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1.0 INTRODUCTION

PURPOSE OF THE EIR PROCESS

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is an informational document prepared by the City
of Mendota to evaluate the environmental impacts of the Don Alejandro Valdez
Community Plan proposal. The primary objectives of the EIR process under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) are to inform decision makers and the public about a
project’s potential significant environmental effects, identify possible ways to minimize
significant effects and consider reasonable alternatives to the project. This EIR has been
prepared with assistance from the City’s consultant, Pacific Municipal Consultants, and
reviewed by City staff for completeness and adequacy in accordance with Public Resources
Code (PRC) Sections 21000-21177 and the State CEQA Guidelines.

The purpose of an EIR is to identify a project’s significant effects on the environment, to
identify alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner in which those significant
effects can be mitigated or avoided (PRC sec. 21002.1}a]}). Comments from the public and
public agencies on the environmental effects of a project must be made to lead agencies as
soon as possible in the review of environmental documents, including, but not limited to,
draft EIRs and negative declarations in order to allow the lead agenty to identify, at the
earliest possible time in the environmental review process, potential significant effects of a
project, alternatives, and mitigation measures which would substantially reduce the effects.
(PRC sec. 21003.1[a)).

As prescribed by the State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15088 and 15132, the Lead Agency
(City of Mendota) is required to evaluate comments on environmental issues received from
persons who have reviewed the Draft EIR (DEIR) and prepare written responses to these
comments. This document, together with the DEIR (incorporated by reference in
accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15150) will comprise the Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for this project. Pursuant to the requirements of the
CEQA, the City of Mendota must certify the FEIR as complete and adequate prior to
approval of the project.

This FEIR contains individual responses to each comment received during the public
review period for the DEIR. Although not required by CEQA, individual responses are also
provided to a letter in response to the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft EIR (from the
State Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics) and a letter received after the
close of the public comment period (from the County of Fresno Department of Public
Works and Planning). The City is providing a response to these letters in order to fully
address all concerns raised. In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(b),
the written responses describe the disposition of significant environmental issues raised.

City of Mendota Don Alejandre Valder Community Plan
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LETTER ONE — STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DEPAETMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

1352 WEST QLIVE AVENUB ]
P.0. BOX 12616 .
FRESNG, CA 037780616
BHONE (554) 4455068
BAX (559) 488-4088
TTY (559) 438-4065
|‘ .
August 8, 2005 | RECEIVED clear
| | AUG - 82005 |9-%10G 2131AGR/CEQA.
D  6FRE-33-62.506+/
STATE CLEARING HOUSE NOP DEIR
DON ALETANDRO VALDEZ
COMMUNITY PLAN
. SCH 2003051111
Mr. Gahriel Gonzales
City of Mendata
643 Quince Street
Mendota, CA 93640
Disar Mr. Genezales:

‘We have complered our review of the propased mixed-nses development on & 68-ace gits losatad
approximately 3 mile epst, of the State Routa (SR) 33 iinesssction st Bass Avenhie. The nue
would include 480 apattment uaits, 73 single-family homes, a commercial center, professional
offices, 3 servics statian, shild cars faciliry, multi-pursoss pari, comenunity centar and farm
labor wanspoztation center, Calrams has the following comments: :

Caltrans hes indicated thé nsed for some fiture improvemems 1o the SR 33 intersections located
st Bass Averms (two lefi-tom lanes, a right-tom lane, signals), SR, 130 (signals), Belmont
Avenué (eft-rum lane, signsts), snd Califomnia/Panochs Road. (two left-tuen lates, signals), We
Aleo indicated in onr letter daved May 3, 2005 (copy enclosed) that thase four intersections shoid
be analyzed in the traffis swdy portion of the BIR. However, the traffic portion of this EIR feiled

%o anslyze the two SR 33 intersections at Belmont Aveaus sad Califomia/Panoche Rosd | 1
Talls 2-1 indicares that the SR 33 interseorion ot Bass Avenne curremly cpértes with a
satigfpetory level-of-service, It also ndicates thar the intersection eould likely comtinne operating I 2

with a satisfactory lovel-of-service for the next twenty vears, However, with the addition of tha

traffic from this proposed developmant, the leval-ofsservice of the Bass intemsction falls to LOS

