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Gary Yep - Mayor
Doug Wilcox – Mayor Pro-Tem
Raj Dhaliwal – Council Member
Charlie Jones – Council Member
Nathan Fox – Council Member

AGENDA
KERMAN CITY COUNCIL

REGULAR MEETING
Kerman City Hall

850 S. Madera Avenue
Wednesday, January 15, 2014

6:30 PM

AGENDA PACKET AVAILABLE FOR
REVIEW 72 HOURS PRIOR TO

THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AT
THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE AND

ON THE CITY WEBSITE
ITEMS RECEIVED AT THE

MEETING WILL BE AVAILABLE
FOR REVIEW AT THE CITY

CLERK’S OFFICE

ALL MEETING ATTENDEES ARE ADVISED THAT ALL PAGERS, CELLULAR TELEPHONES AND ANY OTHER
COMMUNICATION DEVICES SHOULD BE POWERED OFF UPON ENTERING THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 

AS THESE DEVICES INTERFERE WITH OUR AUDIO EQUIPMENT. 

OPENING CEREMONIES

Welcome – Mayor Gary Yep
Call to Order
Roll Call
Invocation

At this time the Council wishes to provide anyone an opportunity to give a brief invocation or
inspirational thought. In accordance with law, we would request this opportunity not be used to
recruit converts, to advance anyone, or to disparage any other faith or belief. If no one steps
forward, we will observe a moment of silence so that we may all focus our thoughts on how best
to serve our community. 

Pledge of Allegiance – City Clerk

AGENDA APPROVAL/ ADDITIONS/ DELETIONS

To accommodate members of the public or convenience in the order of presentation, items on
the agenda may not be presented or acted upon in the order listed. 

1. CEREMONIAL MATTERS

A. Presentation of New Online Recreation Management Registration System (PG) 

ATTACHMENTS: Staff Report - Rec Management Registration System

REQUEST TO ADDRESS COUNCIL

This portion of the meeting is reserved for members of the public to address the Council on items
of interest that are not on the Agenda and are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the
Council. Speakers shall be limited to three minutes. It is requested that no comments be made
during this period on items on the Agenda. Members of the public wishing to address the Council
on items on the Agenda should notify the Mayor when that Agenda item is called, and the
Mayor will recognize your discussion at that time. It should be noted that the Council is
prohibited by law from taking any action on matters discussed that are not on the Agenda. 
Speakers are asked to please use the microphone, and provide their name and address. 
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2. CONSENT CALENDAR

Matters listed under the Consent Calendar are considered routine and will be enacted by one
motion and one vote. There will be no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired, 
a member of the audience or a Council Member may request an item be removed from the
Consent Calendar and it will be considered separately. 

A. SUBJECT: Minutes

RECOMMENDATION: Council approve minutes as presented. 

ATTACHMENTS: December 18, 2013

B. SUBJECT: Payroll

Payroll Report: December 08, 2013 - December 21, 2013: $ 121,910.54; Overtime: 
6,116.55; Standby & FTO: $887.10; Comp Time Earned: 26.5

RECOMMENDATION: Council approve payroll as presented. 

ATTACHMENTS: Payroll and Overtime ReportATTACHMENTS: Overtime

C. SUBJECT: Warrants/Electronic Bank Transfers

Nos. 38326-38446: $660,824.46; Electronic Bank Transfers: $136,800.85
Excepting:  Kerwest Newspapers: #38342 - $810.00

Valley Food Center: #38354 - $338.05

RECOMMENDATION: Council approve warrants and electronic bank transfers as
presented. (Pursuant to Government Code 37208) 

ATTACHMENTS: Accounts Payable
ConsentCalendar

D. SUBJECT: Resolution Accepting the 2013 Local Street Project (GH) 

RECOMMENDATION: Council adopt resolution accepting the 2013 Local Street Project
and authorizing the City Engineer to record the Notice of Acceptance. 

ATTACHMENTS: Staff Report- 2013 Local Street Project

E. SUBJECT: Resolutions Accepting the Police Department Building Roofing and HVAC
Projects (GH) 

RECOMMENDATION: Council adopt resolution accepting the work for the Police
Department Building Roofing and HVAC Projects and authorizing the City Engineer to
record the Notices of Acceptance for both projects. 

ATTACHMENTS: Staff Report - Final Accept - Police Department

3. PUBLIC HEARINGS

No Public Hearings Scheduled
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4. DEPARTMENT REPORTS

A. SUBJECT: Resolution Making Appointment to Vacant Seat on the Kerman Planning
Commission (MR) 

RECOMMENDATION: Council adopt resolution making an appointment to fill a vacant
seat on the Kerman Planning Commission. 

ATTACHMENTS: Staff Report - Planning Commission

B. SUBJECT: Resolution Approving the Final Negative Declaration ( SCH#2013121030) for
the Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service Project (GH) 

RECOMMENDATION: Council adopt resolution approving the Final Negative Declaration
SCH#2013121030) for the Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service Project and

authorizing staff to file the Notice of Determination. 

ATTACHMENTS: Staff Report - Double L/ Negative DeclarationATTACHMENTS: Negative
Declaration

C. SUBJECT: 2013 Crime Report (JKB) 

RECOMMENDATION: Informational only. 

5. CITY MANAGER/ STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

A. EDC Workshop - Creating Business Prosperity, Wednesday, January 29, 5:15-7:30 p.m., 
Kerman City Hall (LP) 

6. MAYOR/ COUNCIL REPORTS

A. Chamber of Commerce Appreciation Dinner - Tuesday, January 28, 6 p.m., Community
Teen Center

7. CLOSED SESSION

A. Government Code Section 45956.9(a) Conference with Legal Counsel - Pending
Litigation: Pacific Mountain Partners

B. Government Code Section 54956.8 Conference with Real Property Negotiators - 
Property: 14491 W. Whitesbridge Rd.; Agency negotiator: City Manager and Daryl Balch, 
Right of Way Agent; Negotiating parties: Jack Sidhu; Under negotiation: Price and terms

