CITY OF KINGSBURG SERVICES PLAN
Kamm-Academy Northeast No. 1 Reorganization

Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 5073
April 2008 (Revised)

A. INTRODUCTION

A plan for providing services and improvements to land being annexed to cities is required by
the Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo). The services plan provides
assurance to LAFCo that newly annexed territory to a City will be properly served as urban
territory. The plan also provides information to property owners, districts and interested
individuals who may have plans or proposals underway in the immediate vicinity of a proposed
annexation. The services plan indicates the City’s best intentions, assuming that no major
financial crisis or disaster occurs.

The total project site comprises 19.77 acres located on the northeast corner of Kamm and
Academy Avenues (APNs 393-270-01, 03, 05-08, 11, and 13-17). The parcels are within
Kingsburg’s SOI and are bounded on the South by the City limits. It is a policy of the City of
Kingsburg not to propose prezoning prior to LAFCo conditional approval of annexation.
However, it is the City’s intent to ultimately prezone the properties R-1-7 to provide consistency
with the General Plan designation of Medium Low Density Residential. Prior to submitting an
application for annexation, the Kingsburg City Council approved Vesting Tentative Tract Map
No. 5073 (APNs 393-270-03, 13, 14, and 15) for a 39-unit single family residential
development on the project site.

Tentative Tract Maps are the first step in the subdivision process. Such maps are required to
be consistent with requirements of the General Plan and the zone district in which the site is
located. A Vesting Tentative Tract Map confers a vested right to proceed with a development
in substantial compliance with the ordinances, policies and standards in effect at the time a
local agency approves or conditionally approves a vesting tentative map.

Tentative Tract Maps must also resolve service delivery system and infrastructure issues.
Consistency with the City’s Sewer, Water, Drainage, and Parks & Recreation Master Plans is
an important part of the service delivery and infrastructure review process, as are site-specific
comments from staff (Planning Director, City Engineer, Public Works Director, Fire Chief, and
Police Chief). Tentative Tract Maps must also resolve conflicts between agencies that have
jurisdiction over the site so that the ability of other agencies to discharge their responsibilities is
not compromised by the subdivision.
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B. SERVICES EXISTING OR PROPOSED TO BE EXTENDED TO THE TTM NO. 5073
REORGANIZATION AREA

1. COMMUNITY WATER SERVICE

The portion of the subject territory to be annexed is being served by private wells and surface
irrigation at the present time. Once the property is annexed to the city, new development will
connect to the City’s water transmission grid to provide required domestic water supply and fire
flow.

The Kingsburg area receives surface water managed by the Consolidated Irrigation District
(CID). The surface water source for CID is the Kings River. Any land annexed into the City is
detached from CID. As urban development occurs within the City, domestic water supply will
be from underground sources. No additional sources of surface water supplies are planned for
this area.

The City extracts groundwater from municipal wells. Existing water system facilities include a
system of active wells and a network of water mains with line sizes ranging from two inches to
12 inches in diameter. Sub-surface geologic conditions are favorable for continued withdrawal
and underground supplies will have capacity to serve the growth anticipated by the Kingsburg
General Plan.

The proposed project will be served by the City of Kingsburg water system. The interior of the
project area will be served by an 8-inch grid that will connect to a stub the existing subdivision
to the East and to the existing 12-inch transmission main ion Kamm Avenue. The project s not
expected to be a high water user outside of any normal residential development. The City is
planning additional wells to serve the project area and as a result, no impacts to the water
system or area groundwater are expected. A new water well site is not a requirement of this
subdivision.

2. WASTEWATER

The City’s existing sewer system is comprised of a network of approximately 30 miles of sewer
pipelines ranging from 6 to 30 inches in diameter, and including four sewage lift stations and
associated force mains. Wastewater is conveyed by the collection system to the Selma-
Kingsburg-Fowler Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) located west of the City.

The SKF plant has treatment capacity to accommodate anticipated growth in the district to the
year 2030.

Collection of effluent is through a system of main trunk lines within major street rights-of-way.
As development occurs, main trunks are extended through a combination of major facilities
extensions funded through development fees and state and federal grants. Local extensions
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are constructed by developers based on project requirements.