F an opening day, The analyst feiled to eport the seaulis of the operational smalysis for the SR 3
33/SR. 180 interzection directly in the study (Tables 2-1 mnd 4-1), Howaver, volumes and turning

movement data are provided in the stdy figtees, '

Celirans concurs with the waffic stdy’s recomnendation tha waffic eignaly should be installed

2t the SR 33 intersection at Bass Avenve, Caitrans also concuys with the treffic gtudy’s ‘
Tecammendations that a gsanthbound left-iem lane and a northbonnd right-nurn lane would also be 4
required. Based on the results from the apsrational analysis, these improvements at the Bass

Avenue intersection should be in plice on opaning day, Therefore, Caltrany recommends that

“Calirant improves moblity aerost Callfamiz™

City of Mendota Don Alejandro Valdez Community Plan
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LETTER ONE — STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATHOR OALIFORNIL - ANGINESS, TRANIFORTATION AND HOUSTHE AGENCY A oHw A

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
1352 WEST OLIVE AVENLDE

P.0. BOX 12618

FRESNQ, CA 037782616

PHQNE (559) 445-6668 Flesyourpoer!
FAX (559)4EB-4088 ‘ Be mnergy efficient?
TTY (559) 488-40586 . .

October 14, 2005

2131-IGI/CEOA
6-FRE-33-62.506+-

DON AT ETANDRO VALDEZ
COMMUNITY PLAN
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Mr, Gabriel Gonzalex
City of Mendota

643 Quinee Street
Mendata, CA 93640

‘Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

* 'We have received a copy of the responses to otr comments based upon our review of the -
Hnvironmental Impact Report (BIR). The proposal is for a mixed-use devislopment on a 68-sere
site, approximately % mile east of the State Route (SR) 33 intargection ot Bass Avenue, The
development wouid include 480 apartment units, 73 single-family homes, a commercial renter,
professional offices, a gervice station, childcare facility, multi-purpose park, coromunity center
and farm labor transportation center. Caltrans hag the following commants:

Response to Cormment 1
SK 33 intersections g Belmont Avenue and California/Panoche Road

It is indicated in the response that the traffic consultant determined that the level of additional
traffic (1,088 daily trips, 84 AM pealc hour trips, and 121 PM peak hour trips) was insignificant.
Caltrans identified these intersections at needing to be analyzed during our review of the Notice
of Preparation (NOP) on May 3, 2005 (copy enclosed). In these comments, we also indicatad
what improvements would likely be necessary. These comments were hased upon our own
analyris and observations as well as past traffic impact sfudies we have reviewed, As owners and
aperators of the State highway, Calirans is in = batter position to make the determination a5 to
what needs to be considered a significant level of additione] traffle to said highway. Therefore, it
is recommended that an operational analysis be provided for ths above mentioned intexsections

as previously commented and that the analysis include the project’s pro-rata share responsibilicy
ar these locations, Without this information, the enviranmental document is inadequate and
seriously flawed, Furthetmore, it is recormmended that Calivans ba eonsulted pnor to eliminating
intersection(s) from the analysis 50 matters such as this can be resolyed early on in the process
and so that 2 complete environmental document can be provided, Without a full and complets

“Calmans improves mobity aerass Calffurnia”
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LETTER ONE — STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

M. Gahriel Gonzalez
October 14, 2005
Page 3

Please send a response to our coraments prior to etaff’s recommendations to the Planning
Commisgion and the City Council, Furthermore, please notify Celtrans prior this project going
to public hearing, as we will be avafishle 10 provide testimony. If you have any questions, please
call me af (558) 445.5868, : _ :

Sincerely,

Ao ThT

MOSES STITHS
Office of Transportation Planning
District 06

Bnglosum

C: M. Bill Skinner, Vallsy Planning Consultsnts
ME. Barh Kinison Brown, PMOC _ :
Georping Vivien, VRPA