C. Government Code Section 54957 Public Employment - Title: Finance Director

COUNCIL RECONVENE FROM CLOSED SESSION & REPORT ANY ACTION TAKEN

8. ADJOURNMENT

In compliance with the American with Disabilities Act ( ADA), if you need special assistance to
participate at this meeting, please contact the City Clerk at (559) 846-9380. Notification of 48 hours
prior to the meeting will enable the City Clerk to make reasonable arrangement to ensure accessibility
to this meeting. Pursuant to the ADA, the meeting room is accessible to the physically handicapped. 
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City of Kerman
Community Comes First”   

MAYOR MAYOR PRO-TEM
Gary K. Yep Doug Wilcox

COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER
Raj Dhaliwal Nathan Fox Charlie Jones

DEPARTMENT:  PARKS & RECREATION
STAFF REPORT

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
COUNCIL MEETING DATE: JANUARY 15, 2014

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Philip Gallegos, Parks and Recreation Director
Subject: New Online Recreation Management Registration System

RECOMMENDATION

Council Informational, staff seeks Council input and comments. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In order to increase staff efficiency and to ease the customer registration process, staff is updating our current
registration system to a New Recreation Management Registration System providing on-line registration, athletic
team management, point of sale and future facility reservations. Rec1 was chosen as it has all of the features that the
Recreation Division needs. Rec1 demonstrated its ability to run statistical reports needed in the areas of accounting, 
marketing and recreation programming. The system will offer the customer the convenience of on-line registration
and therefore diminish on-site registrations. Rec1's primary pricing option is very simple and scalable. There are no
startup costs, no contract, no hardware to install, and no software to install. 

OUTSTANDING ISSUES

None

DISCUSSION

The Department of Parks, Recreation, and Community Services offers a wide variety of recreational and community
programs, parks, and facilities serving residents of the City of Kerman, as well as rural residents within the Kerman
Unified School District boundaries. Management and registration of such offerings are handled through a recreation
software management system. We currently use two systems, Event Pro Program ( in-house based) for banquet
facility reservations and SportSites (online) for recreation activity registrations The City’s current systems has been in
use for more than 12 years and over the years newer systems have been developed to better serve community
customers with greater efficiency and enhance external operations. Staff’s goal has been to find one cost effective
Recreation Management Registration System.  

Staff reviewed several online web based recreation management systems and Rec1 was chosen as it has all of the
features that the Recreation Division needs. Rec1 demonstrated its ability to run statistical reports needed in the
areas of accounting, marketing and recreation programming. The system will offer the customer the convenience of
on-line registration and therefore diminish on-site registrations. This system will also allow the customer the
opportunity to register earlier
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City Council Staff Report Page 2 of 2

Rec1 is designed to run and manage key recreation department operations. It was built to offer recreation
departments an affordable, no-hassle way to manage their operations. Rec1 will allow the City to register players
online or in-house and accept credit cards or other payments. This comprehensive system is easy to use and will
allow the City to customize the registration process with our own waivers, equipment, and other prompts. It would be
able to centralize important records and keep track of them from anywhere. The cutting-edge nature of Rec1's web-
based system provides maximum data portability and consistency. Staff would be able to create and manage
activities, facilities, and events with ease. Rec1's automated registration process will be easy for staff and
participants.  

Rec1's primary pricing option is very simple and scalable. There are no startup costs, no contract, no hardware to
install, and no software to install. They charge 1% per transaction. This small, scalable fee allows them to fairly price
Rec1 across different size customers. Rec1 charges a transaction fee of 4% for credit card usage, with all major
credit/debit cards accepted. Like our current system fees will be built into program fee. 

As a comparison, SportSites the program we are currently using charges a 5 % hosting fee per transaction and 3.5% 
Credit card processing fee. The online web-based SportSites was designed to be primarily used for youth and adult
sports activity registration and field reservations. Event Pro is a software based program we initially purchased and
now pay an annual $ 875 software update and maintenance fee. Event Pro Software is designed for facility
scheduling, function coordination and event management.  

Staff is planning on a February 3rd Rec1 program start up for recreation activity registration, events and flat fee park
rentals. The Rec1 Facility Reservation Module is fairly new and staff is proposing to start this program in 2015.   

FISCAL IMPACT

Rec1 does not require a startup or annual fee. The Rec1 transaction fee will continue to be incorporated into program
registration cost. Staff will purchase two (2) Card Swipe Terminals ($50.00 ea, 1 per user) and one (1) Receipt Printer
Approx. $ 150-200.00) for Community Center. These items will be charged to 2013-2014 department operational

budgets. In the future we are looking to purchase a couple of standard computer tablets for membership registration.  

PUBLIC HEARING

None

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION

Our current software is no longer state of the art, and the proposed new software will better serve community
customers with greater efficiency and enhance external operations, and will cost less. 
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Gary Yep - Mayor
Doug Wilcox – Mayor Pro-Tem
Raj Dhaliwal – Council Member
Charlie Jones – Council Member
Nathan Fox – Council Member

MINUTES
KERMAN CITY COUNCIL

REGULAR MEETING
Kerman City Hall

850 S. Madera Avenue
December 18, 2013

6:30 PM

Present: Mayor Yep (GY) Dhaliwal (RD), Fox (NF), Jones (CJ)  
Absent: Wilcox (DW)  
Also Present: City Manager/Planning & Development Director Patlan, City Attorney
Blum, Community Services Director, Chief of Police, Public Works Director

Voting: Yes, 
No, Absent
Abstain if

needed) 

OPENING CEREMONIES
Welcome – Mayor Gary Yep
Call to Order
Roll Call
Invocation
Pledge of Allegiance – City Clerk

All present
except
NF/ DW

AGENDA APPROVAL/ ADDITIONS/ DELETIONS

1. CEREMONIAL MATTERS (Item 4A moved to Ceremonial Matters) 

A. SUBJECT: Letter of Support for the Kerman Pop Warner Cheer Senior Team

RECOMMENDATION: Council consider a donation to the Kerman Pop Warner
Cheer Senior Team. 

Approved
RD/ CJ
moving 4A
to 1A (3-0-2) 
DW/NF
NF arrived
6:43 p.m. 
Approved
CJ/ RD $500
4-0-1) DW

2. CONSENT CALENDAR

A. SUBJECT: Minutes – December 4, 2013

Approved
CJ/ RD
4-0-1) DW

RECOMMENDATION: Council approve minutes as presented.  

