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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Requlatory Guidance

The Initial Study as prepared in accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code 21000 et. Seq.,
and the State CEQA Guidelines, Title 14 California Code of Regulations (CCR) 15000 et. Seq.
An Initial Study is prepared by a lead agency to determine if a project may have a significant
effect on the environment. The Initial Study relies on expert opinion based on facts, technical
studies, or other substantial evidence to document its findings.

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines 15064(a), an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
must be prepared if there is substantial evidence that a project may have a significant effect on
the environment. A Negative Declaration is prepared if the agency finds that a proposed project
would not have a significant effect on the environment, and if the lead agency prepared a written
statement supporting that finding. A Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be prepared with the
Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects, but revision made the project and agreed to
by the project applicant would avoid or mitigate the effects of the project.

1.2 Lead Agency

The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsibility over the proposed project. In
accordance with State CEQA Guidelines 15051 (b)(1), “the lead agency will normally be the
agency with general governmental powers, such as a city or county, rather than an agency with a
single or limited purpose.” The lead agency for the proposed project is the City of Kerman.

1.3 Project Objective

The proposed project consists of the widening of Vineland Avenue, from Kearney Boulevard to
700 feet north, to the ultimate width for a City of Kerman standard collector street (84 foot right-
of-way; 64 feet from curb to curb). A Location Map and Vicinity Map for the project are
provided in Appendix A as Exhibit 1 and 2, respectively. The widening will consist of the
construction of an 8 foot parking lane and 5 foot bike lane in each direction. The proposed
project will also include the construction of concrete curb & gutter, concrete sidewalk, and
concrete improvements at the intersection of Vineland Avenue and Kearney Boulevard. Storm
drain facilities will be installed to serve the widened roadway. Right of way acquisition will be
required from the property along the west side of Vineland Avenue within the project limits.

1.4 Summary of Findings

This Negative Declaration includes the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist that identifies
potential environmental impacts and a discussion of each impact that would result from
implementation of the proposed project. Based on the Initial Study, Environmental Checklist
and the supporting environmental analysis provided in this document, development of the
proposed project would result in the following impacts:
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- No Impact: Aesthetics, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, Biological Resources,
Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and
Planning, Mineral Resources, Population and Housing, Public Services, Recreation,
Transportation/Traffic, Utilities and Services Systems, and Mandatory Findings of
Significance

- Less than Significant Impacts: Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, and Noise

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines 15070, a Negative Declaration may be prepared if
the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the environment. There is no
substantial evidence that the proposed project would have a significant effect on the environment
based on the available project information and the environmental analysis presented in this
document. Therefore, a Negative Declaration is proposed to be adopted in accordance with
CEQA Guidelines.
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2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

2.1 Site-Specific Environmental Setting

The project is located along Vineland Avenue, from Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north, in the
City of Kerman, within the County of Fresno, in the San Joaquin Valley.

The topography of the project limits is characterized by relatively flat terrain, typical of the City
and the San Joaquin Valley. Existing plant life surrounding the project consists primarily of
residential landscape planting, including trees, shrubs, and turf grass lawns. Due to development
of the area, there is no suitable habitat for native plant or animal species.

The area climate is Mediterranean which is characterized by hot dry summers and mild winters.
It is not uncommon for maximum temperatures to exceed 100 degrees during the summer
months. The rainy season generally extends from November through April. Average annual
precipitation is approximately 11.5 inches.

The area soils are generally composed of Hesperia Sandy Loam (43 inches of Sandy Loan
followed by Silt), according the Soil survey of Eastern Fresno County, prepared by the Soil
Conservation Service, Department of Agriculture. These soils are well drained and are formed
from granitic alluvium.

The City of Kerman is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin, which currently does not

meet Ozone and Particulate Matter National and State Ambient Air Quality Standards. The City

is under the jurisdiction of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD).
2.2 Land Use

The City supports a variety of land uses including residential, commercial, industrial, and
agricultural uses.

The project will be located within City public street right-of-way and is surrounded by single
family residential land use, see Exhibit 3 and 7 in Appendix A.
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3. PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1 Background

The segment of Vineland Avenue from Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north has been improved
with a landscaped median and center travel lanes. However, the street has not been improved to
its ultimate width, which will include an 8 foot parking lane and 5 foot bike lane in each
direction. The contiguous segments of Vineland Avenue to the north and south of the proposed
project have already been improved to the ultimate width for the collector street designation.

The proposed project is included in the City’s Five-Year Capital Improvement Program and the
City has received Federal funding through the Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP)
for the project. The proposed project will result in a street width contiguous with the segments
of Vineland Avenue to the north and south of the project.

3.2  Location
The proposed project is located in the City of Kerman, County of Fresno, California. The project

is located along Vineland Avenue from Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney
Boulevard, as shown on the Vicinity Map included as Exhibit 2 in Appendix A.

3.3 Project Description

The proposed project consists of the widening of Vineland Avenue, from Kearney Boulevard to
700 feet north, to the ultimate width for a City of Kerman standard collector street (84 foot right-
of-way; 64 feet from curb to curb). A Location Map and Vicinity Map for the project are
provided in Appendix A as Exhibit 1 and 2, respectively. The widening will consist of the
construction of an 8 foot parking lane and 5 foot bike lane in each direction. The proposed
project will also include the construction of concrete curb & gutter, concrete sidewalk, and
concrete improvements at the intersection of Vineland Avenue and Kearney Boulevard. Storm
drain facilities will be installed to serve the widened roadway.

Right of way acquisition will be required from the property along the west side of Vineland
Avenue within the project limits. The property from which right-of-way is to be acquired is
currently developed with a single family residence. The right-of-way will not affect the
residence or require relocation of any private improvements. The right-of-way acquisition will
require the removal of three residential type trees.

3.4 Proposed Project Schedule

Construction on the proposed project is scheduled to begin in Summer of 2015.
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4. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

Based on the initial findings and conclusion of the environmental checklist, provided in the
attachments, it is concluded that implementation of the proposed project will not have a
significant effect on the environment. The City will be preparing a Negative Declaration for the
Vineland Avenue Widening Project.
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5. ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

51 Public Review

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines, the Proposed Negative Declaration for the Vineland
Avenue Widening Project was submitted to the California State Clearinghouse (SCH) for a thirty
(30) day public review commencing on April 16, 2014 and ending on May 15, 2014. The SCH
No. assigned to the Proposed Negative Declaration is 2014041062. A Notice of Intent (NOI) to
Adopt a Negative Declaration was filed with the Fresno County Clerk’s Office on April 16, 2014
and published in the Kerman News on April 23, 2014.

The public review period for the Proposed Negative Declaration was conducted in accordance
with CEQA Guidelines 15072 and 15073.

5.2 Comments and Responses to Comments

The following is a list of comment letters received, and any required response. Copies of the full
comment letters and responses, if required, are included in Appendix F.

1. Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe (SRRTYT), dated April 22, 2014

Comment(s): Due to the proximity of the project to known cultural resources and known
past habitation of the area, there is the potential for encountering cultural
resources within the project area. SRRTYT recommends Cultural
Monitoring throughout the project, with a minimum requirement of a
Cultural Presentation to construction crews prior to commencement of
construction.

Response(s): The City will arrange for an on-site Cultural Presentation to be conducted
with the awarded contractor prior to the start of any construction. The
City will also consult with SRRTYT regarding other Cultural Monitoring
requirements prior to and during construction.

5.3 Environmental Determination

The Final Negative Declaration, comments, and responses to comments were presented to the
Kerman City Council on June 4, 2014. Based on the Final Negative Declaration and other
information presented, the City Council found the following:

1. The City Council finds that it has independently reviewed the Final Negative Declaration
(SCH No. 2014041062) and any comments received during the public review process and
exercised the Council’s independent judgment in considering the Final Negative
Declaration, and

2. The City Council finds, on the basis of the whole record before it that there is no
substantial evidence that the project will have a significant effect on the environment and
the Final Negative Declaration reflects the Council’s independent judgment and analysis
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and the Council hereby approves the Final Negative Declaration (SCH No. 2014041062)
with all recommendations presented by Staff and designates the Planning Department and
the Planning Director as the location and custodian of the documents which constitute the
record of proceedings upon which the Council’s decision is based.

3. The City Clerk and other City Staff are hereby authorized and directed to take all
necessary actions required under CEQA and other applicable law to file a Notice of
Determination with the State Clearinghouse and Fresno County Clerk's office.
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APPENDIX A — Maps and Plans
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APPENDIX B - Site Photos




Figure 1: Vineland Avenue (West side), looking South towards the intersection of Kearney Boulevard and
Vineland Avenue



Figure 2: Vineland Avenue (East side), looking South towards the intersection of Kearney Boulevard and
Vineland Avenue



Figure 3: Vineland Avenue (West side), looking North



Figure 4: Vineland Avenue (East side), looking North



Figure 5: Vineland Avenue and Kearney Boulevard Intersection, looking Southeast



APPENDIX C - Initial Study




CEQA Appendix H
Environmental Information Form

Date

4/15/2014

General Information

I

Name and Address of developer or project sponsor:

City of Kerman, 850 S. Madera Avenue, Kerman, CA 93630

Address of project:

N/A

Assessor’s Block and Lot Number:

N/A

Name, address, and telephone number of person to be contacted concerning this project
Gary Horn, City Engineer

2985 N Burl Ave #101 Fresno, CA 93727

(559) 244-3123

Indicate number of the permit application for the project to which this pertains

N/A

List and describe any other related permits and other public approvals required for this
project, including those required by city, regional, state, and federal agencies

N/A
Existing Zoning District

The proposed project will be within public street right-of-way. The surrounding zoning is
single family residential.

Proposed use of site

Public street
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Project Description

8. Site size
N/A
9 Square footage
N/A
10.  Number of floors construction
N/A
11, Amount of off-street parking provided
N/A
12 Attach Plans
No
13. Proposed Scheduling
See Section 3.4
14.  Associated Projects
None
15, Anticipated incremental development
No

16.  Ifresidential, include the number of units, schedule of unit sizes, range of sale prices or
rents, and type of household size expected.

N/A

17. If commercial, indicate the type, whether neighborhood, city, or regionally oriented,
square footage of sales area, and loading facilities.

N/A

18, Ifindustrial, indicate type, estimated employment per shift, and loading facilities.
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19.

20.

2.

22,

23,

24.

23,

26.

27

N/A

If institutional, indicate the major function, estimated employment per shift, estimated
occupancy, loading facilities, and community benefit to be derived from the project.

N/A

If'the project involves a variance, conditional use or rezoning application, state this and
indicate clearly why the application is required.

N/A

Change in existing features of any bays, tidelands, beaches, or hills, or substantial
alteration of ground contours.

No

Change in scenic view of vistas from existing residential areas or public lands or roads.
No

Change in pattern, scale or character of general area of project

No

Significant amounts of solid waste or litter

No

Change in dust, ash, smoke, fumes or odors in vicinity

Yes, the project will create fugitive dust during construction activities. The project will
conform to the requirements of San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

(SIVAPCD) Regulation VIII.

Change in ocean, bay, lake, stream or ground water quality or quantity, or alteration of
existing drainage patterns

No
Substantial change in existing noise or vibration levels in the vicinity

Yes
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28.

29,

30.

31,

34

During construction of the proposed project, there will be an increase in daytime noise
levels in the project vicinity due to construction operations and equipment. Upon
completion, the project will not cause an increase in noise levels.

Site on filled land or on slope of 10 percent or more.

No

Hazardous Materials

Yes

Construction of the proposed project will require the use of diesel fuel, gasoline, oil, and
lubricants for construction equipment.

Substantial change in demand for municipal services (police, fire, water, sewage, etc.).
No

Substantially increase fossil fuel consumption (electricity, oil, natural gas, etc.).

No

Relationship to a larger project of series of projects.

No

Environmental Setting

33

34.

Project Site Description

The topography of the project limits is characterized by relatively flat terrain, typical of
the City and the San Joaquin Valley. Existing plant life surrounding the project consists
primarily of residential landscape planting, including trees, shrubs, and turf grass lawns.
Due to development of the area, there is no suitable habitat for native plant or animal
species. The project will be located within public street right-of-way.

Project Surroundings

The project is located within an urban area. The project is surrounded by single family
residential land use. (see Exhibit 3 and 7).
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Certification

I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits present the data
and information required for this initial evaluation to the best of my ability, and that the facts,
statements, and information presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief.

e
nstne, Dsttaps 0. T
Date 4/15/2014 Signature v/ &4 D~ T
&
For Gary D. Horn
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CEQA Appendix G
Environmental Checklist Form

Project Title
Vineland Avenue Widening Project

Lead Agency Name and Address
City of Kerman

850 S. Madera Avenue

Kerman, CA 93630

Contact Person
Gary Horn, City Engineer

Contact Phone
(559) 244-3123

Project Location

The proposed project is located in the City of Kerman, within the County of Fresno, California.
The project will be located along Vineland Avenue from Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of
Kearney Boulevard (see Exhibit 1 and 2).

Project Sponsor
City of Kerman

Sponsor Address
850 S. Madera Avenue
Kerman, CA 93630

General plan designation
N/A (Project located within public street right-of-way)

Zoning
The proposed project will be located within public street right-of-way.

Project Description

The proposed project consists of the widening of Vineland Avenue, from Kearney Boulevard to
700 feet north, to the ultimate width for a City of Kerman standard collector street (84 foot right-
of-way; 64 feet from curb to curb). A Location Map and Vicinity Map for the project are
provided in Appendix A as Exhibit 1 and 2, respectively. The widening will consist of the
construction of an 8 foot parking lane and 5 foot bike lane in each direction. The proposed
project will also include the construction of concrete curb & gutter, concrete sidewalk, and
concrete improvements at the intersection of Vineland Avenue and Kearney Boulevard. Storm
drain facilities will be installed to serve the widened roadway.
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Right of way acquisition will be required from the property along the west side of Vineland
Avenue within the project limits. The property from which right-of-way is to be acquired is
currently developed with a single family residence. The right-of-way will not affect the
residence or require relocation of any private improvements. The right-of-way acquisition will
require the removal of three residential type trees.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting
The project is located within an urban area. The project is surrounded by single family
residential land use. (see Exhibit 3 and 7).