“Calprany improver mobility across Calffornia®
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LETTER ONE ~ STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (CALTRANS)
DATE: AUGUST 8, 2005

Response to Comment 1
SR 33 intersections at Belmont Avenue énd California/Panoche Road

The comment is that the EIR failed to analyze the two SR 33 intersections at Belmont
Avenue and California/Panoche Road. Intersections and street segments in the project
vicinity were chosen for analysis of potential traffic impacts due to the proposed
development. The Traffic Consultant (VRPA Technologies) has estimated that 10% or less
of the project trips will utilize the intersections of SR 33 with Belmont Avenue and
California/Panoche Road, resulting in 1,088 daily trips, 84 AM peak hour trips, and 121
PM peak hour trips added to these intersections (VRPA memo dated 9/29/05). VRPA
Technologies determined that this level of additional traffic was considered to be
insignificant, given the relatively low level of existing traffic at these two intersections.
Therefore, potential impacts to these intersections were considered by the traffic
consultant, but were not selected for further analysis due to the determined level of
insignificance.

The DEIR is for annexation, General Plan Amendment, and Pre-Zoning only. At this time
the developer has not submitted development plans and/or Tentative Subdivision Maps.
To ensure that CALTRANS’ concerns are met, the following Condition of Approval shall be
required at the time of development plans and/or Tentative Subdivision Map submittal:

Prior to the issuance of Building Permits, the Applicant will provide to the City
development plans, including operational information, to confirm the need for the
improvements and pro-rata share towards said improvements as recommended by
CALTRANS in their August 8, 2005 letter to the City.

Response to Comment 2

SR 33/Bass Avenue Intersection

The comment correctly points out that with the addition of project traffic from the
proposed development, the Level of Service (LOS) of the SR 33/Bass Avenue intersection
falls to LOS F on opening day. This potentially significant impact is discussed on pages
3.11-13 through 3.11-15 of the EIR. The AM/PM peak hour LOS (existing and future) for
this intersection is presented Table 3.11-5 (EIR page 3.11-14} as follows:

City of Mendota Don Alejandro Valdez Community Plan
October 2005 Final Environmental Impact Report



LETTER ONE — STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Response to Comment 4
SR 33/Bass Avenue Intersection

Caltrans states that they feel the development should be 100% responsible for the
placement of improvements at the SR 33/Bass Avenue intersection by opening day.

See Response to Comment 1-2. The need for mitigation of this intersection is
acknowledged. Mitigation 3.11-1 requires that the Applicant design and construct
roadway improvements prior to residential accupancy, or, pay fair share fees (which may
be 100%) to Caltrans at the time of Building Permit issuance. Should development proceed
in advance of the roadway improvements, building permits will only be issued by the City
of Mendota up to the point where a signal warrant is triggered for the intersection of SR 33
and Bass Avenue.

Response to Comment 5
Intersection of SR 33 and SR 180

Caltrans suggests that the traffic study should be revised to include operational and signal
warrant analysis for the intersection of SR 33 and SR 180.

Please see Response to Comment 3.
Response to Comment 6
Intersection at Belmont Avenue and California/Panoche Road

Caltrans suggests that the traffic study should include operational analysis of intersections at
Belmont Avenue and California/Panoche Road.

Please see Response to Comment 1.
Response to Comment 7
Encroachment Permit

Caltrans points out that an Encroachment Permit must be obtained for all proposed
activities for placement of encroachments within, under, or over State highway rights-of-
way.

The need to obtain encroachment permits and to meet other state requirements is
acknowledged. It is the City’s intent to cooperate fully with Caltrans in the implementation
of improvements to the State highway system related to this project. The requirement for an
Encoachment Permit shall be included as a Condition of Project Approval.