B. SUBJECT: Payroll

1. November 10-23, 2013: $122,847.63;   
2. November 24, 2013 - December 7, 2013: $121,518.68;   

RECOMMENDATION:  Council approve payroll as presented.  

C. SUBJECT: Warrants/Electronic Bank Transfers

RECOMMENDATION: Council approve warrants and electronic bank transfers
as presented. (Pursuant to Government Code 37208) 

D. SUBJECT: Approval of Eighth Amendment to Fresno Council of Governments
Joint Powers Agreement (LP) 

RECOMMENDATION: Council approve the Eighth Amendment to the Fresno
Council of Governments Joint Powers Agreement and authorize the Mayor to
sign the amendment. 
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E. SUBJECT: Monthly Investment Report for the Month Ended November 30, 
2013 (LP) 

RECOMMENDATION: Council approve the Monthly Investment Report as
presented. 

3. PUBLIC HEARINGS None
Scheduled

4. DEPARTMENT REPORTS
Item 4.A moved up on agenda to 1.A

A.  SUBJECT: Letter of Support for the Kerman Pop Warner Cheer Senior Team Approved
CJ/ RD $500
4-0-1) DW

RECOMMENDATION: Council consider a donation to the Kerman Pop Warner
Cheer Senior Team. 

B. SUBJECT: Resolution Appointing Members to the Planning Commission and
Announcement of Votes (MR) 

RECOMMENDATION: Council take the following action: 1. Appoint applicants
to fill the two three-year terms; 2. Appoint one applicant to fill the vacated
seat. 3. Adopt resolution appointing the members to Planning Commission
and announcement of votes. 

Approved
CJ/ RD tabled
2-yr term
4-0-1) DW

Approved
RD/ NF
Robert
Bandy & 
Katie
Wettlaufer
to fill the 3-
year terms. 
4-0-1) DW

C. SUBJECT: Resolution Awarding Bid for Wooten Park Lighting Project (GH) Approved
RD/ NF (3-0-
1-1) DW/ CJ

RECOMMENDATION: Council adopt the attached resolution awarding the bid
for the Wooten Park Lighting Project to Lane Electric Inc. in the amount of
43,370.00 and authorize the City Manager to sign the Agreement. 

D. SUBJECT: Resolution Approving First Amendment Extending for One-Year the
Purchase and Sale Agreement of Real Property Between the City of Kerman
and Earl Giacolini and Janice Giacolini (PG) 

Approved
CJ/ RD (4-0-
1) DW

RECOMMENDATION: Council adopt resolution approving First Amendment
extending for one-year the Purchase and Sale Agreement of Real Property
between the City of Kerman and Earl Giacolini and Janice Giacolini; and
authorize the City Manager to execute the Agreement. 

E. SUBJECT: Resolution Awarding Bid for Katie's Kids Park Concrete Entrances
and Under Sidewalk Tubes Installation (PG) 

Approved
CJ/ RD
4-0-1) DW

RECOMMENDATION: Council adopt the attached resolution awarding the bid
for the Katie’s Kids Park Concrete Entrances and Under Sidewalk Tubes
Installation Project to Cen-Cal Construction in the amount of $7,800 and
authorize the City Manager to sign the Agreement on behalf of the City. 

5. CITY MANAGER/ STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

6. MAYOR/ COUNCIL REPORTS
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A. No meeting on January 1, 2014

7. CLOSED SESSION 7:25 p.m. 

A. Government Code Section 54957 Public Employment - Title: Finance Director

B. Government Code Section 45956.9(a) Conference with Legal Counsel - 
Pending Litigation: Pacific Mountain Partners

No
reportable
action
No action

COUNCIL RECONVENE FROM CLOSED SESSION & REPORT ANY ACTION TAKEN

8. ADJOURNMENT 7:53 p.m. 

MINUTES CERTIFICATION

I,   MARCI REYES, City Clerk for the City of Kerman, do hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
above Minutes are a true depiction of all actions taken at the City Council meeting held on the first date above

written at Kerman City Hall, 850 S. Madera Ave, Kerman, CA. 

Date: December 19, 2013

Marci Reyes
City Clerk
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CITY OF KERMAN
PAYROLL REPORT

RETRO PAY GROSS COMP TIME
EMPLOYEE SALARY & Other HOURS AMOUNT HOURS AMOUNT SALARY EARNED

ADMINISTRATION

414Patlan, Luis 4,664.77$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       4,664.77$      

15Gonzalez,  Diana 1,782.92$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,782.92$      

332Alvarez, Josefina 1,577.54$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,577.54$      

350Jones, Toni 2,459.54$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,459.54$      

375Reyes, Marcia 2,463.23$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,463.23$      

435Nazaroff, Helen 1,724.31$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,724.31$      

518Garza, Amy 576.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       576.00$         

TOTAL 15,248.31$        -$           -         -$              -          -$       15,248.31$    0.00

REC/SOCIAL

11Gallegos, Philip 3,734.77$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       3,734.77$      

35Arredondo, Barbara 1,462.15$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,462.15$      

97Gonzalez, Jose Felix 1,505.08$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,505.08$      

237Salvador, Mark 1,846.15$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,846.15$      

292Silva, Jessica 518.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       518.00$         

405Sidhu, Nirmal 1,436.31$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,436.31$      

361Lujan, Vanessa 560.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       560.00$         

517Johnson, Theresa 1,555.85$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,555.85$      

497Arredondo, Raquel 405.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       405.00$         

498Ayala, Adrien 240.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       240.00$         

502Gallegos, Yenifer 240.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       240.00$         

513Jeanna Burdine-Slaven 1,411.38$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,411.38$      

515Figueroa, Rita 630.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       630.00$         

516Villarreal, Arlene 216.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       216.00$         

TOTAL 15,760.69$        -$           -         -$              -          -$       15,760.69$    

POLICE

29Rodrigues, Mary 1,724.77$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,724.77$      

59Madruga, Ron 2,908.15$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,908.15$      

69Chapman, Tom 2,211.23$          -$           6.00 248.76$         -          -$       2,459.99$      

101Cubillos, Teresa 2,980.62$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,980.62$      9

245Barbosa, Isaias 2,211.23$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,211.23$      7.5