Other public agencies whose approval is required

N/A
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Assaciation of Environmenial Professionals 2012 CEQOA Guidelines Appendices

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at
least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the
following pages.

Aesthelics O] i e e (1 arqualty
D Biological Resources |:’ Cultural Resources D Geology /Soils
D Greenhouse Gas Emissions D Hazards & Hazardous Materials I:I Hydrology / Water Quality
D Land Use / Planning EI Mineral Resources D Noise
|:| Population / Housing D Public Services D Recreation
|:| Transportation/Traffic D Utilities / Service Systems D gﬂiggﬁ%tg;gindings o

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

@ I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by
or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be
prepared.

D I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

|:| I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but 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 the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that
remain to be addressed.

D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposizﬁl upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

i - / .
Yy /g) : ’z.r@mhw Sons/ /5, 2045
Signature(/ i Date /
Signature Date
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Association of Environmental Professionals 2012 CEQA Guidelines Appendices

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1

2)

3)

4)

3)

6)

7)

8)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact” answer should
be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g.,
the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as
on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one
or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is
required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level
(mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-
referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific
conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a
project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected.
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Association of Environmental Professionals 2012 CEQA Guidelines Appendices

9) The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance

SAMPLE QUESTION
Issues:

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

[. AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic I:l I:] I:]

vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, D |:| |:]

including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual [] [] []
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or D D EI .
nighttime views in the area?

1. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts
to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer
to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation
and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by
the California Dept. of Conservation as an
optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. In determining
whether impacts to forest resources, including
timberland, are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to information
compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the
state’s inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the
Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest
carbon measurement methodology provided in
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Would the project:
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impaet  Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, D I:l D

or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural D
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

]
O]
=]

¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?

[]
L
O
(-]

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion D
of forest land to non-forest use?

[
]
(=]

e) Involve other changes in the existing [:l
environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland,

to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest

land to non-forest use?

I1I. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the
significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to
make the following determinations. Would the
project:

[
L]
(X1

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

[
]
=]

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
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)?
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial |:| I:] I:]

pollutant concentrations?

¢) Create objectionable odors affecting a D D |:’

substantial number of people?

IV, BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:
Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either D D D

directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any |:| [:] D E‘

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

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally

protected wetlands as deflined by Section 404 of l:] D D E’
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited

lo, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through

direet removal, filling, hydrological

interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of |:| D l:’

any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

¢) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances D D [:’
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted D [:’ D
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local,

regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

V. CULTURAL RESQURCES. Would the
project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined
in § 15064.57

=]

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to § 15064.57

[x]

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

LI O L

O 0O 0O 0O

0O O B
=]

d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

VI. GEOLOGY AND 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 known earthquake 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
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

[
=]

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

FlE

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss
of topsoil?

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 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, liquefaction or collapse?

O OO 4o
O Oo0d og
=]

0 Od oo
ElE

262



Association of Environmental Professionals 2012 CEOA Guidelines Appendices

Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in I:l |:, I:I

Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately [] [] []

supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are
not available for the disposal of waste water?

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.
Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either |:| |:|
directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or X
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing D I:I D
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS. Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or D D |:|
the environment through the routine transport,

use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably foreseeable I:I L—"l . D

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

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle D D |:|

hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a I:l D I:I

list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

e) For a project located within an airport land |:| D I:'

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 in
the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private D D D

airstrip, would the project result in a safety

hazard for people residing or working in the

project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically D D [:]

interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant D D D
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland

fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to

urbanized areas or where residences are

intermixed with wildlands?

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.
Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste D D D

discharge requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater suppliesor ]
interfere substantially with groundwater

recharge such that there would be a net deficit

in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local

groundwater table level (e.g., the production

rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to

a level which would not support existing land

uses or planned uses for which permits have

been granted)?

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage |:] [] []

pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

L
L]
=]
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage D |:| I:I

pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site?

e) Create or contribute runoff water which I:I |:| I:I

would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

L]
L]
L]
(]

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 |:| D [:I
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?

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? I:l D |:|

X, LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the
project:

[
[
[
(=]

a) Physically divide an established community?

N
N
i
ElE

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, 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?
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat I:' I:] D

conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the
project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known [:l D D
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

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 plan?

XII. NOISE -- Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to 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 groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

=]
[

c¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above 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?

O O o O
0O O 0O O
LI
]

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

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private I:I D |:I

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

L]
[x]
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XI1I1. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would
the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an [] [] []

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

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing D [] []
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, D D |:|
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

X1V. PUBLIC SERVICES.

a) Would the project result in substantial [] [] []

adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction 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:

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

FIEFEEE

Other public facilities?
XV.RECREATION.

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

O Odddgd
O oo
O oo

(=]
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact

b) Does the project include recreational [] [] ]

facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

XV TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would
the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or D D |:|

policy establishing measures of effectiveness
for the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account all modes of transportation
including mass transit and non-motorized travel
and relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion |:| |:| I:I

management program, including, but not limited
to level of service standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, D |:| |:|

including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design D I:’
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous

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

equipment)?

L]
=]

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

i
10
N
(<] =]

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact

XVIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.
Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of |:| |:| D
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new D I:I D
water or wastewater treatment facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the construction

of which could cause significant environmental

effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of new |:| I:I [j

storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to D |:| D

serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater [:] |:, D

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?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient ] ] (]

permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes ] [] []
and regulations related to solid waste?

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE.

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade I:l [:] [:I

the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the number o
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact

b) Does the project have impacts that are |:| |:| |:|

individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of a project
are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

¢) Does the project have environmental effects D I:l L__]

which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section
65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 21083, 21083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094,
21095, and 21151, Public Resources Code; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino,(1988) 202 Cal. App.3d
296; Leonoffv. Monterey Boaid of Supervisors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Euwreka Citizens for Responsible
Got. v. City of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal. App.4th 357; Protect the Historic Amador Waterways v, Amador Water
Agency (2004) 116 Cal. App.4that 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown Plan v. City and County of
San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal. App.4th 656.

Revised 2009
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Attachment 1:

Discussion of Environmental Checklist Issues

I.  AESTHETICS

a.)

b.)

c.)

d.)

e.)

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

There are no scenic vistas within the project vicinity.
None.

The project is not located along a state scenic highway.
None.

The project will not substantially degrade the existing visual quality
of the project site or its surroundings.
None.

The project does not include the installation of any new light source,
nor will it create a new source of glare.
None.