Previous development has constructed a 12-inch sewer main in Kamm Avenue; this will
provide collection for the proposed project. The interior of the project will be served by 8-inch
sewer lines, ultimately flowing south into the trunk main in Kamm.

3. ROADS

Increases in residential traffic will be accommodated by the existing major roadway system
(Kamm, Academy, and Mendocino Avenues). Kamm Avenue is a designated arterial within the
urban area that will be developed with rights-of-way of 84 -100 feet to ultimately include four
travel lanes; it will see the majority of traffic resulting from the proposed development. The
project developers will provide right-of-way improvements consistent with City standards,
including school bus turn-outs, landscaping, medians, and sidewalks. The proposed
subdivision will not cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and planned capacity of the current street system.

The street system within the subdivision incorporates traffic calming measures to reduce speed
and minimize traffic hazards. A landscaping pattern with sidewalks along the Kamm Avenue
frontage adjacent to the proposed subdivision will be installed by the developer in accordance
with City standards.

Local roads within the subdivision will primarily have 60-foot wide rights-of-way with street tree
planter strips. Street tree planter strips provide a quality characteristic to a residential
neighborhood and also help to slow traffic, provide shade and improve the streetscape, which
will reflect higher property values for the community.

4. SOLID WASTE COLLECTION

Solid waste collection is by the City of Kingsburg through a contract with Waste Management.
Expansion of the system is funded through user fees. City refuse trucks haul solid waste to
Fresno County’s American Avenue Landfill. The landfill is permitted to receive mixed municipal
wastes, non-hazardous construction/demolition wastes, and agricultural wastes. Any
hazardous waste is inventoried and labeled and then shipped to an approved Class Il facility.
The American Avenue Landfill has sufficient capacity for growth within the County until the
year 2035.

5. FIRE PROTECTION

Fire suppression within the City is provided by the Kingsburg Fire Department. The City also
has a mutual-aid agreement with the Fresno County Fire Protection District (FCFPD) for
support services at the fringe of the City limits. The entire City is served by a station located in
downtown Kingsburg. The City and FCFPD have entered into a transition agreement that

City of Kingsburg Services Plan - TTM No. 5073
page 3



compensates the District for lost property taxes when property is annexed to the City.

The Fire Department reports that current staffing levels are adequately meeting demand.
However, based on growth projections, modifications to current staffing levels and locations
may be implemented as growth occurs. Response times are currently four minutes or less for
the City Fire Department. City Fire staff levels vary based on workload and funding availability
rather than population. If funding is available, additional fire fighters and support staff will be
added to the current work force in order to accommodate an increased workload. New growth
generates property and sales taxes, employment, and other revenue, which offsets increased
costs for fire protection services. In addition, continued state and federal dollars are
anticipated to be available for limited funding of equipment and personnel.

Emergency and non-emergency ambulance service is provided by the Kingsburg Fire
Department. The Kingsburg Fire Department is equipped to provide increased medical
services to the proposed project based on build-out of the area. The City further indicates that
the proposed annexation will have no affect on their ability to provide emergency medical
services to the area.

Upon annexation, the Kingsburg Fire Department will provide services to the area. The City
Department is equipped with modern equipment, including two advanced life support
ambulances, with eight full-time employees and twenty paid-call firefighters. The headquarters
station is approximately one and one-half miles from the subject territory and is staffed 24
hours per day, seven days a week. The Kingsburg Fire Department also provides fire
prevention and education services, as well as hazardous materials mitigation.

6. LAW ENFORCEMENT

The Kingsburg Police Department provides law enforcement within the City limits. In addition,
the Police Department assists in medical emergency calls as well as traffic collision
investigations. City Police staff levels vary based on workload and funding availability rather
than population.

If funding is available, additional officers and support staff will be added to the current work
force in order to accommodate an increased workload. At present, the Kingsburg Police
Department is adequately meeting the law enforcement needs of the community. If additional
staff were hired, this would allow for staffing of pro-active crime prevention programs.