291Ramirez, Donald 1,724.77$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,724.77$      

296Mendoza, Sandra 2,158.62$          -$           16.00 647.58$         -          -$       2,806.20$      

343Davis, Jeff 2,638.15$          -$           4.00 131.91$         -          -$       2,770.06$      1

354Ness, Lee 2,005.85$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,005.85$      

363Barcoma, Wilbert 2,512.15$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,512.15$      

369Ramer, Joseph 1,394.77$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,394.77$      

402Nevis, James 2,211.23$          -$           8.00 331.68$         -          -$       2,542.92$      

423Magallon, Peter 2,158.62$          -$           16.00 647.58$         -          -$       2,806.20$      

425Belding, Jeff 2,148.00$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,148.00$      

442Antuna, Eric 1,957.85$          -$           5.00 183.55$         -          -$       2,141.39$      

458Nelson, Christopher J 2,908.15$          -$           8.00 436.22$         -          -$       3,344.38$      

459Milchovich, Lindsay 1,910.31$          -$           11.50 411.91$         2.00 11.94$   2,334.16$      

468Tiwana, Manpreet 1,775.54$          -$           17.50 582.60$         -          -$       2,358.14$      

474Blohm, Joseph 3,854.77$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       3,854.77$      

476Rodriguez, Erika 1,775.54$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,775.54$      7.5

478O'Bar, Joshua 1,732.62$          -$           8.00 259.89$         -          -$       1,992.51$      

PAY PERIOD:  December 08, 2013 - December 21, 2013

OVERTIME STANDBY & FTO

Page 1 of 2
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CITY OF KERMAN
PAYROLL REPORT

RETRO PAY GROSS COMP TIME
EMPLOYEE SALARY & Other HOURS AMOUNT HOURS AMOUNT SALARY EARNED

PAY PERIOD:  December 08, 2013 - December 21, 2013

OVERTIME STANDBY & FTO

479Attkisson, Joseph 1,650.00$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,650.00$      

485Lehman, Dustin 547.50$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       547.50$         

487Antuna, Miguel 277.50$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       277.50$         

501Ledezma, Linda 1,119.69$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,119.69$      1.5

504Labetiaux, EJ Medina 285.00$             -$           -         -$              3.00 11.25$   296.25$         

505Valenzuela, Arnold 192.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       192.00$         

512Seroka, Dylan 240.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       240.00$         

TOTAL:    51,214.61$        -$           100.00 3,881.70$      5.00 23.19$   55,119.50$    26.50

PUBLIC WORKS

8Gonzales, Ruben 1,926.00$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,926.00$      

20Rodriguez, Joe 352.47$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       352.47$         

25Prieto, Ruben 1,687.85$          -$           4.50 142.41$         -          -$       1,830.26$      

26Gruce, Robert 2,429.54$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,429.54$      

27Hearld, Douglas 2,838.92$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,838.92$      

87Madruga, Lydia 1,926.00$          -$           1.00 36.11$           -          -$       1,962.11$      

134Ramirez, Manuel 1,751.08$          -$           6.50 213.41$         -          -$       1,964.49$      

172Chavez, Fernando M. 2,265.23$          -$           7.50 382.26$         -          -$       2,647.49$      

290Gastelum, Humberto 1,886.31$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,886.31$      

298Barajas, Michael 1,834.15$          -$           4.50 154.76$         -          -$       1,988.91$      

322Castro, Joseph 1,708.15$          -$           4.50 144.13$         -          -$       1,852.28$      

349Arechiga, Pastor 1,607.54$          -$           4.50 135.64$         -          -$       1,743.17$      

378Sanchez, Daniel 1,436.31$          -$           20.50 605.94$         22.50 403.96$ 2,446.21$      

389Zapata, Domingo 1,817.08$          -$           12.00 420.20$         20.25 459.95$ 2,697.22$      

329Moore, Ken 3,853.85$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       3,853.85$      

420Medeiros, Cheryl 1,791.69$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,791.69$      

460Vallejo, Edward 1,730.31$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       1,730.31$      

486Palacios, Jesus 580.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       580.00$         

495Valdivia III, Gregorio 580.00$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       580.00$         

TOTAL 34,002.47$        -$           65.50 2,234.85$      42.75 863.91$ 37,101.23$    

PLANNING

37Pimentel, Olivia 2,104.62$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,104.62$      

234Kufis, Chris 2,346.00$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       2,346.00$      

326Fonseca, Monica 733.84$             -$           -         -$              -          -$       733.84$         

TOTAL 5,184.45$          -$           -         -$              -          -$       5,184.45$      0.00

PLANNING COUNCIL

Epperson, R -$           Dhaliwal 125.00$         

Lopez, Michael -$           Wilcox -$              

Bandy, Robert -$           Yep 125.00$         

Harris, Jordan -$           Jones 125.00$         

Melgoza, G -$           Fox 125.00$         

Nehring, K -$           

Nijjer, B -$           

Total -$           Total 500.00$         

GRAND TOTAL:$ 121,910.54 $ 0.00 165.50   $ 6,116.55 47.75      $887.10 128,914.19$  26.50

Page 2 of 2
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POLICE DEPARTMENT

Regular Court Shift SID Training Avoid the Special

Overtime Coverage 21 Grant Events Total

10 8 8 3 71 100

see note below)( see note below)( see note below)( see note below)( see note below)
DOUBLE TIME: (Sunday)

0
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT Sub Total 100

Water Sewer Animal
Control

Christmas Other and On Call

Service Emergencies Control Parade Call Back Duties Total

9.5 11.5 27 3 4 55

see note below)( see note below)( see note below)( see note below)( see note below)

DOUBLE TIME: (Sunday)

2 4.5 4 10.5

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT Sub Total 65.5

Regular After Hour

Overtime Event Total

0

Sub Total 0

FINANCE / PLANNING DEPARTMENTS

Regular Utility Payroll Dog Clinic Year End

Overtime Billing Audit Total

0
Sub Total 0

Total Hours (All Departments) 165.50
POLICE DEPARTMENT:  

Court – 8 hours-Officer attending court proceedings.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT:

Water - includes 9.5 hrs overtime and 2 hrs doubletime for shut-off and turn-on of service, all water related emergencies.