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

a.)

b.)

c.)

d.)

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:
Mitigation:

The project will not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-agricultural use. The
project will be located in public street right-of-way in an urban area.
(see Exhibit 5).

None.

The project will not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use
or Williamson Act contract. The surrounding properties within the
project limits are not zoned for agricultural land use and are not a
part of a Williamson Act contract.

None.

There is no forest land or timberland located within the project
vicinity.
None.

There is no forest land within the project vicinity.
None.
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e)

Discussion:

Mitigation:

III. AIR QUALITY

The project will not involve any changes in the existing environment
which could result in the conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural
use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.

None.

The project is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB). The SIVAB is
a non-attainment area for ozone based on National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) and State Ambient Air Quality Standards (SAAQS). The SIVAB is a non-
attainment area for PM2.5 based on National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
and State Ambient Air Quality Standards (SAAQS). The SIVAB is an
unclassified/attainment area for Carbon Monoxide based on National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) and State Ambient Air Quality Standards (SAAQS). The
SIVAB is designated as non-attainment for PM10 based on SAAQS and attainment based

on NAAQS.

a.) Discussion:
Mitigation:

b.) Discussion:
Mitigation:

c.)

d.)

The project will not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan.
None.

The project will create fugitive dust during construction activities.
Fugitive dust is a contributor to PM10 levels, for which the SIVAB
is a non-attainment area. The project will conform to the
requirements of San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
(SJIVAPCD) Regulation VIII. Regulation VIII is a series of rules
designed to reduce fugitive dust from construction sites and other
areas. Conformance with Regulation VIII reduces the impact of
fugitive dust contributions to PM10 levels during construction to less
than significant.

None.

Discussion: The project will not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

of any criteria pollutant.
None.

During construction, the project will expose sensitive receptors to
fugitive dust and PM10. The sensitive receptors in the area are
primarily residences as well as Kerman Floyd Elementary School.
However, through conformance with SJVAPCD Regulation VIII,
the level of fugitive dust created by the project is considered to have
a less than significant impact on the sensitive receptors in the area.
None.
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e.)

Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project will not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people.
None.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a.)

b.)

d.)

e.)

f.)

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:
Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:
Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project is to be located within existing and proposed right of
way. The proposed right of way is to be obtained from a residential
property along the west side of Vineland Avenue. Neither the
existing or proposed right of way provides suitable habitat for any
native species due to existing street improvements and residential
development. Field review of the project limits did not reveal any
suitable habitat for native species

None

The project will not have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community. There is no riparian
habitat or sensitive natural community within the project limits.
None.

The project will not have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands. There are no wetlands within the project limits.
None.

The project will not interfere with the movement of any native
resident migratory fish or wildlife species. There are no water
courses within the project limits. There are no wildlife corridors or
nursery sites within the project limits.

None.

The project does not conflict with any policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources.
None.

There are no Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Community
Conservation Plans, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plans in place in the project vicinity.

None.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

The City requested a records search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory. The records search
failed to indicate the presence of Native American traditional cultural places in the APE. In
addition, the City sent letters to the tribal governments and Native American individuals who
may have knowledge of cultural resources or sacred sites within the APE. No cultural resources
or sacred sites were indicated as being present in the APE by the Native American contacts.
Correspondence with the NAHC and Native American contacts provided by the NAHC is
included in Appendix D.

The City also requested a cultural resources records search from the Southern San Joaquin
Valley Information Center. The search revealed no recorded cultural resources within the project
area and a low cultural sensitivity of the area. The results of the records search are provided in
Appendix E.

a.) Discussion: There are no known historical resources within the project limits.
Mitigation: None.

b.) Discussion: There are no known archaeological resources located within the
project limits. [f prehistoric or historic-era materials are encountered,
all work in the vicinity will halt until a qualified archaeologist can
evaluate the discovery and make recommendations.

Mitigation: None.

c.) Discussion: There are no known paleontological resources or unique geologic
features within the project limits.
Mitigation: None.

d.) Discussion: There are no known human remains within the project limits.
Mitigation: None.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

a.)
i) Discussion: There are no known earthquake faults within the project vicinity
based on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map.
Mitigation: None.

ii) Discussion: The project will not expose people or structures to substantial

adverse effects from strong seismic ground shaking.
Mitigation: None.
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iii) Discussion:

Mitigation.
iv) Discussion:
Mitigation.

b.) Discussion:

Mitigation:
c.) Discussion:
Mitigation:

d.) Discussion:
Mitigation:

e.) Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project will not expose people or structures to substantial
adverse effects from seismic-related ground failure. The soils within
the project vicinity are not conducive to liquefaction.

None.

The topography of the project area is relatively flat, with no
potential for landslides.
None.

The project area is relatively flat and thus not prone to erosion. Soil
erosion during construction will be minimized through the use of
appropriate construction techniques and best management practices.
None.

The project will not be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable.
None.

The project will not be located on an expansive soil.
None.

The project does not include, nor will it require, the construction of
septic tanks or alternative waste disposal systems.
None.

VIiI. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

a.) Discussion:

Mitigation:

b.) Discussion:

Mitigation:

During construction greenhouse gas emissions will be generated
from the use of vehicles to transport workers and materials to and
from the site and from the use of construction equipment on site.
The greenhouse gas emissions generated by the construction process
are considered less than significant.

None.

The project will not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases.

None.

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a.) Discussion:

During construction, there will be routine use of diesel fuel, gasoline,
oil, and lubricants for construction equipment. The City will require
that all construction machinery is in good working condition and
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b.)

)

d.)

f)

g)

h.)

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation.

free of fluid leaks. Due to the relatively small amounts of these
materials to be used and safeguards in place on construction
equipment to prevent release of these materials, the hazard to the
public and the environment is considered to be less than significant.
None.

See Part a.) above.
None.

The project will be constructed within one-quarter mile of an
existing or proposed school. There will be emissions released from
construction equipment, but the impact is considered less than
significant as the construction equipment will be required to comply
with all requirements regarding emissions controls set forth by
regulating agencies. The impact of the handling of hazardous
materials is considered to be less than significant, see Part a.)

None.

The project is not located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5.

None.

The project is not located within an airport land use plan or within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport.
None.

The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
None.

The project will not impair the implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan. The project will not interfere with any
transportation facilities.

None.

There are no wildlands in the project vicinity.
None.

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a.)

Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project will not violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements.
None.
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b.)

d.)

f)

g)

h.)

J)

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:
Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:
Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project will not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. Dust control
operations will require water during construction, but the amount of
water used will not substantially deplete groundwater supplies.
Therefore, the project is considered to be of no impact.

None.

The project will not alter the existing drainage pattern of the area in a
manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site. There are no streams or rivers within the project vicinity.

None.

The project will not alter the existing drainage pattern of the area.
There are no streams or rivers within the project vicinity. There will
be a net increase in the amount of surface runoff due to the
construction of impervious concrete sidewalks and new asphalt
concrete pavement. However, this increase in runoff is expected
when improvements are constructed within public street right of way
and is accounted for by City drainage facilities. Therefore, the
additional surface runoff will be handled by City drainage facilities
and no flooding on- or off-site will result from the project.

