building permit for each phase of the project be made a condition of the

‘project’s approval.

The Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration document does not include enough specific
mitigation requirements that decrease construction exhaust emissions generated during
the construction phase of the project. Feasible mitigation of construction exhaust
emission includes ‘use of construction equipment powered by engines meeting,. at a
minimum, Tier 1l emission standards, as set forth in §2423 of Title 13 of the ‘Califorfiia
Code of Regulations, and Part 89 of Title 40.Code of Federal Regulations. The District
recommiends incorporating, as a condition of project approval, a requirement that off-
S * Seyed Sadredin . ‘ o
Executive Director/Air Follut,iqn Control Officer

Northern Region o Central Region (Main Office) ' Southern Region
4800 Enterprise Way 1990 E. Gettysburg Avenue 34946 Flyover Court .
Modesto, CA 95356-8718 . Fresno, CA 93726-0244 Bakersfield, CA 93308-9725
Tel: (209) 557-6400 FAX: (209) 557-6475 Tel: (559) 230-6000 FAX: (559) 230-6061 Tel: (661) 392-5500 FAX: (661) 392-5585

www.valleyair.org
Printed on recycled paper. {"



_May 27, 2009

Kings Canyon Unified School District
675 W Manning Ave
" Reedley, CA 93654

(559) 305-7024

ity of Reedley

C
Munity Development Dept:

"~ Com

Mr. David Brletic
City Planner

City of Reedley
1733 Ninth Street
Reedley, CA 93654

RE: BLOSSOM TRAIL DEVELOPMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION NO. 467 -
DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION and INITIAL STUDY

Dear Mr. Brietic:
14

Wae received your request for comments on the proposed Blossom Trail Tentative
Subdivision Map Tract No. 5942 and Environmental Evaluation No. 467. :

Kings Canyon Unified School District (District) in general supports this development
and believes it is positive for our community.

The District and the City of Reedley (City) historically have had a common interest in
accepting responsibility for continued growth in our community and In sharing the
responsibility of providing services to support that growth. We appreciate the
opportunity to develop a growth plan with the City that would serve the interests of our
community and the safety of our students.

The residential portion of the proposed development consists a of 120-lot single family
residential planned unit development and 44 apartment units, which will potentially

_ generate 149 new students in Kings Canyon Unified School District. While the District is

not opposed to the project, we do have a concern regarding the effect the additional .
growth will have on our schools. In addition, school impact fees will not generate
enough revenue to provide school housing for these additional students. ‘



Mr. David Brletic
May 27, 2009
Page 2 of 3

Upon review of the DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND INITIAL STUDY,
Kings Canyon Unifled School District requests that we participate with you and the
Barsoom Bros. Co. in a plan to address impacts upon the District as follows, but not
necessarily limited to:

« Construction noise level during school hours and construction staging area

The District is concerned with the potential impact of construction noise on existing
school operations. The Initial Study, on page 59, Indicated that project related
construction noise is a potentially significant impact unless mitigated. The mitigation
measures included on page 60, however, do not provide any assurance that
construction noise impacts at the school will be acceptable. As opposed to residential
dwellings, which can be substantially unoccupied during the work and school day,
schools are fully occupied and noise sensitive during school hours. Accordingly, we
would like a mitigation measure included that requires that the nolslest construction
activities (e.g., demolition, earth moving equipment, impact tools, etc.) take place either
after regular school hours, on the weekend, or during summer or other school vacation
breaks. We would also like a measure included that requires any construction staging
area established on the site be located at least 300 feet away from the school.

e Pedestrian safety/safe routes to school

Page 66 of the Initial Study states that the “project will not create a hazard for
pedestrians or other non-motorized transportation.” No supporting information Is
provided in the body of the Initial Study for that statement.

The District believes that the project will result in a need for safe pedestrian routes and
crossings so that students residing in the proposed development can reach school
safely. In fact, the traffic impact analysis for the Blossom Trail project (Hexagon
Transportation Consultants, August 22, 2008) includes a discussion of school
pedestrian safety on pages 29 through 32 Although no mention of this discussion is
included in the body of the Initial Study, the traffic analysis estimates that 90 students
from the project would waik to school by crossing North Avenue and that “measures.
should be implemented to lnsure the safe crossing of North Avenue by school
pedestrians.” .