Animal Control - Vicious or dead animals. (not normally used for stray animals)

Other - On-call-3 hrs. overtime-  City Shop Alarm and Sebastian phone system. Anything not covered in other categories.

Call Back - Any emergencies where additional employees are called to assist.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

FINANCE / PLANNING DEPARTMENTS

Regular Overtime - Only as needed.

Utility Billing - Completed on the 1st of each month.

Payroll - Completed bi-weekly.

Dog Clinic - Once a year clinic held after business hours.

Year-End Audit - Completed over a period of time at the end of each fiscal year. 

Regular Overtime – On occasion, but very rare due to the amount of part-time employees.

After Hour Event – Occurs only if a full-time employee would have to stay for clean-up or as a facility attendent. 

Overtime Categories - Number of Hours

Shift Coverage – 8 hours for shift coverage due to officers out vacation, sick, FMLA

On-Call Duties 4 hours overtime and 4 hours double time for reading and recording flow meters on wells and sewer plant; feed and clean kennels, verify
WWTP running effectively, etc. OT is for two weekends. and/or any holidays

Training – 3 hours due to EPAS training. Overtime may occur when officers cover the shift of those in training.

Special Events - Occurs when officers are needed for events such as Harvest Festival,  3rd of July, Parades, etc.

Regular Overtime – 10 hours/ 4 due to late arrests, reports/6 hours for PC 290 sweep.

Special Investigation Division (SID) – Special police action is required such as a search warrant, surveillance, and other crime patterns, etc.

Sewer Emergencies - 11.5 hrs overtime and 4.5 hrs. doubletime SCADA problems/Sewer emergencies. (SCADA controls pumps, wells and sewer, lift
stations, all sewer and storm drain related issues)

Special Events - 27 Overtime Hours Harvest Festival, Pagentry of Lights, National Night Out Water Conservation booth, Portuguese Parade, 3rd of July, 
including set up and clean up.

Overtime Categories - Number of Hours

PAY PERIOD 12/08/13-12/21/13

Overtime Categories - Number of Hours

CITY OF KERMAN

OVERTIME SUPPLEMENTAL PAYROLL REPORT

Overtime Categories - Number of Hours

Grant –  71 hours for AVOID detail. Officers conducting Special Enforcement Control. Avoid the 21, Click It or Ticket, and Special Project. The City gets
reimbursed for overtime through the Grant Programs.

Gen Share/Finance Shared/Payroll/Council Overtime Report 12
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City of Kerman
Community Comes First”   

MAYOR MAYOR PRO-TEM
Gary K. Yep Doug Wilcox

COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER
Raj Dhaliwal Nathan Fox Charlie Jones

DEPARTMENT: PUBLIC WORKS
STAFF REPORT

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
COUNCIL MEETING DATE: JANUARY 15 ,2014

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Gary D. Horn, City Engineer
Subject: Final Acceptance: 2013 Local Street Project

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that Council: 

1. Adopt the attached Resolution accepting the 2013 Local Street Project; 

2. Authorize the City Engineer to record the Notice of Acceptance. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Contractor, Marko Construction Group, Inc., has completed the work required for the 2013 Local Street Project. 
The project reconstructed a portion of Fourth Street, G Street, E Street, and the First Street Alley. The City Public
Works Inspector has inspected the improvements required by the project and all of the improvements have been
completed.  

OUTSTANDING ISSUES

None

DISCUSSION

The project reconstructed the existing pavement section along several streets to address deteriorated pavement
surfaces, deficient pavement sections, and drainage issues. The following streets were included in the project: 

1. Fourth Street from Sunset Avenue to Stanislaus Avenue
2. G Street from First Street to Third Street
3. E Street from First Street to Fourth Street
4. First Street Alley from Kearney Boulevard to Stanislaus Avenue

The project also included the replacement of concrete curb and gutter, sidewalk, valley gutters, and driveways due to
damage and/or ADA ( Americans with Disabilities Act) non-compliance. ADA compliant wheelchair ramps were
constructed at all intersection corners within the project limits. 
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FISCAL IMPACT

The total project cost was $466,000, including engineering. The City has budgeted $520,000 in Local Transportation
Funds for the project. The project was $54,000 under budget. 

PUBLIC HEARING

None Required

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION

The project has been completed and must be accepted by Council in order to file the Notice of Acceptance. 

Attachments: 

A. Resolution
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Attachment ‘A’ 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-__  

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN
ACCEPTING IMPROVEMENTS AND AUTHORIZING FILING OF THE NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE

FOR THE 2013 LOCAL STREET PROJECT

WHEREAS, Marko Construction Group, Inc. has completed the work for the 2013 Local Street Project and; 

WHEREAS, the City Public Works Inspector has inspected the improvements required by the City and all

improvements required by the City have been completed; and

WHEREAS, the City Engineer recommends acceptance of the 2013 Local Street Project and requests Council to

authorize the City Engineer to record the Notice of Acceptance for the project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN HEREBY ACCEPTS the 2013 Local Street

Project and authorizes the City Engineer to record the Notice of Completion. 

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Kerman held on the 15th

day of January, 2014, and passed at said meeting by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

The foregoing resolution is hereby approved. 

Gary Yep
Mayor

ATTEST: 

Marci Reyes
City Clerk
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City of Kerman
Community Comes First”   

MAYOR MAYOR PRO-TEM
Gary K. Yep Doug Wilcox

COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER
Raj Dhaliwal Nathan Fox Charlie Jones

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
STAFF REPORT

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
COUNCIL MEETING DATE: JANUARY 15, 2014

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Gary D. Horn, City Engineer
Subject: Final Acceptance: Police Department Roof and HVAC Modification Projects

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that Council: 

1. Adopt the attached Resolutions accepting the Police Department Building Roof and HVAC Projects

2. Authorize the City Engineer to record the Notices of Acceptance. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Solarguard Foam Systems, Inc. has completed the Roof Project and Spangle Air Conditioning has completed the
HVAC & Duct Modification Project for the Police Department Building. The City Building Inspector has inspected the
improvements required by the projects and all of the improvements have been completed. The Council must accept
the work to allow the Noticed of Acceptance to be recorded and conclude the projects. 

OUTSTANDING ISSUES

None. 