The Fresno County Sheriff”s Department provides general law enforcement services to
unincorporated areas of the County. Similar to the City, the County Sheriff's Office also
provides limited traffic enforcement as well as coroner services. The Sheriff's Department
distributes officers between the Fresno/Clovis Metropolitan Area and the Rural County Area.

The impact of the project on the Police Department is on staffing and availability of officers to
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respond to an increase in calls due to population growth. These effects will be balanced by the
addition of officers and support staff to accommodate residential growth and commercial
development. Typically, general fund revenues needed for funding of police services grow in
proportion to population growth and commercial/industrial development. This new growth
generates property and sales taxes, employment, and other revenue, which offsets increased
costs for police services. In addition, continued state and federal dollars are anticipated to be
available for limited funding of equipment and personnel.

7. PARKS AND RECREATION

The City of Kingsburg Community Services Department administers all park and recreation
activities, and supports various community, after-school, and summer programs. The State
Quimby Act requires as a condition of a tentative subdivision map that the developer dedicate
land and/or pay a fee for parkland space. The Quimby Act requires the dedication of parkland
at a rate of .01062 acres per dwelling unit. By applying this formula to the 39-unit subdivision,
the applicant would be required to provide approximately .41 acres of parkland for the
proposed subdivision (.01062 x 39 units). The developer may also pay an in-lieu fee for the
provision of park space.

8. TRANSIT SERVICES

In cooperation with the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency, the City of Kingsburg provides
intra-city transit services to the general public, seniors and disabled Monday through Friday
from 8:00 am to 5:00 pm.

9. STORM DRAINAGE

The City’s existing storm drainage system is comprised primarily of gutter flow to pipelines
ranging in size from eight to 36 inches. Drainage is routed through storm drain lines to storage
basins or irrigation canals and pipelines. The developer will be required to dedicate a portion
of the northeastern corner of the project site for a planned master drainage basin and construct
a ponding basin to adequately serve all proposed lots within the subdivision.

Each new development pays a storm drain fee or installs permanent facilities required by the
City. If the costs of the facilities exceed the fees, the developer is reimbursed from future
developments.

The proposed development will comply with all City ordinances and standards to assure proper
grading and drainage. Compliance with all local, state, and federal regulations will prevent
violation of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.
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10. STREET LIGHTING

Pacific Gas and Electric (PG & E) serves the area and as the area develops, new energy
efficient lighting will be provided as a condition of tentative tract map approval and as
determined by the City Engineer.

11. SCHOOLS

The subject territory is within the Kingsburg Joint Union High School District (KJUHSD) and the
Kingsburg Charter Elementary School District (KCESD). In addition to school services, the
community uses a number of District facilities for meetings, recreation, and youth and adult
athletic programs. Future student enrollment is expected to increase at a moderate rate. The
City General Plan projects an annual population increase of 2% to 3% per year over the next
twenty years. Itis likely that new schools will need to be constructed to accommodate growth.

Additional student enrollment will occur from the proposed development. To mitigate impacts
brought by new development, The districts levy 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. The City will involve the districts during the development review
process to ensure that school facilities are sized and funded to service the target area.
Additionally, through diligent implementation of both mitigation measures and policies and
actions of the General Plan, impacts can be mitigated to an acceptable level.

12. OTHER SERVICES

City of Kingsburg Development Services, Public Works, Fire, Police, and City utility services
would be available to the project site. Additional services available include recreation and
senior activities, animal control services, zoning assistance and building inspection,
redevelopment and housing assistance, and neighborhood watch and D.A.R.E services.

13. CONSOLIDATED IRRIGATION DISTRICT

The project is located within the boundaries of Consolidated Irrigation District. (CID). Disputes
have arisen between CID and certain cities (Five Cities) within the District regarding the effect
of urban development on CID facilities, use and availability of groundwater, 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 impacts of urbanization on CID facilities,
groundwater, recharge, and stormwater.

During the facilitation session held on December 3, 2007, the parties agreed upon interim
mitigation measures to be incorporated into the environmental documents for development
projects to be considered by the cities and/or LAFCo until such a time as final agreement about
the appropriate CEQA environmental assessments and mitigation measures to be used by the
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Five Cities is reached (Mitigation Measures).