City of Mendota Don Alejandro Valdez Community Plan
October 2005 Final Environmental Impact Report
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LETTER TWO ~ FRESNO COUNTY

County of Eresno
Depariment of Public Works and Plarming
Alan ‘Weaver, Direstor
Letter 2
September 7, 2005 . VIA FAX:(558) 655-4084
M. Gabrie) Gonzalez ,
Clty of Mendota '
© 643 Quincs Street RECD SEp
~ Mendota, CA 83640 l5 2005

Dear Mr. Gonzaler:

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY DEIR )
DON ALEJANDRO VALDEZ COMMUNITY PLAN

The abave-referenced projact was oirculatad for review within the Fresne County
Diepartment of Public Works and Planning. In additfon io the comments made in the
Department letisr daied May 11, 2005, County Staff offers the following comments:

Folk anping:

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) Sectlon 2.4, Project Relationship fo Existing
Planning Documents fails to address the following policies and documants:

The County adopied Mendota Communitv Plan designates the site of the proposed
projeca s (pen Space in recognition of s looafion.within & mapped surface of the
Mendota Alrport whete the safsty of potential residents Is a concem (Section 508 5.00)
and where noise may be a factor, The {ocation of the proposed housing project further 1
conflicts with the County adopted Mendots Community Plan in proposing o develop

housing in an area where the Community Plan proposes relocation of an existing farm
labor housing project in recegnitlon of safety and nolse concems related o air
operziions (Sections 508 8.00. and 6.01),  For more information, please contact Ms.
Leona James, Planning & Resourcs Analyst, Policy Planning, Develupment Setvices,
Department of Public Works and Planning, at (659) 262-4853 ) i

Almport Land Lise Commisaion (ALUC):

The Airport Land Use Gommission response to an initial routing is offerad at the stef
level. Such a response ls informational and ls nota Determination of Consistency
under § 21670 of the Public Utilities Code, ALUC Determination of Consistency would
follow an agency's routing to the ALUC of thelr draft final environmental document
Incorparating comments received and including 2 mitigation monitoring checklist, and 2
based upon the agency's determination that ALUC comment s required. Since the
commehts of tha ALUC should be considared and incorporated into the: final
environmental document prior to adoption, such routings are made prior fo approvai of
the draft document by a Planning Commission or City Council,
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION

320 Tulere Seee, Sixth Floor / Fresno, Colifumis 03721 / Fone (559 2624059 / 2629029 1 262-4307. / 162-4022 FAR 202-43493
Huual Bmulovment Qomertinine « AMemasive Action « THinbiéd Ermslover

City of Mendota

Don Alejandro Valdez Community Plan
October 2005

Final Environmental Impact Report
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LETTER TWO — FRESNO COUNTY

Mr. Gabriel Gonzalez
City of Mendota
September 7, 2005
Page 3

Since the clty owns and operates the airport, It should be noted that the creation of

conflicts in the area of the alrport could displace thresholds or otherwise compromiss

the operation of the alrport and trigger FAA sanctions cantained in airport funding 2
agreements. (cont.)

For more information regarding ALUC issues please cortact David Laumer, Planning
Resoureé Analyst, Policy Planning, Development Services, Department of Public
Works and Planning &t (559) 262-4196. '

Land Conservation-Williamson Aet:

No area of the propesal appears to be restricted under a Wiiliamson Act contract, but -

areas 1o the north appear to be enrolled under contract and actively farmed. Any 3
division for residentlal purposes must include a Righi-to-Farm covenant to reduce

impacts to adjacent farming activities. '

Deslgn;

The projact may significantly impact Bass Avenue, & County maintained road, The

EIR shotild properly address the impacts from frafilc generated by the proposed

project to roads and Intersections within the County's Jurisdiction. For more ' 4
information please contzct Mr. Stan Nakagawa, Design Division, Department of Public

Works and Planning, at (559) 262-4438,

If you have any questions regarding information in this letfer, please contact me at
(559) 262-4334,

Sincerely,

fork T2
Rick Thaxton, Planning & Resource Analyst
Development Services Diviston

RT .
G\ I60DevsERINENVPIaMOARMendota Dan Alejandro Com Plan\DEIR Commentir.doc

C: Leona James, Policy Planning, Development Services
David Laumet, Policy Planning, Development Services
Theresa Acosta-Mena, Environmental Planning, Development Services