DISCUSSION

The Roofing Project included: 
1. New polyurethane foam roofing over the jail section of the building. 
2. Repair of the existing foam coating over the headquarters building and re-coat the existing polyurethane

foam roofing. 

The repairs to the HVAC & Duct Modification Project included: 
1. Installation of a new economizer on one air conditioning unit to allow the intake of fresh air when the outside

temperature is lower than the inside building temperature. 
2. Installation of a new furnace for the main office. 
3. Abandoning the existing under-slab duct system and installation of new duct work in the ceiling. 
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City Council Staff Report –Final Acceptance Police Department Roof & HVAC Projects Page 2 of 4

FISCAL IMPACT

The total cost of both projects was $36,500 and will be paid for out of the General Fund. 

PUBLIC HEARING

None. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION

The projects have been completed and must be accepted by Council in order to file the Notices of Acceptances to be
filed and start the 35-day lien period. 

Attachments: 

A. Resolution Accepting Roofing Project. 
B. Resolution Accepting HVAC & Duct Modification Project
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ATTACHMENT ‘A’ 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-__ 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN
ACCEPTING IMPROVEMENTS AND AUTHORIZING FILING OF NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE FOR POLICE

DEPARTMENT BUILDING ROOF PROJECT

WHEREAS, Solarguard Foam Systems, Inc. has completed the work for the Police Department Building

Roof Project and; 

WHEREAS, the City Building Inspector has inspected the improvements required by the City and all

improvements required by the City have been completed; and

WHEREAS, the City Engineer recommends acceptance of the Police Department Building Roof Project and

requests Council to authorize the City Engineer to record the Notice of Acceptance for the project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN HEREBY ACCEPTS the Police

Department Building Roof Project and authorizes the City Engineer to record the Notice of Acceptance. 

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Kerman held

on the 15th day of January, 2014, and passed at said meeting by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

The foregoing resolution is hereby approved. 

Gary Yep
Mayor

ATTEST: 

Marci Reyes
City Clerk
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ATTACHMENT ‘B’ 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-__ 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN
ACCEPTING IMPROVEMENTS AND AUTHORIZING FILING OF NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE FOR POLICE

DEPARTMENT BUILDING HVAC & DUCT MODIFICATION PROJECT

WHEREAS, Richard A. Spangle Air Conditioning, Inc. has completed the work for the Police Department

Building HVAC & Duct Modification Project and; 

WHEREAS, the City Building Inspector has inspected the improvements required by the City and all

improvements required by the City have been completed; and

WHEREAS, the City Engineer recommends acceptance of the Police Department Building HVAC & Duct

Modification Project and requests Council to authorize the City Engineer to record the Notice of Acceptance for the

project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN HEREBY ACCEPTS the Police

Department Building HVAC & Duct Modification Project and authorizes the City Engineer to record the Notice of

Acceptance. 

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Kerman held

on the 15th day of January, 2014, and passed at said meeting by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

The foregoing resolution is hereby approved. 

Gary Yep
Mayor

ATTEST: 

Marci Reyes
City Clerk

35



City of Kerman
Community Comes First”   

MAYOR MAYOR PRO-TEM
Gary K. Yep Doug Wilcox

COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER
Raj Dhaliwal Nathan Fox Charlie Jones

DEPARTMENT:  CITY CLERK
STAFF REPORT

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
COUNCIL MEETING DATE: JANUARY 15, 2014

To: Mayor and Council Members
From: Marci Reyes, City Clerk
Subject: Appointment to fill vacancy on the Kerman Planning Commission

RECOMMENDATION

Council adopt resolution making an appointment to fill the vacant seat on the Kerman Planning Commission. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On December 5, 2013, the City Council considered two regular appointments to the Kerman Planning Commission
and one appointment to fill a vacancy created by the resignation of Michael Lopez. A total of four applications were
received. The City Council appointed Robert Bandy and Katie Wettlaufer to fill the two open seats; however, due to a
split vote and the absence of a Council Member the Council continued the appointment to fill the vacant seat to
January 15, 2014. Mathew R. Dardenne and Eric Kehler are the two remaining applicants for consideration. 

DISCUSSION

The City Council will consider making an appointment to the fill one ( 1) vacant seat on the Kerman Planning
Commission. The term will expire on December 31, 2015. The two applicants that are being considered for this
appointment are Mathew Dardenne and Eric Kehler. Their applications are included in the staff report for Council
review. Both applicants were invited to attend the meeting. 

The Council will vote using the ballot method as shown on the attached resolution. The final votes will be made public
as required by Government Code Section 54953(c) and the Brown Act. 

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no fiscal impact associated with this action. 

PUBLIC HEARING

None required. 

Attachments: 

A. Applications
B. Resolution
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Appointment to fill vacancy on the Kerman Planning Commission

ATTACHMENT ‘A’ 
Mathew R. Dardenne) 
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Appointment to fill vacancy on the Kerman Planning Commission
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Appointment to fill vacancy on the Kerman Planning Commission

ATTACHMENT ‘A’ 
Eric Kehler) 
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Appointment to fill vacancy on the Kerman Planning Commission
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Appointment to fill vacancy on the Kerman Planning Commission

ATTACHMENT ‘B’  

RESOLUTION No. 14-__  

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN MAKING AN APPOINTMENT TO FILL A
VACANCY ON THE KERMAN PLANNING COMMISSION

WHEREAS, the City Council appoints members to the Kerman Planning Commission pursuant to Section
2.28.030 of the Kerman Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, the City of Kerman solicited applications to fill a vacant seat on the Kerman Planning
Commission created by the resignation of Michael Lopez, which expires on December 31, 2015; and

WHEREAS, on January 15, 2014, the City Council voted and appointed _____________ to fill the vacant seat
with the following votes: 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN that
is hereby appointed to the Kerman Planning Commission to fill the vacant seat with term expiring on

December 31, 2015. 

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Kerman held
on the 15th day of January, 2014 and passed by the following vote: 

AYES:   
NOES:   
ABSENT:   
ABSTAIN:    

The foregoing resolution is hereby approved. 