These Interim Mitigation Measures were adopted by the Kingsburg City Council on January 16,
2008. The Mitigation Measures will allow projects to process during the facilitation process.
The facilitation committee, on the advice of the facilitator Nancy Miller, also determined that, in
order to address CID’s concerns regarding its facilities, the Five Cities could alternatively
amend their “service plan” to address impacts to district facilities rather than addressing such
impacts during the environmental review process.

The following mitigation measures have been put in place for this project:

1. The cooperative agreement under development between the Five Cities and CID will
include a fee to be used for the purchase of surface water for groundwater recharge
and the construction of new and expanded facilities for that purpose. This project will
be subject to this fee, and the future residents will contribute to the fund through their
water utility rates.

2. The plan for the Kamm-Academy annexation recognizes the need to preserve
Lateral #17 within the annexation area. In keeping with the conditions of approval
for Tentative Tract Map No. 5073 as set forth by the Kingsburg City Council, all
construction required to maintain the service of Lateral #17 shall be coordinated with
CID during the time prior to relocation and retrofitting of the water service lines.

While it is not anticipated that there will be any damage to Lateral #17 with the development of
Tract 5073, the developer would be responsible for repair of any damage incurred to the
facilities as a direct result of the construction of the tract. Although there are no pending
development proposals for the additional parcels to be included in the annexation, any future
development of these properties would be required to meet CID standards for relocation and/or
reconstruction of the facilities.

Further, Tract 5073 will participate in construction of a City of Kingsburg regional stormwater
basin consistent with the City’s Storm Water Master Plan. Along with similar requirements
placed on nearby developments to construct/enlarge this basin, this will preclude the potential
for discharge of additional runoff into CID facilities.

C. FINANCING OF SERVICES AND FACILITIES

All services are financed by one, or a combination, of the following methods:

1. Property tax

2. Development fees are collected for parks, sewers, water, traffic, drainage, solid waste,
and for various business licenses and activities.

3. Sales tax

4. State funds such as gas tax and motor vehicle in lieu tax are utilized by the City for
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street work and supporting the transit system.

Federal funds such as Community Development Block Grant Funds

Bonds an/or assessment districts as needed, including Community Facilities Districts
Construction by the Developer

Landscape and Lighting Assessment District

© N O

Capital Improvement Plan. The City maintains and regularly updates citywide capital
improvement programs addressing funding for all major construction, improvement, and repair
projects in a manner that is responsive to the needs and desires of the community. The
current 5-year plan provides estimates through the 2011-2012 fiscal year. The plan outlines
funding sources for road improvement, road rehabilitation, bridge, drainage, parks and
miscellaneous projects.

COMPLIANCE WITH CEQA

A negative declaration was approved for this project in compliance with CEQA. The Initial
Study did not identify any potentially significant environmental effects that would result from
the proposed project. In approving the Negative Declaration, the City found that the
proposed project can be adequately served by City public services including public utilities
(sewer and water), and police and fire protection services.
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROJECT TITLE: Annexation, pre-zoning and development of Tentative Tract Map
5073.

PROJECT LOCATION: North side of Kamm Avenue west of 14% Avenne and the existing
Gateway subdivision.

LEAD AGENCY NAME  City of Kingsburg
AND ADDRESS: 1401 Draper Street
Kingsburg, CA 93631

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Development of 43 single-farnily lots on. 13 acres to be brought
into the City of Kingsburg. The four affected parcels (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 393-270-03, -
13, -14 and ~15) would be pre-zoned to the R-1-7 zone district (single-family residential,
mininmon lot size of 7,000 square feet), in conformance with the General Plan jand use
designation of Low Density Residential. The applicant for Tract 5073 s Piara Ghuman,

DETERMINATION: The conclusion of the Tnitial Study/Environmental Checklist is that the
Project would not cause a significant effect on the environment. Therefore, 8 NEGATIVE
DECLARATION of environmental impact has been prepared,

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENT: Based on the
Tmitial Stody of possible significant effects of the proposed Project, it has been determined that
the Project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment. Preparation of an
Environmental Ipact Report is not required.

DECLARATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT: The entire North Kingsburg area, from the existing city limits to beyond the
current Sphere of Influence boundary, was studied in an Environmental Tmpact Report (State
Clearinghouse Number 2002091042) certified by the Kingsburg City Council in July 2005. The
effacts of annexation and residential development on this Project and other propertics were
included in that ETR. A Notice of Intent to adopt 2 negative declaration for this Project was
delivered to the Fresno County Clerk for posting starting on September 22, 2005. Based on the
Tnitial Study and Environmental Checklist, and vpon the recommendation of staff at the Planning
Comirission, the City Council approved the negative declaration on Decernber 21,2005.

— N oy ,
DATE:QA%;/ 25, 20077  BY: //MW{M;@M“

Terrence J. Schmal
Planning and Development Director

@ I LE City of Kingsbug

AUG 97 2007







c) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
farmland to non-agricultural use or
otherwise adversely affect agricultural
resgurces or operation?

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY WITH
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION
IMPACT INCORPORATION

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

(] [ ([l

Analysis: The land is mostly fallow and has been cultivated.

NO
IMPACT

3. ATR QUALITY

Would the projeci:

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or
coptribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable
net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Substantially alter air movement,
moisture, or temperature, or cause any
substantial change in climate?

e) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations?

g) Create objectionable odors affecting
a substantial number of people?

O o O

[ (W 8

Analysis: Residential development hos a cumulative effect on air quality to which a 13-acre project contributes

slightly,

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through habitat

modifications, on any species identified as

a candidate, sensitive, or special statns
species in local or regional plans, policies

Environmental Review/Initial Stody
City of Kingsburg
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LESS THAN

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY WITH LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATION IMPACT IMPACT

or regulations, or by the California Dept.
of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on a [} 0 X

any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or
by the California Department. of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on O O 0 =
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, ete.) throngh direct -
filling, hydrological interruption, or other
“means?

e) Conflict with any local policies or d O [ 54
ordinances protecting biological

resources, such as a tree preservation

policy or ardinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an o - a (] 4
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, '

Natural Community Conservation Plan, or

other approved local, regional, or state

habitat conservation plan?

Analysis: No sigaificant biological resources are know to exist on the property.

A. CULTURAL RESOURCES

. Would the praject:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in [ ] [ 3
the significance of a historical resource as
defined in Section 15064.57
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in 0 O [ B

the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to Section 150647

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a O O O £
unigue paleontological resource or site or

unique geologic feature of paleontological

or culture value?

d) Disturb any human remains, O O 0 5
including those interred outside of formal

cemeteries?

Environmental Review/Initial Study Tentative Tract Map 5073
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POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

e) Disturb unique architectural features O
or the character of surrounding buildings?

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
WITH
MITIGATION
INCORPORATION

a

Analysis: No cultural resonrces are known to exist on the property.

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT IMPACT

O &

6.

GEOLOGY/SOILS

Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to |
potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:
i} Rupture of a kmown earthquake O
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based
on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Divigion of
Mines and Geology Special
Publication No, 42.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

fif) Seismic related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?
v) Subsidence?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion,
siltation, changes in topography, the lass
of topsoil or unstable soil conditions from
excavation, grading or fill?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil O
that is unstable, or that would become

unstable as a result of the project, and

potentially result in on- or off-site

landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,

liguefaction or collapse?

oOood O0a4d

d) Be located on expansive soil, as O
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform

Building Code (1997), creating

substantial tisks 1o life or property?

e} Have soils incapable of adequately (W
supporting the use of septic tanks or

alternative waste water disposal systems

where sewers are not available for the

disposal of waste water?

oog oo

&

3¢

oogo g
M X K

g
P
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LESS THAN

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY WITH LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NG
IMPACT INCORPORATION IMPACT IMPACT
f) Result in substantial soil degradation [} O | &

or contamination?

Analysis: The property was leveled and farmed for many years. Soils and geology will not be significanfly altered by
residential development. Soils in Kingsburg are not expansive.