The applicant and the City should work with the District to identify a preferred route or
routes to school and the provision of appropriate crossing locations and control
devices (crosswalks, signage, crossing ‘guards, ﬂashmg yellow beacons), as
appropriate for the level of crossing activity antlcipated It is important to note that if
the northern portion of the project site is developed first, leaving intervening
undeveloped area between residential units and the school, the applicant should be
required to provide an all weather walking surface connecting the development to the
appropriate school crossing point or points on North Avenue. - .



(e}

Mr. David Brletic
May 27, 2009
Page 3 of 3

+ Increased traffic and signalization

The District is concerned about the amount of traffic generated by the project (6,265
trips per day). The traffic impact analysis for the project indicated that the only
signalization necessitated by the project is at the Buttonwillow and Dinuba intersection,
approximately one mile away from the project site. We note, however, that the Initial
Study document (page 67) is requiring a signal at the future intersection of Tobu and
Manning Avenues, even though the traffic analysis did not recommend this. Since no
explanation is given in the Initial Study for this recommendation, we would like to know
the rationale for recommending a signal at the Tobu and Manning intersection rather
than the Zumwait and Manning intersection. .

¢ Development impact fees/infrastructure reimbursements

The District made substantlal infrastructure improvements as part of the construction
of Silas Bartsch School. These improvements could be expected to benefit other
properties and developers in the area. We would ask that appropriate reimbursements
be made to the District for infrastructure that was constructed and funded by the
District. .

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. We look forward to working with the City of
Reedley and Barsoom Bros. Co. on this Important project.

Sincerely,

Ron Hudson
Deputy Superintendent
Kings Canyon Unified School District
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County of Fresno

Department of Public Works and Planning
ALAN WEAVER
Director

May 27, 2009 Fax: 559-637-2139

David Brletic, Planner E @ E ﬂ W E
City of Reedley
Development Department MAY 28 2009

1733 Ninth Street
Reedley, CA 93654

City of Reedle
Community Developmgnt Dept.

Dear Mr. Brletic:

Subject: City of Reedley
Mannhing ~ Zumwalt Reorgariization

The County of Fresno appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the City of
Reedley’ s Notice of Availability of a Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study.
Based on the County’s review of the project, the following comments are offered for your
consideration:

Development Engineering/Design:

This project may significantly impact roadways and intersections within the jurisdiction of
Fresno County. Attached are typical requirements for and conditions of approval to
address impacts specific to the subject project (see Attachment “A”). (Attachment “B"
includes a list with points of contact provided for distribution by any project consultants the
City may use when meeting with County property owners near the project site.) Itis
requested that project consultants confer with County property owners so project impact
mitigation will be included in plans to be submitted to the County for review and approval.
In this way, smooth project implementation will be accomplished through good
communication.

- Any Traffic Studies performed for this area should include the following as typical
comments regarding the proposed scope of a Traffic Impact Study (TIS) are as follows:

1. The Study needs to address full build-out of the area to be annexed;

2. Set scoping meeting with Traffic Engineering staff in the Design Division to
determine agreed to intersection and road segments to be studied as part of the
build-out;

3. Provide analysis of the need for any dedicated right turn lanes to access potential
development Site Plans and neighborhood developments;

4. Address parking capacity to be required off-site along with queuing effect on the
right of way when on-site capacity is exceeded for peak hour and special events;
and

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 93721 / Phone (559) 262-4055 / 262-4029 / 262-4302 / 262-4022 FAX 262-4893
Equal Employment Opportunity e Affirmative Action e Disabled Employer



5. Determine when traffic signals will be appropriate for the major intersection serving
the development area. Consideration for right of way, geometrics, cross sections
and frontage amenities should be considered in preliminary design and layout now.

We would like to review the TIS and if possible be invited to the Traffic Scoping Meeting.
County staff is available to discuss and work out project features with the applicant and City
staff at this planning stage, as well as before submittal of Improvement Plans for review.

Policy Planning:

Fresno County does not have any Williamson Act or Airport Land Use concerns.
Agricultural issues within the Reedley Sphere of Influence were addressed in Section Two;
however, agricultural issues outside the Sphere of Influence were not addressed. The
County recommends that Right to Farm Conditions be placed as conditions on the
Tentative Tract Map.

If you have any questions you may email me at bsholars@co.fresno.ca.us or call me at
(559) 262-4454.