Gary Yep
Mayor

ATTEST: 

Marci Reyes
City Clerk

Vacated Two-year term NF RD GY DW CJ Total
Applicants ( vote for one)  

Matthew R. Dardenne
Eric Kehler
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City of Kerman
Community Comes First”   

MAYOR MAYOR PRO-TEM
Gary K. Yep Doug Wilcox

COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER COUNCIL MEMBER
Raj Dhaliwal Nathan Fox Charlie Jones

DEPARTMENT: PUBLIC WORKS
STAFF REPORT

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
COUNCIL MEETING DATE: JANUARY 15 ,2014

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Gary D. Horn, City Engineer
Subject: Resolution Approving the Final Negative Declaration (SCH #2013121030) for the Double L Mobile

Ranch Park Water Service Project

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that Council: 

1. Adopt the attached Resolution approving the Final Negative Declaration (SCH #2013121030) for the Double L
Mobile Ranch Park Water Service Project; 

2. Authorize Staff to file the Notice of Determination. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City has been approached by the California Department of Public Health (CDPH), Drinking Water Program, 
regarding the connection of the Double L Mobile Ranch Park (MRP) to the City’s water system to address ongoing
violations by the Double L MRP water system. In doing so, the City would be eligible for funding through the Safe
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SDWSRF) Program for the construction of the necessary facilities to connect
the Double L MRP to the City’s water system and also for the construction of the City’s new Well No. 18. The City has
applied for SDWSRF funding through CDPH on behalf of the Double L MRP. As a requirement of the funding
application, Staff has prepared a Negative Declaration for the Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service Project
pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.  

OUTSTANDING ISSUES

None

DISCUSSION

The City has been invited by the CDPH to apply for funding from the SDWSRF Program for the installation of a water
main from the City to the Double L MRP to provide safe and reliable water service to the residents of the Park. As an
incentive for the City to take on this project and provide water service to the Double L MRP, the CDPH has allowed
the City to include the City’s new Well No. 18 in the funding application. The application for SDWSRF Program
funding was submitted to CDPH on December 20, 2013.  
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One of the requirements of the funding application was the preparation of an environmental document in accordance
with CEQA Guidelines. Due to uncertainties surrounding the funding through the SDWSRF Program, Staff prepared
separate environmental documents for the New Well No. 18 Site and the Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service
Project. A Negative Declaration for the New Well No. 18 Site ( SCH # 2013061036) was prepared, circulated for
review, and approved by Council on August 7, 2013. The Notice of Determination was filed for the New Well No. 18
Site on August 20, 2013. 

Staff has prepared a Negative Declaration for the Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service Project. In accordance
with CEQA Guidelines, the Negative Declaration was submitted to the State Clearinghouse for a thirty (30) day public
review period from December 9, 2013 to January 7, 2014. In addition, a Notice of Intent (NOI) to adopt a Negative
Declaration was filed with the Fresno County Clerk and published in the Kerman News on December 25, 2013. A
copy of the Negative Declaration is attached to the Resolution as an Exhibit. 

All comment letters received during the public review and comment period, along with any necessary responses, are
included in the Final Negative Declaration. 

FISCAL IMPACT

The City has applied for funding in the amount of $2.12 million for the Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service
Project and Well No. 18. The estimated cost for the development of Well No. 18 and the installation of all associated
facilities is $1.13 million. If the City receives funding from the SDWSRF Program, the entire cost of Well No. 18 would
be eligible for funding, along with the entire costs associated with the Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service
Project. 

PUBLIC HEARING

None Required

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION

Council must review and approve the Negative Declaration in order to file the Notice of Determination with the State
Clearinghouse and Fresno County Clerk. The funding application submitted to the CDPH is considered incomplete
until a copy of the resolution approving the Negative Declaration and the filed Notice of Determination are submitted
to CDPH. 

Attachments: 

A. Location Map
B. Conceptual Plan
C. Resolution w/ Exhibit
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Attachment ‘A’ 
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Attachment ‘B’ 
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Attachment ‘C’ 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-__ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN
APPROVING THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION (SCH #2013121030)  

FOR THE DOUBLE L MOBILE RANCH PARK WATER SERVICE PROJECT

WHEREAS, City Staff has prepared an Initial Study to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the Double L

Mobile Ranch park Water Service Project and determined that the proposed Project would have less than significant impacts on

the environment; and, 

WHEREAS, a Negative Declaration attached hereto as Exhibit 1 was prepared in accordance with

CEQA Guidelines Sections 15070 to 15075; and, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092 and CEQA Guidelines Section

15072, a Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration was filed with the Fresno County Clerk and published in the Kerman

News on December 25, 2013; and, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15073 the Negative Declaration was submitted to the State of

California Clearinghouse and Planning Unit (SCH #2013121030) for a 30-day public review period beginning on December 9, 

2013 to January 7, 2014; and, 

WHEREAS, at the conclusion of the 30-day public review comment period, the City of Kerman, acting as the lead

agency, may adopt the Negative Declaration and file a Notice of Determination with the State Clearinghouse and County Clerk

after considering and addressing comments received from Federal, State, and Local agencies as well as other organizations

and individuals pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15073, 15074 and 15075; and, 

WHEREAS, the City Council is required to conduct its own independent review and approve the Negative Declaration

and direct staff to file a Notice of Determination with the State Clearinghouse and County Clerk. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KERMAN HEREBY FINDS AS FOLLOWS:  

1. The City Council has independently reviewed the Negative Declaration and any comments received during the public

review process and exercised the Council's independent judgment in considering the Negative Declaration (SCH

2013121030); 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 Negative Declaration reflects the Council's independent
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judgment and analysis and the Council hereby approves the Negative Declaration (SCH #2013121030) 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. 

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Kerman held on the 15th

day of January, 2014, and passed at said meeting by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

The foregoing resolution is hereby approved. 

Gary Yep
Mayor

ATTEST: 

Marci Reyes
City Clerk
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City of Kerman
Community Comes First” 

850 S. Madera Avenue

Kerman, CA 93630-1741

Telephone: 559-846-9380

FAX:  559-846-6199

FINAL NEGATIVE DECLARATION

CITY OF KERMAN

DOUBLE L MOBILE RANCH PARK WATER SERVICE PROJECT

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2013121030

PREPARED FOR: 

CITY OF KERMAN

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

PREPARED BY: 

YAMABE & HORN ENGINEERING, INC. 