City of Mendota Don Alejand i
City of Mendo ejandro Valder Community Plan

Final Environmental Impact Report
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LETTER TWO — FRESNO COUNTY

The EIR identified that the project site “is currently under Fresno County jurisdiction and
has a Fresno County General Plan designation of Agriculture for the portion of the site lying
north of Bass Avenue; south of Bass Avenue, the site is designated as proposed Open
Space” (EIR page 3.9-3). This designation is consistent with the open space designation
cited in the County’s Community Plan (Section 508 5.00 - Open Space Land Use).

The EIR further identifies that the site is within the City's Sphere of Influence (SOI) and
currently carries City General Plan designations consistent with the County’s designation
~ (Agriculture for the area north of Bass Avenue and Multi-Use Open Space, south of Bass
Avenue). The EIR states that implementation of the project will require a General Plan

Amendment identifying the site as Single Family Residential, Multiple Family Residential
and Commercial.

As analyzed on pages 3.9-7 and 8 of the EIR, the proposed project and its intent to support
development of affordable housing, regional job training and education, commercial
amenities, childcare and transportation uses would be consistent with the goals and
policies of the City of Mendota, upon approval of General Plan and Zoning amendments.
Furthermore, the proposed project site does not contain prime agricultural-soils, the site is
"located entirely within Mendota’s SO), it is adjacent to the existing City limits of Mendota
and development of the project site as a residential neighborhood would continue the
residential urban pattern established by the City of Mendota to the west and southwest.

In regards to the safety and noise concerns in relation to the proximity of the air operations,
the EIR has comprehensively evaluated this issue in numerous sections of the EIR (Section
3.6 - Noise, Section 3.7 - Hazards and Section 3.9 — Land Use and Agriculture). The EIR
requires mitigation to ensure compatibility with the Fresno County Airport Land Use Policy
Plan (ALUP) and to reduce identified noise and safety impacts to a less than significant
level. '

Mitigation Measures 3.6-2Za thorough c required by the EIR, will reduce impacts from
aircraft noise sensitive receptors within the project area to a less than significant level by
requiring an Aviation Easement and proper mechanical ventilation and air conditioning for
units within the 55 dB contour line. In addition, the Applicant will be required to provide
full disclosure of the potential for aircraft noise to future residents.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.7-3 will ensure compatibility with the Fresno
County ALUP and will reduce safety hazards at the project site from the adjacent airport by
limiting the residential density and prohibiting certain commercial uses on that portion of
the project site that falls within the Traffic Pattern Zone.

City of Mendota Don Alefandro Valdez Community Plan
October 2005 Final Environmental Impact Report
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LETTER TWO ~ FRESNO COUNTY

Response to Comment 4
Design

The comment suggests that the EIR should address impacts from traffic generated by the
proposed project to roads and intersections within the County’s jurisdiction, specifically
Bass Avenue, ‘

Please see the Response to comments on Letter One (State Department of Transportation).

City of Mendota ' Don Alejandre Valdez Community Plan
October 2005 Final Environmental Impact Report
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LETTER THREE — STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DIVISION OF AEROMATUTICS —M.5.440 )

1120 M STREET File: State Clearinghouse
P. Q. BOX 542873 Miendota Ajrport
SACRAMENTO, CA*94273-000L " (Fresno County)

Fizxyourrd
Bz orergy eificient!
PHONE {916) 6544959
PAX (916) 653-9931 - Letter 3
TTY (J16) 631-6827

May 4, 2005 .
Wane pory
Mz, Gabriel Gonzalez

City of Mendote

643 Quince Street

Mendota, CA 93640

Dear My, Gonzalez:

Re: Gity of Mendota's Notice of Preparation (NOF) of 2 Draft Environmental Impact Report
' (DEIR) for the Don Alejandro Valdez Commiumity Plan; SCH# 2003061111

The Californla Deparment of Transportation {Caltrans), Division of Acronmtics, Teviewed the
ahove~referenced document with respect to airport-related naise and safety impacts and repional
avietion land nse planning issues pursuant to the Californta Envirormental Quality Act (CEQA).