7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS:

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the O O (M £
public or the environment through the :

routine transport, use, or disposal of

hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the 0 O O B
public or the environment through

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident

conditions involving the release of

hazardous materials into the environment

or risk explosion?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle O O O X
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,

substances, or waste within one-quarter

mile of &n existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included (W} a O ]
on a list of hazardous materials sites

compiled pursuznt to Government Code

Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it

create a significant hazerd to the public or

the environment?

e) Fora project located within an 0 O O ]
airport land use plan or, where such a plan

has not been adopted, within two miles of

a public airport or public use airport,

would the project result in a safety hazard

for people residing or working the project

prea? -

f) For a project within the vicinity of a Cl O ;| =
private airstrip, would the project result in

a safety hazard for people residing or

working in the project area?

g) Impair implementation of or O O O &
physically interfere with an adopted

emergency response plan or emergency

evacuation plan?

Environmenta! Review/Initial Study Tentative Tract Map 5073
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LESS THAN

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY WITH LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATION IMPACT IMPACT

h) Expose people or structnres to a O | [ ]
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?
i) Expose people to existing or potential O | | &

hazards and health hazards other than
those set forth above?

Analysis; Significant hazards or hazardous materials are uniikely to be introduced to a residential neighborhood.

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards | (| O B
or waste discharge requirements?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater O o - O &

supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge or the direction or
rate of flow of groundwater such that
there would be a net deficit in aguifer
volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater tabie level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells wonld drop to a level which wonld
not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have besn
granted)?

o) Substantially alter the existing O [} O
drainage pattern of the site or area,

including through the alteration of the

course of a stream or river, in 8 manner

which would result in substantial erosion

or siltation on- or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing £ O D 73
drainage pattern of the site or area,

including through the alteration of the

course or stream or river, or substantially

increase the rate or amount of surface

runoff in a mammer which would result in

flooding on- or offsite?

e) Create or contribute runoff water O O (W &
which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage

1

Environmental Review/Initial Study Tentative Tract Map 5073
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POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade
surface or groundwater guality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year
flood hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard
area structures which would impede or
redirect flood flows?

i} Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
.involving flooding, Including flooding as
a result of the failure of a levee or dam, or
inundafion by seiche, tsunami or
mudflow?

Analysis: There are no flood pleins in Kingsburp.

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
WITH
MITIGATION
INCORPORATION

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

NO
IMPACT

Pasitive storm water drainage would be provided,

9. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the profect:
a) TPhysically divide an established
community?

b) Conflict with any applicable land use
plan, palicy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general
plan, specific plan, local coastal program,
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

Amnalysis: The subdivision would conform to the North Kingsburp Specific Plan.

10.

Would the project: .
8) Resultin a loss of availability of a
known mineral or other natural resource
(timber, oil, gas, water, etc.) that would
be of value to the region and the residents
of the state?

MINERAL AND OTHER NATURAL RESOURCES

O

Environmental Review/Initial Study
City of Kingsburg  _

Tentative Tract Map 5073

Page 12 September 22, 2005



b) Result in the loss of availability of a
locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan or other land use pian?

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

g

INCORPORATION

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
WITH
MITIGATION

LLESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

H

NC
IMPACT

O

Analysis: There is no evidence of mineral or other natural resources on the property.

11. NOISE

Would the praject result in:

8) Exposure of persons fo or generation -
of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or

noise ordinance, or applicable standards

of other agencies?

b} Exposure of persons to or generation
of excessive ground-borne vibration or
ground horne noise levels?

c) A substential pcrﬂihneut increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
sbove levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

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

f) For a project within the vicinity of a

private airstrip, would the praject expose’
people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

Analysis: Residential use would create noise in a location where there is currently practically none, but not so much

as to constitute a significant impact.
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LESS THAN

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY WITH LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATION IMPACT IMPACT
12.  POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the praject:
a) Cumulatively exceed official regional O (| ¥} ‘ B4
or Jocel population projections?
b) Substantiaily change the O O d B
demographics in the area?
¢) Induce substantial population growth (] ] X 1
in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?
d) Substantially alter the location, I (] ] | O
distribution, or density of the area’s
"population?