Sincerely,

Briza Sholars, Planner
Development Services Division

G:\M360Devs&PIn\EnvPlan\OAR\City of ReedleyWanning Zumwalt Reorganization\Comment Letter.doc

Attachments

c: Theresa Acosta-Mena, Senior Planner
Dan Gibbs, Road Maintenance
Stan Nakagawa, Design
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ATTACHMENT A - Page 2
Standard County Conditions of Approval, cont'd

Safe Route to School: An all-weather walkway for school students shall be constructed

between the project site and adjacent residential areas to be served by the project where
bussing is not provided. (The Fresno County General Plan, Policy Statement No. PF-1.2

states “The County shall encourage school facility siting that establishes schools as focal
points within the neighborhood and community in areas with safe pedestrian and bicycle

access.”)

In accordance with the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CMUTCD),
Chapter 7A, a school route plan shall be prepared in order to develop uniformity in the use
of school area traffic controls and to serve as the basis for a school traffic control plan for
the school. (As stated in the CMUTCD, “The school route plan, developed in a systematic
manner by the school, law enforcement, and traffic officials responsible for school
pedestrian safety, should consist of a map showing streets, the school, existing traffic
controls, established school walk routes, and established school crossing.”)

Applicant shall contact school district to request trip geheration data and work with contact
for development of Safe Route to School Map and its features.

Bike Lanes: When the City requires a bike lane on the development side of a major street,
comparable provisions shall be made on the opposite side of the development in County
areas to accommodate bike flow in each direction.

Grading and Drainage Plan Review: The applicant shall provide the County with "Grading
and Drainage Plans" for review and approval verifying adjoining properties are not adversely
impacted. Contact the Grading Engineer at (559) 262-4022 for plan submittal requirements,
permit & plan check fees plus any applicable compliance requirements of CAL-FIRE &
FEMA regulations. '

Public Notice: Public notice should be given to all County residents potentially impacted by
improvements proposed within public roadways. Such notice should be given prior to public
hearing to allow time for consideration and input to City staff and attendance to public
hearing. This project shall also be conditioned to require the applicant to involve such
County residents in the plan preparation stage such that impacts to their property and
improvements in the public road right-of-way are addressed equitably.

Board of Supervisors Approval: The following features of a project require Board
approval prior to issuance of Fresno County Road Encroachment Permits. These include
the following:

a. Consent to acquire additional road right-of-way within County jurisdiction.

b. Approval to install stop signs and traffic signals on joint City-County boundary streets
per FCOC Section 11.040.020 (http://municipalcodes.lexisnexis.com/codes/fresno/)
and Vehicle Code Section 21105.

c. Approval to install parking restrictions in excess of 200 feet per FCOC Section
11.12.020 Hazardous or congested areas.

NOTE TO CITY STAFF:

Notice of Hearings: Please provide a copy of the final Transportation Conditions of Approval for
this project with at least 10 days prior notice to City Planning Commission and Council for hearing
of this project.



ATTACHMENT C
List of Fresno County Contacts

Maintenance & Operations Division
Fresno County Public Works & Planning Department

'2220 Tulare Street, Annex B
(Southwest Corner of Tulare & M Street)
6th Floor (Mail)

Fresno CA 93721

(559) 262-4240 Office

(559) 262-4166 Fax

Division Web Site: http://www.co.fresno.ca.us/4510/4510/maintena.htm

Daniel Gibbs, Supervising Engineer

E-mail: dgibbs@co.fresno.ca.us

Bob Palacios, Manager

E-mail: rpalacios@co.fresno.ca.us

Development Engineering Section
Development Services Division
Fresno County Public Works & Planning Department

2220 Tulare Street, Annex B
(Southwest Corner of Tulare & M Street)
6th Floor (Mail) '
(559) 262-4022 Office

(559) 262-4166 Fax

Vacant, Senior Engineer

Augustine Ramirez, Deputy County Surveyor

E-mail: arameriz@co.fresno.ca.us
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER

GOVERNOR , \ DIRECTOR
David Brletic " JUN 8 2009
City of Reedley I
1733 9th Street
Reedley, CA 93654 Clty of Reedley
- : Community Development Dept.