. The Division of Astonautits has lechnieal expertise in the arens of airport operarions safety and
airport land use comparibility,. We are a funding agency for airport prajects and we have permit
guthority for public and special use siparts and heliports. We offer the following cammens for
your consideration. '

The proposal is for & Community Plan to be developed as & “mized-use farrnworker comraunity”

consisting of 480 Fawm Jabormultiple family housing unite, 73 single-family residential units, 2

commercial centsr, a childeare facility, a service station, professional office sites and a farm Tabor

transportation center. The southeastern boundary of the project site is loceted spproximately

1,000 feet northwest of Mendota Adrport. While the designated airport traffic patremn is to the

east of the nirport away from the project site, the site will be subject to occasionel alroraft | 1
overflights and subsequent aireraft-related noise and safety impacts,

The project site appears to be within the Primary Review Arsa Boundary according to the Fresno

County Airport Land Use Polioy Plan for Mendota Afrport. Portions of the site also appezr 1o be 2
within the 55 dB Community Neise Fquivalent Leve] (CNEL) contour for the sirport. The

proposal will need to be submitted to the Frosno County Airport Land Use Commission (ALTIC)

for & consistency determination,

A majority of the project site appears 10 be within the Traffic Pattern Zone with & small arer
within the Inner Approach/Departure Zone as defined in the Calirans Adrport Land Use Plarming
Handbook (Handbook). The project site also appears t be just outsids the Runway Protection
Zone (RPZ) for Mendota Alrport. The Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) is the most critical of 3
airport safety zones, considered to be “very high risk™ due to its proxirpity to the end of the
mnway. The Handbook generally recommends prohibiting all new structives within the RPZ.
Tust beyond the RYZ is the Tnner Approsch/Deparmre Zone, which is also congidered to be oy
“snbstagsial isk.” ‘The REZ together with the innex sufety zones encompass 30% to 50% of near-
airport pircraft accident sites.
' "Caltrsix inrraves webdlity azrocs Colifornta™

City of Mendota

Dan Alejandro Valdez Community Plan
October 2005
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LETTER THREE— STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Gaebriel Gonzalez
May £, 2005
Page 3

Thank you for the opportunity to review aud comment on this proposal, If you have any
questions, please call me at (916) 654-5314.

Sincezely,

Original Signed by

SANDY HESNARD
Aviation Environmentsal Planner

¢ State Clearinghouse, Fresno County ALUC, Mendota Airport
be: Ter Pencovie-DOTE, Alan McCuen-Dist 6, Maro Birobanm-Dist 6

g:/fagrofenvironmentzl comp perm/sh-2003061111

“Caitrana irproyes mokifity aerors Californis”
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LETTER THREE— STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

“surrounding uses, including the southeastern portion of the proposed project site. The
project site is partially within the 55 CNEL dB contour. The EIR identifies exposure to
Aircraft Noise as a potentially significant impact requiring mitigation. The following
discussion and mitigation is contained on pages 3.6-9 through 3.6-10 of the DEIR:

The proposed project would be partially included in the 55 CNEL dB contour
surrounding the airport and runway. At the 55 CNEL dB level the project’s land
uses, including Multi-family Residential uses, Commercial uses and transient uses
would be Clearly Acceptable. These activities should be able to be carried out
without any interference airport noise exposure. Single-Family Residential uses
within the 55 CNEL dB would be considered Normally Acceptable by the Fresno
County Airport/Land Use Noise Compatibility Criteria Table. Normally Acceptable
suggests that noise is a factor to be considered in that slight interference with
outdoor activities may occur. Conventional construction will eliminate most noise
intrusions upon indoor activities. The project Applicant will be required to comply
with the State of California Building Code, to ensure that all land uses are
adequatefy constructed.