€) Displace substantial numbers of [ O A =’
existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing
clsewhere?
1) Displace substantial pumbers of 0 O O ]
people, necessitating the constrction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
g) Conflict with adopted housing 0 (] (M 5

elements?

Analysis: Housing would be introduced to an undeveloped ares, altering the distribution of population. Forty-three
homes would be likely to generate approximately 120 new residents, about a 1 percent increase in population, which
is less than significant.

13. PUBLIC OR UTILITY SERVICES

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered government and public services facilities, need for new or physically altered government
Jacilities, the consiruction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

a) Fire protection? U o X O
b) Police protection? O ] X O
c) Schools? O O % O
d) Parks? O O %] O
¢) Electrical power or natural gas? [ O %] O
f) Commumnication? O [ ® . O
Environmental Review/Initial Study Tentative Tract Map 5073
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g) Other public or utility services?

LESS THAN

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY WITH LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NG
IMPACT INCORPORATION IMPACT IMPACT
[ O 54 O

Analysis: There would be a slight increase in demand for all urban services resulting from the urbanization of 13

currently-undeveloped acres.

14. RECREATION

a) Would the project increase the use of

existing neighborhood and regional parfes
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction oy
expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?

O | [ O
O O | 5

Analysis: Demand on parks and recreation would increase slightly as a result of the introduction of new residents to

the City.

15, TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC

Would the praject:

g) Cause & increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street
system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of vehicle
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the County Circulation
Element?

c) Resoltin a change in air, rail or
water-borne traffic patterns, including
either a significant incrense in traffic
levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to
a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses, hazards or barriers for vehicles,
pedestrians, or bicyclists?

Environmental Review/Initial Study
City of Kingsburg

O O = O
O 1 O |
a O O =
| O 0 I
Tentative Tract Map 5073
Page 15 September 22, 2005



e) Result in inadequate emergency
access?

) Resnlt in inadequate parking
capacity?

g) Coniflict with adopted policies, plans,

or programs supporting alternative
trensportation {(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

h) Substantially accelerate physical
deterioration of public and/or private
roads?

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

O

O

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
WITH
MITIGATION
INCORPORATION

O

O

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT IMPACT

O

O

Analysis: New residents would create additional traffic, but the effect would be slight.

=

<]

X

16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

a) Exceed wasiewater ireatment
requirements of the applicable Regional
‘Water Quality Control?

b) Require or result in the construction
of new water or wastewater treatment or
collection facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant
environmental effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction
of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies
(including fire flow available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and
Tesources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

e) Resnltin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

Environmental Review/Initial Study
City of Kingsburg
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LESS THAN

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY WITH LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATION IMPACT IMPACT

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient [ O O |
permitted capacity to accommodate the
praject’s solid waste disposal needs?
g) Comply with federal, state, and local i1 O O P
statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

Analysis: Sewer and water lines wonld have to be extended to serve the property, and storm water facilities will
have to be provided, but the impacts will not be significant.

17, MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -

a) Does the project have the d O | X
potential to substantially degrade the .
quality of the environment, substantially

reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife

species, cause a fish or wildlife

population to drop below self-sustaining

levels, threaten to eliminate n plent or

animal community, reduce the number or

restrict the range of an endangered, rare

or threatened plant or animal species, or

eliminate important examples of the major

periods of California history or

prehistory?

b) Does the project have [ 0 O 5
environmental impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable™ means the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when
- viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable
future projects)?

c) Does the project have O O [ =
environmental effects which will cause

substantial adverse effects on human

beings, either directly or indirectly?

Analysis: Mandatory findings of significance do not apply to this project.