None.

The additional runoff created by the project will not exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems.
None.

The project will not substantially degrade water quality.
None.

There is no housing included as part of the project. The project is not
in a 100-year flood hazard area, see Exhibit 6.
None.

The project is not in a 100-year flood hazard area, see Exhibit 6.
None,

The project will not expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury, or death involving flooding. There are no levees or
dams in the project vicinity.

None.

There is no potential for inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow
within the project vicinity,
None.
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a.) Discussion:
Mitigation:

b.) Discussion:

Mitigation:
¢.) Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project will not physically divide an established community.
None.

The project will not conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect.

None.

There are no applicable habitat conservation plans or natural
community conservation plans within the project vicinity.
None.

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES

a.) Discussion:
Mitigation:

b.) Discussion:

Mitigation:

XII. NOISE

a.) Discussion:

Mitigation:
b.) Discussion:
Mitigation:

c.) Discussion:

Mitigation:

There are no known mineral resources within the project limits.
None.

The project will not result in the loss of availability of a locally
imported mineral resource recovery site. There are no delineated
mineral resource recovery sites within the project vicinity.

None.

During construction, there will be an increase in noise levels
generated by construction equipment and operations. However,
construction operations will be restricted to daytime hours, per City
policy. Therefore, the impact of the elevated noise levels during
construction is considered less than significant.

None.

The project will not expose people to or generate excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels.
None.

The project will not create a permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project.

None.
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d.) Discussion:

Mitigation:
e.) Discussion.:
Mitigation:
f.) Discussion.
Mitigation:

There will be a temporary increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity during construction. However, construction
operations will be restricted to daytime hours, per City policy.
Therefore, the impact of the elevated noise levels during
construction is considered less than significant.

None.

The project is not located within an airport land use plan or within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport.
None

The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
None,

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING

a.) Discussion:
Mitigation:

b.) Discussion:
Mitigation:
c.) Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project will not induce substantial population growth.
None.

The project will not displace substantial numbers of existing
housing. No residences are required to be removed or relocated.
None.

The project will not displace substantial numbers of people. No
people will be displaced as a result of this project.
None.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES

a.) Discussion;

Mitigation:

XV. RECREATION

a.) Discussion:

Mitigation:
b.) Discussion:

Mitigation:

No additional public service facilities will be required as a result of
this project.
None.

The project will not increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated.

None.

The project does not include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities.
None.
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

a.)

b.)

d.)

£)

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project will not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of
the circulation system. There may be a minor increase in traffic
during construction due to the arrival and departure of construction
workers and the operation of construction equipment.

None.

The project will not conflict with an applicable congestion
management program.
None.

The project will not result in a change in air traffic patterns.
None.

The project will not substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature or incompatible uses. The concrete sidewalk to be
constructed as part of this project will be separated from the
roadway.

None.

Adequate emergency access will be maintained during construction
operations. The completed project will not affect emergency access.
None.

The project will not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative transportation.
None.

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

a.)

b.)

Discussion:

Mitigation:
Discussion:

Mitigation:

The project will not contribute any wastewater and thus will not
exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board.

None.

The project will not require or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities.
None.
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d.)

f)

g.)

Discussion;

Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:

Mitigation:

Discussion:
Mitigation:

The project will require construction of new stormwater drainage
facilities. However, the increase in runoff is expected when
improvements are constructed within public street right of way and
is accounted for by City drainage facilities. Therefore, the additional
surface runoff will be handled by City drainage facilities and will not
cause any significant environmental effects.

None.

The City has sufficient water supplies to serve the project’s water
demands during construction. The completed project will not
require any water.

None.

The project will not require wastewater treatment service.
None.

Construction debris and waste will be required to be disposed of at a
suitable and legal disposal site with sufficient capacity. The
completed project will not generate any solid waste.

None.

See Part f.) above.
None.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a.)

b.)

Discussion:

Mitigation:
Discussion:
Mitigation:

Discussion:

The project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory.

None.

The project does not have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable.
None.

The project will not cause environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly.

Mitigation: None.
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APPENDIX D — Native American Heritage Correspondence
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Ay 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101
I

Fresno, CA 93727

iy (559) 244-3123

Yamabe & Horm (559) 244-3120 fax

Engineering, Inc. www.yandhenar.com
March 25, 2014

Native American Heritage Commission
1560 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95691

RE: Sacred Lands File Search and Native American Contacts List for the
“Vineland Avenue Widening Project,” located in the City of Kerman;
Fresno County, California

Dear Mr. Singleton,

The City of Kerman is requesting a record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands file and a
Native American Contacts list for the subject project, The City is developing plans for the
widening of Vineland Avenue from Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney
Boulevard. In addition to the widening of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will
include the construction of concrete curb and gutter, sidewalk, and other concrete
improvements,

If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

b=
Jerry Jone

Project Engineer

FA2013\13-235\Environmenta\CEQA\13-235_Native American Heritage Commission.doc
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STATE OF CALIFQRNIA
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

1550 Harbor Boulavard, Suite 100
Wast Sacramento, CA 95691

(916) 373-3715

Fax (016) 373-5471

Web Site www.nahe.ca.gov ;

Da_nahe@pachall.net
April 1, 2014 RECEIVED

Mr. Jerry Jones, Project Engineer

Yamabe & Horn Engineering, Inc. APR 01 2014
2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101

Fresno, CA 93727 WAMABE & HORN
Sent by FAX to: | 550-244-3120

No. of Pages: 4

RE: Sacred Lands File Search and Native American Contacts list for the “Vineland
Avenue Widening Project;” located in the City of Kerman; Fresno County,
California

Dear Mr. Jones:

A record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory failed to indicate the
presence of Native American traditional cultural places in the Project site(s) or ‘areas of
Potential effect’ (APE), submitted to this office.. Note also that the absence of
archaeological resources does not preclude their existence at the subsurface level.

In the 1985 Appellate Court decision (170 Cal App 3" 604), the Court held that
the NAHC has jurisdiction and special expertise, as a state agency, over affected Native
American resources impacted by proposed projects, including archaeological places of
religious significance to Native Americans, and to Native American burial sites.

When the project becomes public, please inform the Native American contacts as
to the nature of the project (e.g. residential, renewable energy, infrastructure or other
appropriate type). Attached is a list of Native American tribes, Native American
individuals or organizations that may have knowledge of cultural resources in or near the
proposed project area (APE). As part of the consultation process, the NAHC
recommends that local government and project developers contact the tribal
governments and Native American individuals on the list in order to determine if the
proposed action might impact any cultural places or sacred sites. If a response from
those listed on the attachment is not received in two weeks of notification, the NAHC
recommends that a follow-up telephone call be made to ensure the project information
has been received.