Subject: Blossom Trail Project
SCH#: 2009051017

Dear David Brletic:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state
agencies for review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has
listed the state agencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on June 3, 2009, and the -
comments from the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order,

please notify the State Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State
Clearmghouse number in future correspondence so that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Sectxon 21 104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

: ‘A respon81b1e or other public agency shall only make substantive. comments regardmg those
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are ’
‘required to be carried out or approved by the agency. .Those comments shall be supported by

spec1ﬁc documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
commenting agency directly. -

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review 1equ1rements for
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the
State Clearinghouse at (916) 445—0613 if you have any questlons regarding- the environmental review

process.
ﬂ{m«u«

Terry Roberts
Director, State Clearinghouse -

R B N IR

Smcerely,

a8 EAAPREIE R .
Enclosures EERE SO b L L e D D B BT LT e et T
cc: Resources Agency

’\z

1400 10th Street P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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SCH# 2009051017
Project Title  Blossom Trail Project
Lead Agency Reedley, City of
Type MND Mitigated Negative Declaration
Description  Annexation of 82.3+ acres of land; change in General Plan/Specific Plan land use designation from
Agricultural and Medium Density Residential to Neighborhood Commercial, High Density Residential,
Medium Density Residential & Open Space; change in zoning designation from County AE-20 to City
CN, RM-(SP), R-1-(SP) and RCO; a 125 lot subdivision for neighborhood commercial, multiple-family
residential, single-family residential, and park development purposes which includes conditional use
permits conditional use permits for a 24 lot and a 96 lot planned unit development on property located
on the southwest corner of Manning Avenue and Zumwalt Avenue in Reedley.
Lead Agency Contact
Name David Brletic
Agency City of Reedley
Phone (559) 637-4200 x222 Fax
email
Address 1733 9th Street
City Reedley State CA  Zip 93654
Project Location
County Fresno
City Reedley
Region
Lat/Long 36°36'04"N/119°25'35"W
Cross Streets Manning Ave and Zumwalt Ave
Parcel No. 370-040-31, 37, 21, 091
Township 15S Range 23E Section 25 Base MDB&M
Proximity to:
Highways
- Airports
Railways SPRR
Waterways Kings River
Schools Silas Bartch
Land Use PLU: Vacant, School
Z: AE-20, AL-20
GP: Agricultural, Medium Density Residential, Industrial
Project Issues  Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources;
Cumulative Effects; Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Geologic/Seismic; Growth Inducing;
Landuse; Minerals; Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks;
Schools/Universities; Sewer Capacity; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste;
Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian _
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Game, Region 4; Department of Parks and Recreation:;
Agencies Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 6; Regional Water
Quality Control Bd., Region 5 (Fresno); Department of Toxic Substances Control; Native American
Heritage Commission
Date Received 05/05/2009 Start of Review 05/05/2009 End of Review 06/03/2009

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, SACRAMENTO

CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1325 J STREET
: SACRAMENTO CA 95814-2922
ATTENTION OF - September 22, 2009 E @ E u W E B
Regulatory Division SPK-2009-01293 0CT -9 2009
. . ity of Reed!
Mr. David Brletic Cnmmunci'tyy gefve?gprggnt Dept.

City of Reedley
Community Development Department
Reedley, California 93654

Dear Mr. Brletic:

We are responding to your May 6, 2009 request for comments on the Blossom Trail
Development project. The project is located in Section 24, Township 15 S, Range 23 E, Latitude
36.59685°, Longitude -119.42640°, Reedley, Fresno County, California. Your identification
number is SPK-2009-01293.

Acrial photographs show irrigation canals on the subject property and the April 2009 “Draft
Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study for Proposed Blossom Trail Development”
mentions on page 42 that the irrigation canal may potentially be considered waters of the U.S.
The Corps of Engineers' jurisdiction within the study area is under the authority of Section 404
of the Clean Water Act for the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United
States. Waters of the United States include, but are not limited to, rivers, perennial or
intermittent streams, lakes, ponds, wetlands, vernal pools, marshes, wet meadows, and seeps.
Project features that result in the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United
States will require Department of the Army authorization prior to starting work.

To ascertain the extent of waters on the project site, the applicant should prepare a wetland
delineation, in accordance with the "Minimum Standards for Acceptance of Preliminary Wetland
Delineations", under "Jurisdiction" on our website at the address below, and submit it to this
office for verification. A list of consultants that prepare wetland delineations and permit
application documents is also available on our website at the same location.