Environments] Review/Initial Study Tentative Tract Map 5073
City of Kingsburg Page 17 September 22, 2005



E. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, one or more effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative
declaration. These previous environmental documents, in addition to the above checklist and
discussion, support the following conclusions:

WHERE A PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PROJECT IS CONSISTENT WITH A GENERAL
PLAN, COMMUNITY PLAN AND/OR ZONING ACTION FOR WHICH A PRIOR EIR WAS
CERTIFIED:;

Examination of the environmental effects defined in the Initial Study shall be limited to those
which:

(1) . Are peculiar to the project or the parcel on which the project would be located, although
the effect may occur on or off the site of the project, and

(2)  Were not analyzed as significant effects in a prior EIR on the zoning, general plan or
' community plan with which the development project is consistent.

An effect of a project on the environment shall not be considered peculiar to the project or the
parcel if uniformly applied development policies or standards have been previously adopted by
the county with a finding that the development policies or standards will substantially mitigate
that environmental effect when applied to future projects. The finding shall be based on
substanfial evidence which need not include an EIR.

In addition, these provisions shall be applicable only to those significant environmental effects
identified in the prior EIR for which:

(1) Each public agency with authority to mitigate any of the significant effects on the
environment identified in the EIR on the planning or zoning action undertakes or requires
others to undertake mitigation measures specified in the EIR which the Lead Agency
found to be feasible, and

) The Lead Agency makes a finding at a public hearing as to whether the feasible
~ mitigation measures will be undertaken.

Or WHERE ANY PROPOSED PROJ ECT IS CONSISTENT WITH A PROGRAM, PLAN,
POLICY, OR ORDINANCE FOR WHICH A PRIOR EIR WAS CERTIFIED:

Examination of significant effects of the later project shall be undertaken by using a tiered EIR,
except that the réport on the later project need not examine those effects which were either:

O Mitigated or avoided pursuant to subdivision (2) of Section 21081 as a result of the prior
environmental impact report, or

Environmental Review/Initial Study Tentative Tract Map 5073
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(2)  Examined at a sufficient level of detail in the prior environmental impact report to enable
those effects to be mitigated or avoided by site specific revisions, the imposition of
conditions, or by other means in connection with the approval of the later project.

Or WHEN AN E.ILR. OR NEGATIVE DECLARATION HAS BEEN PREPARED:

Reference Case No. SCH 2002091042 EIR  North Kingsburg Specific Plan

ND (completed, certified July 2005)

A copy of the prior EIR or Negative Declaration may be obtained from the City of Kingsburg
Planning and Development Department (1401 Draper Street, Kingsburg, CA 93631; 555/897-
5328) during normal business hours.

1. Substantial changes (__are) (_X _are not) proposed in the project which will require
majorrevisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects;

2. Substantial changes (__have) ( X_have not) occurred with respect to the circumstances
under which the project is undertaken, which will require major revisions of the previous
EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

or

3. New information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was
certified as complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted shows any of the
following (check at least one):

The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR
or Negative Declaration;

Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown
in the previous EIR;

Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact
be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project; but the project proponents decline adopt the mitigation measure or alternative;
or ~

Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation
measure or alternative.

Environmental Review/Initial Study Tentative Tract Map 5073
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ON THE BASIS OF THIS INITIAL EVALUATION:

The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment
and the previous Negative Declaration adequately addressed the project; therefore, NO
ADDITIONAL NEGATIVE DECLARATION NEED BE PREPARED.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures
have been added to the project. A SUBSEQUENT NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.

Minor technical changes or additions are required to make the previous Negative

Declaration adequate for the project. An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUS
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X __ The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and

The conditions described in 1, 2, or 3 above have occurred and at least one
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures
based on earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. A Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report is required, but it must analyze only the effects
that remain to be addressed.

The conditions described in 1, 2, or 3 above have occurred, and only minor
additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequate
for the project. A SUPPLEMENT TO THE PREVIOUS EIR is required.

None of the conditions described in 1, 2, or 3 above have oceurred and only

minor technical changes or additions are required to make the previous EIR
adequate under CEQA. An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUS EIR is
required.

The previous EIR adequately addresses the impacts associated with the project
and fully complies with the requirement of CEQA; therefore, NO
ADDITIONS TO THE EIR NEED BE PREPARED.

.
/ i/VW%W )jfﬂm 22 2o

Signature Date ’
Terrence J. Schmal Planning and Development Director
Printed Name Title
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