Califarnia Government Cade Sections 65040.12(e) defines 'environmental
justice’ to provide "fair treatment of people...with respect to the development, adoption,
implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations and policies.” Also,
Executive Order B-10-11 requires that state agencies “consult with Native American
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tribes, their elected officials and other representatives of tribal governments in order to

provide meaningful input into...the development of legislation, regulations, rules and
policies on matter that may affect tribal communities.”

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at
(916) 373-3715.

Program Analys

Attachments
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Native American Contacts
Fresno County Callfornia

Big Sandy Rancheria of Mono Indians
Elizabeth Hutchins Kipp, Chairperson

P.O. Box 337 /37302 Western Mono
Auberry » CA 93602
ck @bigsandyrancheria.com

(559) 855-4003
(559) 855-4129 Fax

Cold Springs Rancheria of Mono Indians
Robert Marquez, Chairperson

P.O. Box 209 Mono
Tollhouse CA 93667

(559) 855-5043

559-855-4445 - FAX

North Fork Mono Tribe
Ron Goode, Chairperson

13396 Tollhouse Road Mono
Clovis » CA 093619

rwgoode911@hotmail.com

(559) 299-3729 Home
(559) 355-1774 - cell

Dumna Wo-Wah Tribal Goverment
Robert Ledger SR., Tribal Chairperson

2216 East Hammond Street Dumna/Foothill
Fresno » CA 93702 Mono
ledgerrobert@ymail.com

559-519-1742 - office

This list Is current only a3 of the date of this dogumaent.

April 1, 2014

Table Mountain Rancheria .
Bob Pennell, Cultural Resources Director

P.O. Box 410 Yokuts
Friant . CA 93826-0177

(559) 325-0351

(559) 217-9718 - cell

(559) 325-0394 FAX

Dunlap Band of Mono Historical Preservation Soc
Mandy Marine, Board Chairperson

P.O Box 18 Mono
Dunlap » CA 93621
mandy_marine @hotmail.

com

559-274-1705

Chowechilla Tribe of Yokuts

Jerry Brown ;
10553 N. Rice Road North Valley Yokuts
Fresno » CA 83720

559-434-3160

Santa Rosa Tachi Rancheria
Lalo Franco, Cultural Coordinator

P.O. Box 8 Tachi
Lemoote » CA93245 Tache
(559) 924-1278 - Ext. 5 Yokut

(559) 924-3583 - FAX

Distribution of this liat does not raliove any person of the statutory responsibility as dofined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safoty Code,
Sectlon 6097.94 of the Publlc Resources Code and Sectlon 6097.98 of the Publle Resourcss Cede,

This list s only applicable for contacling locatlve Amerlcans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
Vineland Avenue Widening Project; located In the Clty of Kerman; Frasno County, California for which a Sacred Lands file search and

Natlve Amerlean Contacts Ist ware requestsad,
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Native American Contacis
Fresno County California
April 1, 2014

Dumna Wo-Wah Tribal Goverment
Eric Smith, Cultural Resource Manager

2216 East Hammond Street Dumna/Foothill
Fresno » CA 93602 Mono
nuem2007 @yahoo.com

559-519-1742 - office

Thiz llat Is currant enly aa of the date of thls document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safoty Code,
Sectlon 5097.94 of the Publle Resourcas Code and Sectlon §097.98 of the Publlc Reaources Code.

This list s only applieable for contacting locative Amerlcans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
Vineland Avenue Widening Project; located In the City of Kerman; Fresno County, Callfornla for which a Sacred Lands ille search and
Natlve Amerlcan Contacts list wera requestsed,
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Fresno, CA 93727
(559) 244-3123

Yamabe & Horm (559) 244-3120 fax
Englneering Inc www.yandhenar.com
L L

[ et
Z@] 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101
K

March 25, 2014

Ron Goode, Chairperson
North Fork Mono Tribe
13396 Tollhouse Road
Clovis, CA 93619

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, CA

Dear Mr. Goode,

The City of Kerman is developing plans for the widening of Vineland Avenue from
Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard. In addition to the widening
of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will include the construction of concrete curb
and gutter, sidewalk, other concrete improvements, and storm drain facilities will be
installed to serve the roadway. The project limits are depicted on the attached Kerman
7.5” USGS topographic quadrangle map, Township 14 South, Range 18 East, Section 7,
Mount Diablo Meridian.

The project will require ground disturbance. Street widening will require earthwork to a
depth of approximately 2 feet and installation of storm drain facilities will require
trenching to a depth of 10 feet.

The Native American Heritage Commission has identified you as an individual who
might have concerns about, or additional knowledge of, ancestral cultural resources in the
project area. Please notify me if you are aware of any areas of concern within or in close
proximity to the project area. Early identification of Native American cultural resources
will ensure their consideration during the Project planning phase.

If you have any comments or concerns, please respond within 45 days of receipt of this
letter. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

vy ez —
J ;Jan

Project Engineer

F:\2013\13-235\EnvironmentaNCEQA\13-235_Tribe Letter_Goode.doc
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rg';\] 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101

ZL Fresno, CA 93727

_— (559) 244-3123

Yamabe & Horn (559) 244-3120 fax

Englneerlng, Inc. www.yandhenar.com
March 25, 2014

Mandy Marine, Board Chairperson

Dunlap Band of Mono Historical Preservation Society
P.O. Box 18

Dunlap, CA 93621

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, CA

Dear Ms. Marine,

The City of Kerman is developing plans for the widening of Vineland Avenue from
Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard, In addition to the widening
of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will include the construction of conerete curb
and gutter, sidewalk, other concrete improvements, and storm drain facilities will be
installed to serve the roadway. The project limits are depicted on the attached Kerman
7.5” USGS topographic quadrangle map, Township 14 South, Range 18 East, Section 7,
Mount Diablo Meridian.

The project will require ground disturbance. Street widening will require earthwork to a
depth of approximately 2 feet and installation of storm drain facilities will require
trenching to a depth of 10 feet.

The Native American Heritage Commission has identified you as an individual who
might have concerns about, or additional knowledge of, ancestral cultural resources in the
project area. Please notify me if you are aware of any areas of concern within or in close
proximity to the project area. Early identification of Native American cultural resources
will ensure their consideration during the Project planning phase.

If you have any comments or concerns, please respond within 45 days of receipt of this
letter. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

W=
JerryJones
roject Engineer

F:\2013113-235\Environmenta\CEQA\13-235_Tribe Letter_Marine.doc
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'éﬂ ] 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101
ZL Fresno, CA 93727
e (559) 244-3123
Yamabe & Horn (559) 244-3120 fax
Engineering, Inc. www.yandhenar.com

March 25, 2014

Jerry Brown

Chowchilla Tribe of Yokuts
10553 N. Rice Road
Fresno, CA 93720

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, CA

Dear Mr. Brown,

The City of Kerman is developing plans for the widening of Vineland Avenue from
Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard. In addition to the widening
of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will include the construction of concrete curb
and gutter, sidewalk, other concrete improvements, and storm drain facilities will be
installed to serve the roadway. The project limits are depicted on the attached Kerman
7.5" USGS topographic quadrangle map, Township 14 South, Range 18 East, Section 7
Mount Diablo Meridian.