However due to the proximity of the airport to the project site, aircraft noise
exposure could cause moderate interference with outdoor activities and with indoor
activities when windows are open. The land uses are subject to review by the
Airport Land Use Commission. The Commission may determine the land use
acceptable under conditions where outdoor activities are minimal and normal
construction features provide sufficient noise attenuation (e.g. installation of air
conditioning so that windows can be kept closed.) New development such as the
proposed project will be allowed to develop only after noise insulation features
included in the design clearly demonstrate a reduction in noise levels to acceptable
standards as set by the City. The following mitigation measures would reduce the
noise impacts associated with the propose project to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.6-2a The City shall require the Applicant to record an Aviation
Easement across the project site. The Aviation Easement shall be
prepared and recorded concurrent with recordation of the final
map of the first phase of the proposed project and referenced on
all final maps.

MM 3.6-2b The Applicant shall notify future residents that the project site is
subject to aircraft over flights and single event noise exposure due
to the proximity of the project site to Mendota Municipal Airport.
The Applicant shall prepare and record the notification agreement
prior to or concurrent with recordation of the final map of the first

City of Mendota Don Alejandro Valdez Community Plan
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LETTER THREE— STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.

Response to Comment 4
Airport Land Use Compatibility

A detailed discussion of Airport Land Use Compatibility can be found in Sections 3.6
(Noise), 3.7 (Hazards) and 3.9 (Land Use and Agriculture) of the DEIR. The Fresno County
Airport Land Use Policy (1983) contains policies and guidelines for projects within safety
zones. These policies are required to be consistent with those presented in the CALTRANS,
Division of Aeronautics Airport Land Use Planning Handbook; however, the Airport Land
Use Policy (ALUP) is often more detailed and specific than policies contained in the
handbook. Therefore, a project that is consistent with adopted ALUP would be deemed
consistent with the Airport Land Use Planning Handbook.

The DEIR (page3.7-11) requires mitigation, which incorporates the standards and
guidelines of the Safety Compatibility Criteria contained within the Fresno County Airport
Land Use Policy (1983) as follows:

MM. 3.7-3 The project Applicant shall redesign the project to be consistent
with the Fresno County Airport Land Use Policy (1983). Subject
to the approval of the Mendota City Council prior to submittal of
the proposed project to Fresno LAFCO, all project plans and maps
that contain sensitive uses within the Mendota Municipal Airport
Traffic Pattern Zone shall be compatible with the Fresno County
Airports Land Use Plan Safety Compatibility Criteria, as follows:

= All proposed residential uses shall have a density of no
greater than four dwelling units per acre in this area.

= All proposed commercial uses shall not include schools,
hospitals, nursing homes, or similar uses (including day
care centers).

» The area of the project site within the Traffic Pattern Zone
shall have at least 20% of area open (having a size and
shape such that a small aircraft could conceivably make an
emergency landing without damage to buildings or serious
injury to aircraft occupants).

* The project redesign shall be subject to review and
approval of the Fresno County Airport land Use
Commission.

Implementation of this mitigation measure would ensure that the project is consistent with
adopted ALUP and therefore would be consistent with the Airport Land Use Planning
Handbook.
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LETTER THREE—~ STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

notified of the noise exposure prior to entering in an agreement to
purchase a home within the project area.

Response to Comment 7

The comment states that consideration given to the issue of compatible land uses in the
vicinity of the airport should help relieve conflicts between airports and their neighbors.
Comment noted. The DEIR has given great consideration to this issue throughout the
document. In particular, a detailed discussion of airport land use compatibility can be
found in Sections 3.6 (Noise), 3.7 (Hazards) and 3.9 (Land Use and Agriculture} of the
DEIR. The DEIR requires mitigation to reduce any identified airport compatibility impacts s
to a less than significant level.

Response to Comment 8
Airport-related Noise and Safety Impacts

The comment is that the DEIR must thoroughly address airport-related noise and safety
impacts. Please see Response to Comment 1, 2, 3, 4 and 7 contained to in this Letter
above. -
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