~ The range of alternatives considered for this project should include alternatives that avoid
impacts to wetlands or other waters of the United States. Every effort should be made to avoid
project features which require the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United
States. In the event it can be clearly demonstrated there are no practicable alternatives to filling
waters of the United States, mitigation plans should be developed to compensate for the
unavoidable losses resulting from project implementation.

Please refer to identification number SPK-2009-01293 in any correspondence concerning
this project. If you have any questions, please contact Erin Hanlon at U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Regulatory Division, 1325 J Street, Rm 1480, Sacramento, CA 95814, email



Erin. M. Hanlon@usace.army. mil, or telephone 91 6-557-5250. For more information regarding
our program, please visit our website at www.spk. usace. army.mil/regulatory. html.

Sincerely,

LD i

Paul M. Maniccia
Chief, California South Branch



i" San Joaquin Valley

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

August 31, 2009

David Brletic
City of Reedley
Community Development Department

Clty of Reed!e
Bommnmry De-ve!opment Dept,

1733 Ninth Street
Reedley, CA 93654

Project: Draft MND/IS Manning-Zumwalt Reorganization

District Reference No: 20090512

Dear Mr. Brletic:

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (District) has reviewed the
subject project. The annexation of 82.3 acres of land will not have an impact on air
quality. However, if approved, future development will contribute to the overall decline
in air quality due to construction activities, increased traffic, and ongoing operational

emissions. - The District offers the following comments:

1. Future'b”dé\'ielobment may ";:réq_di’re’ further environmental review and mitigation.
Referral documents for those projects should include a project summary detailing, at
a minimum, the land use designation, project size, and proximity to sensitive

receptors and existing emission sources.

2. Individual development projects would be subject to District Rule 9510 (Indirect
Source Review) if upon full build-out the project would include or exceed any one of

the following:

50 dwelling units

2,000 square feet of commercial space;
25,000 square feet of light industrial space;
100,000 square feet of heavy industrial space;
20,000 square feet of medical office space;

. 39,000 square feet of general office space; or
9,000 square feet of educational space; or
10,000 square feet of government space; or
20,000 square feet of recreational space; or

- 9,000 square feet of space not identified above

Seyed Sadredin

Executive Director/Air Pollution Control Officer

Northern Region Central Region (Main Office}
4800 Enterprise Way 1990 E. Gettyshurg Avenue
Modesto, CA 95356-8718 Fresno, CA 93726-0244
Tel: (209) 557-6400 FAX: (209) 557-6475 Tel: (559) 230-6000 FAX: (559) 230-6061
wwhw.valleyair.org

Southern Region
34946 Flyover Court
Bakersfield, CA 93308-9725
Tel: (661) 392-5500 FAX: (661) 392-5585

Printed on recycled paper. {5



Draft MND/IS Manning-Zumwalt keorganization Page 2

District Reference No. 20090512

. District Rule 9510 is intended to mitigate a project’s impact on air quality through
project design elements or by payment of applicable off-site mitigation fees. Any
applicant subject to District Rule 9510 is required to submit an Air Impact
Assessment (AlIA) application to the District no later than seeking final discretionary
approval, and to pay any applicable off-site mitigation fees before issuance of the
first building permit.

. For future projects, the District recommends that demonstration of compliance with
District Rule 9510, including payment of all applicable fees, be made a condition of
project approval. Information about how to comply with District Rule 9510 can be
found online at: http:/Awww.valleyair.org/ISR/ISRHome.htm.

. Individual development projects may also be subject to the following District rules:
Regulation VIII, (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601
(Architectural Coatings), and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified
Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations). In the event an existing building will
be renovated, partially demolished or removed, the project may be subject to District
Rule 4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants).

. The above list of rules is neither exhaustive nor exclusive. To identify other District
rules or regulations that apply to this project or to obtain information about District
permit requirements, the applicant is strongly encouraged to contact the District's
Small Business Assistance Office at (559) 230-5888. Current District rules can be
found online at: www.valleyair.org/rules/1ruleslist.htm.

If you have any questions or require further information, please call David McDonough,

at (559) 230-5920.
Sincerely,

Dave Warner
- Director of Permits Services

/thww(l Lor
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-

Arnaud Marjollet
Permit Services Manager

DW:dm
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