The project will require ground disturbance. Street widening will require earthwork to a
depth of approximately 2 feet and installation of storm drain facilities will require
trenching to a depth of 10 feet.

The Native American Heritage Commission has identified you as an individual who
might have concerns about, or additional knowledge of, ancestral cultural resources in the
project area. Please notify me if you are aware of any areas of concern within or in close
proximity to the project area. Early identification of Native American cultural resources
will ensure their consideration during the Project planning phase.

If you have any comments or concerns, please respond within 45 days of receipt of this
letter. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

L=

Project Engineer

F2013\13-235\Environmental\CEQA\13-235_Tribe Letter_Brown.doc



Fresno, CA 93727
(559) 244-3123

=~
Z@/ 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101
&

Yamabe & Horn (559) 244-3120 fax
Engineering’ . www.yandhengr.com
March 25, 2014

Lalo Franco, Cultural Coordinator
Santa Rosa Tachi Rancheria

P.O. Box 8

Lemoore, CA 93245

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, CA

Dear Mr, Franco,

The City of Kerman is developing plans for the widening of Vineland Avenue from
Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard. In addition to the widening
of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will include the construction of concrete curb
and gutter, sidewalk, other concrete improvements, and storm drain facilities will be
installed to serve the roadway. The project limits are depicted on the attached Kerman
7.5” USGS topographic quadrangle map, Township 14 South, Range 18 East, Section T
Mount Diablo Meridian,

The project will require ground disturbance. Street widening will require earthwork to a
depth of approximately 2 feet and installation of storm drain facilities will require
trenching to a depth of 10 feet.

The Native American Heritage Commission has identified you as an individual who
might have concerns about, or additional knowledge of, ancestral cultural resources in the
project area. Please notify me if you are aware of any areas of concern within or in close
proximity to the project area. Early identification of Native American cultural resources
will ensure their consideration during the Project planning phase.

If you have any comments or concerns, please respond within 45 days of receipt of this
letter. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

ﬁa ﬁz-?_'_ﬂ__ —
J n

Project Engineer
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/@] 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101
(S

Fresno, CA 93727

s (559) 244-3123
Yamabe & Horn (559) 244-3120 fax
Engineering, Inc. www vandhenar.com

March 25, 2014

Liz Hutchins Kipp, Chairperson

Big Sandy Rancheria of Mono Indians
P.O. Box 337/37302

Auberry, CA 93602

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, CA

Dear Ms. Hutchins Kipp,

The City of Kerman is developing plans for the widening of Vineland Avenue from
Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard. In addition to the widening
of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will include the construction of concrete curb
and gutter, sidewalk, other concrete improvements, and storm drain facilities will be
installed to serve the roadway. The project limits are depicted on the attached Kerman
7.5" USGS topographic quadrangle map, Township 14 South, Range 18 East, Section T
Mount Diablo Meridian.

The project will require ground disturbance. Street widening will require earthwork to a
depth of approximately 2 feet and installation of storm drain facilities will require
trenching to a depth of 10 feet.

The Native American Heritage Commission has identified you as an individual who
might have concerns about, or additional knowledge of, ancestral cultural resources in the
project area. Please notify me if you are aware of any areas of concern within or in close
proximity to the project area. Early identification of Native American cultural resources
will ensure their consideration during the Project planning phase.

If you have any comments or concerns, please respond within 45 days of receipt of this
letter. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

lea—

Je n
Project Engineer

F:A2013\13-235\Environmentah\CEQA\1 3-235_Tribe Letter_Kipp.doc



Fresno, CA 93727
(559) 244-3123

P
Z@] 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101
Y

Yamabe & Horn (559) 244-3120 fax
Engineering, Inc. www,yandhengr.com
March 25, 2014

Robert Ledger Sr., Chairperson
Dumna Wo-Wah Tribal Government
2216 East Hammond Street

Fresno, CA 93702

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, CA

Dear Mr. Ledger,

The City of Kerman is developing plans for the widening of Vineland Avenue from
Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard. In addition to the widening
of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will include the construction of concrete curb
and gutter, sidewalk, other concrete improvements, and storm drain facilities will be
installed to serve the roadway. The project limits are depicted on the attached Kerman
7.5” USGS topographic quadrangle map, Township 14 South, Range 18 East, Section 7,
Mount Diablo Meridian.

The project will require ground disturbance. Street widening will require earthwork to a
depth of approximately 2 feet and installation of storm drain facilities will require
trenching to a depth of 10 feet.

The Native American Heritage Commission has identified you as an individual who
might have concerns about, or additional knowledge of, ancestral cultural resources in the
project area. Please notify me if you are aware of any areas of concern within or in close
proximity to the project area. Early identification of Native American cultural resources
will ensure their consideration during the Project planning phase.

If you have any comments or concerns, please respond within 45 days of receipt of this

letter. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

J on
Project Engineer

F:\2013\13-235\Environmental\CEQA\13-235_Tribe Letter_Ledger.doc



Fresno, CA 93727
(559) 244-3123

|
r‘ 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101
&

Yamabe & Hormn (559) 244-3120 fax
Engineering, Inc. www.yandhenar.com
March 25, 2014

Bob Pennell, Cultural Resource Director
Table Mountain Rancheria

P.O. Box 410

Friant, CA 93626

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, CA

Dear Mr. Pennell,

The City of Kerman is developing plans for the widening of Vineland Avenue from
Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard. In addition to the widening
of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will include the construction of concrete curb
and gutter, sidewalk, other concrete improvements, and storm drain facilities will be
installed to serve the roadway. The project limits are depicted on the attached Kerman
7.5” USGS topographic quadrangle map, Township 14 South, Range 18 East, Section 7,
Mount Diablo Meridian.

The project will require ground disturbance. Street widening will require earthwork to a
depth of approximately 2 feet and installation of storm drain facilities will require
trenching to a depth of 10 feet.

The Native American Heritage Commission has identified you as an individual who
might have concerns about, or additional knowledge of, ancestral cultural resources in the
project area. Please notify me if you are aware of any areas of concern within or in close
proximity to the project area. Early identification of Native American cultural resources
will ensure their consideration during the Project planning phase.

If you have any comments or concerns, please respond within 45 days of receipt of this
letter. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

)
Jery Jone
Project Engineer

F:\2013\13-235\Environmental\CEQA\ | 3-235_Tribe Letter_Pennell.doc



Fresno, CA 93727
(559) 244-3123

e
Z@] 2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 101
&

Yamabe & Horm (559) 244-3120 fax
Engineering, Inc. www.yandhenar.com
March 25, 2014

Robert Marquez, Chairperson

Cold Springs Rancheria of Mono Indians
P.O. Box 209

Tollhouse, CA 93667

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, CA

Dear Mr. Marquez,

The City of Kerman is developing plans for the widening of Vineland Avenue from
Kearney Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard. In addition to the widening
of Vineland Avenue, the proposed project will include the construction of concrete curb
and gutter, sidewalk, other concrete improvements, and storm drain facilities will be
installed to serve the roadway. The project limits are depicted on the attached Kerman
7.57 USGS topographic quadrangle map, Township 14 South, Range 18 East, Section 7.
Mount Diablo Meridian.

The project will require ground disturbance. Street widening will require earthwork to a
depth of approximately 2 feet and installation of storm drain facilities will require
trenching to a depth of 10 feet.

The Native American Heritage Commission has identified you as an individual who
might have concerns about, or additional knowledge of, ancestral cultural resources in the
project area. Please notify me if you are aware of any areas of concern within or in close
proximity to the project area. Early identification of Native American cultural resources
will ensure their consideration during the Project planning phase.

If you have any comments or concerns, please respond within 45 days of receipt of this

letter. If you have any questions, please call me at (559) 244-3123. Your cooperation is
appreciated,

Sincerely,

-
Je J(dne

Project Engineer

F:\2013\13-235\EnvironmentaNCEQA\1 3-23 5_Tribe Letter_Marquez.doc



Leanne Walker-Grant

Tribal Chairperson

Beverly J. Hunter

Tribal Vice-Chairperson

Craig Martinez
Tribal Secretary/Treasurer

Ray Barnes

Tribal Council Member

Matthew W, Jones

Tribal Council Member

23736

Sky Harbour Road
Post Office

Box 410

Friant

California

93626

(559) 822-2587
Fax

(559) 822-2693

L4

TABLE MOUNTAIN RANCHERIA
TRIBAL GOVERNMENT OFFICE

March 27, 2014

Terry Jones, Project Engineer
Yamabe & Horn Engineering, Inc.
2985 North Burl Avenue, Suite 104
Fresno, CA 93727

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project, City of Kerman.
Dear Jerry Jones:

This is in response to your letter dated March 25, 2014, regarding Vineland
Avenue Widening Project, City of Kerman.

We appreciate receiving notice; however, this project site is beyond our area of
interest.

Sincerely,

_— M

Hob Pennell
Cultural Resources Director

~

RECEIVED

MAR 3 1 2014
YAMABE & HORN



APPENDIX E - Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center Record
Search Results




Southern San Joaquin Valley

CALIFORNIA FRESNO  1nformation Center
California State Uni ity, Bakersfield
HISTORICAL KERN & St':;;: 46GA:ECH versity re
RESOURCES IKINGS 9001 Stockdale Highway
Bakersfield, California 93311-1022
ANFORMATION MADERA (é]&f)PZSi-E'Z;Ql FOA';I(IG(%I) 654-2415
SYSTEM TULARE  E-mail: ssjvic@csub.edu
To: Jerry Jones, Project Engineer Record Search 14-117
Yamabe & Horn Engineering, Inc.
2985 N, Burl Avenue, Suite 101 . WW
Fresno, CA 93727 H%:_,ﬁ ,E b Bt
1 190
Date:  April 10, 2014 APR 11 i
Re: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
County: Fresno

Map(s): Kerman 7.5'

CULTURAL RESOURCES RECORDS SEARCH

The following are the results of a search of the cultural resources files at the Southern
San Joaquin Valley Information Center. These files include known and recorded cultural
resources sites, inventory and excavation reports filed with this office, and resources listed on
the National Register of Historic Places, Historic Property Data File (3/18/13), California State
Historical Landmarks, California Register, California Inventory of Historic Resources, and
California Points of Historical Interest,

PRIOR CULTURAL RESOURCE STUDIES CONDUCTED WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA AND
THE ONE-HALF MILE RADIUS

According to the information in our files, there have been no previous cultural resource
studies conducted within the project area. There have been four studies conducted within the
one-half mile radius, FR-01799, 02501, 02505, and 02506.

KNOWN/RECORDED CULTURAL RESOURCES WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA AND THE
ONE-HALF MILE RADIUS

There are no recorded cultural resources within project area or within the one-half mile
radius and it is not known if any exist there. Please note that no data does not mean negative
data.



Record Search 14-117

There are no other recorded cultural resources within the project area or radius that are
listed in the National Register of Historic Places, the California Register, the California Points of
Historical Interest, California Inventory of Historic Resources, or the California State Historic
Landmarks.

COMMENTS

We understand this project consists of the widening of Vineland Avenue from Kearney
Boulevard to 700 feet north of Kearney Boulevard. Further, we understand this project will take
place in the existing right-of-way. As such, no further cultural resource investigation is
recommended at this time. The cultural resource sensitivity of this area and the probability of
encountering cultural resources during this project are both considered low. However, if cultural
resources are uhearthed during ground disturbance activities, all work must halt in the area of
the find and a qualified professional archaeologist should be called out to assess the findings and
make the appropriate mitigation recommendations. A referral list of professionals can be found
at www.chrisinfo.org. Please consult with the lead agency on this project to determine if
additional cultural resource investigation is required. If you need any additional information,
please don't hesitate to contact our office at (661) 654-2289,

By:
/(f\za‘-\d () - (j'f/ A\L[/
Celeste M. Thomson, Coordinator Date: April 10, 2014

Please note that invoices for Information Center services will be sent under separate cover from
the California State University, Bakersfield Accounting Office.



APPENDIX F — Comments and Responses to Comments




Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe
Cultural and Historic Preservation Department

RECEIVED

Mr. Jerry Jones APR 7 3 201k |

Yamabe & Horn YAMABE & HORN
Engineering, Inc.

2985 North Burl Ave Ste. 101

Fresno, CA 93727

April 22, 2014

RE: Vineland Avenue Widening Project
City of Kerman, Fresno County, CA

The Santa Rose Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe appreciates the opportunity to respond to the
proposed widening of Vineland Ave from Kearny Blvd to 700 ft north of Kearney Blvd.

The Tachi Yokut Tribe, along with other Yokut communities, comprised one of the largest tribal
nations in California and historically occupied twelve counties within the greater San Joaquin
Valley. Based on the information we have received, we are assigning a high level of risk
potential for historical and cultural impact due to proximity known cultural resources and
sustained habitation of this area. This high risk potential makes the possibility of encountering
cultural resources, including human remains and other culturally significant items, in the
proposed ground disturbing activities area very likely.

Therefore, after careful consideration and discussion with Tribal Elders and Historians, we are
recommending Cultural Monitoring throughout the project. Our minimum requirement would be
that a Cultural Presentation be conducted with construction crews prior to any construction, on-
site, so that construction crews are adequately prepared in the case of the discovery of human
remains. Please feel free to contact me at 559-924-1278 ext 4012, or via email, to set a time for
further consultation and to make arrangements for the on-site Cultural Presentation with your
on-site crews.

a Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe |
ltaral and Historic Preservation Department :
Cultural Specialist I

Office:  (559) 924-1278 Ext 4012

Wk. Cell: (559) 998-9263
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