January 8, 2014
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Regulatory 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 objective of the project is to provide safe and reliable drinking water to the residents of the

Double L Mobile Ranch Park.  The residents are currently provided water service by the Double

L Mobile Ranch park water system.  The water system has been issued a Compliance Order by

the California Department of Public Health (CDPH) due to ongoing violations of the Uranium

Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL).  The water system’ s sole source supply is a domestic

supply well, Well 2, that has consistently exceeded the MCL for Uranium.  Compliance Order

No. 03-23-11O-004 was issued by the CDPH on August 1, 2011, and is included as Appendix F. 

The project will address the water quality issue by consolidating the Double L Mobile Ranch

Park water system into the City of Kerman water system.  This will be accomplished by the

installation of a water main from the City of Kerman to the Double L Mobile Ranch Park.  The

Double L Mobile Ranch Park water system will cease to exist as an independent water system

and the system’ s source of supply will no longer be used for domestic water service.  Domestic

water service will be provided by the City of Kerman.  The location of the Double L Mobile

Ranch Park relative to the City of Kerman, and the location of the project, is shown on Exhibit 1. 
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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: 

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 east of the City of Kerman, approximately 15 miles west of the City of

Fresno, within the County of Fresno, in the San Joaquin Valley.  The Double L Mobile Ranch

Park is located approximately 2.5 miles east of the City of Kerman.  The project limits will be

located primarily within the shoulder of rural roadways, maintained by the County of Fresno.   

The topography of the project area is characterized by relatively flat terrain, typical of the City of

Kerman and of the San Joaquin Valley.  The area is approximately 230 feet above mean sea

level.  The terrain generally slopes to the southwest at an elevation gradient of approximately 10

feet per mile.  The area soils are generally composed of Hanford Sandy Loam, Hesperia Sandy

Loam, and Exeter Sandy Loam, according to the Soil Survey of Eastern Fresno County, prepared

by the Soil Conservation Service, Department of Agriculture (see Exhibit 5).  These soils are

well drained, moderately textured and are formed from granitic alluvium.   

Existing plant life in the project area consists primarily of agricultural planting, mainly almond, 

pistachio, stone fruit orchards, and grape vineyards.  During a recent biological resources field

survey of the immediate project area, no wildlife species were observed other than several bird

species, including Mourning Dove, House Finch, American Robin, American Crow, Western

Scrub Jay, and American Kestrel. 

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 Fahrenheit during the

summer months.  The rainy season generally extends from November through April.  Average

annual precipitation is approximately 10-12 inches. 

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 project is located within a rural area.  The project is surrounded by primarily residential and

agricultural land uses.  The surrounding land is zoned for agricultural use, and is zoned as

Exclusive Agricultural District by the County of Fresno (see Exhibit 4). 

53



4
13-119_3_NegDec_Body

3. PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1 Background

The Double L Mobile Ranch Park is a small residential community located at the northeast

corner of the intersection of Floyd Avenue and Church Avenue.  The community has consists of

37 residences and has a population of approximately 80 residents.  The residents are currently

provided water service by the Double L Mobile Ranch park water system.  The water system has

been issued a Compliance Order by the California Department of Public Health (CDPH) due to

ongoing violations of the Uranium Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL).  The water system’ s

sole source supply is a domestic supply well, Well 2, that has consistently exceeded the MCL for

Uranium.  Compliance Order No. 03-23-11O-004 was issued by the CDPH on August 1, 2011, 

and is included as Appendix F. 

The City of Kerman has been approached by the CDPH regarding the consolidation of the

Double L Mobile Ranch Park water system into the City’s water system.  This action would

provide safe and reliable drinking water from the City of Kerman to the residents of the Double

L Mobile Ranch Park.  In cooperation with the CDPH, the City is pursuing funding from the

Safe Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Program to install the improvements required to

provide drinking water to the Double L Mobile Ranch Park. 

3.2 Location

The proposed project is located east of the City of Kerman, within the County of Fresno, 

California. The project will be located within the County-maintained shoulder of the following

roadways: 

Goldenrod Avenue: From the north side of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) to

California Avenue

California Avenue: From Goldenrod Avenue to Floyd Avenue

Floyd Avenue: From California Avenue to Church Avenue

Church Avenue: From Floyd Avenue to the entrance to the Double L Mobile Ranch Park

At the entrance to the Double L Mobile Ranch Park, a water service will be installed from

Church Avenue to the existing well.  See Exhibits 1 and 2 for the project location and limits. 

3.3 Project Description

The project will address the ongoing violation of the Uranium MCL by the Double L Mobile

Ranch Park water system by consolidating the water system into the City of Kerman water

system.  This will be accomplished by the installation of a water main from the City of Kerman

to the Double L Mobile Ranch Park.  The Double L Mobile Ranch Park water system will cease
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to exist as an independent water system and the system’s source of supply will no longer be used

for domestic water service.  Domestic water service will be provided by the City of Kerman.   

The Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service Project will consist of the installation of a water

main from the City of Kerman to the Double L Mobile Ranch Park. The main components of the

conceptual design for the water main are as follows: 

Point of connection to the existing City water system is located in Goldenrod Avenue

north of the UPRR. 

12 inch diameter PVC water main along Goldenrod Avenue from the UPRR to California

Avenue; bore and jack a steel casing under the UPRR and install the water main in the

casing. 

12 inch diameter PVC water main along California Avenue from Goldenrod Avenue to

Howard Avenue; reduce the water main diameter to 6 inch at Howard Avenue. 

6 inch diameter PVC water main along California Avenue from Howard Avenue to Floyd

Avenue; bore and jack a steel casing under the Thompson Extension No. 91 Canal and

install the water main in the casing. 

6 inch diameter PVC water main along Floyd Avenue from California Avenue to Church

Avenue. 

6 inch diameter PVC water main along Church Avenue from Floyd Avenue to the

entrance of the Double L Mobile Ranch Park. 

Gate valves, blow-offs, hydrants, air/vacuum release valves, and other water main

appurtenances at required locations. 

At the entrance to the Double L Mobile Ranch Park a water service and meter will be installed to

serve the community.  The Double L Mobile Ranch Park will be served by a single service and

meter, as the City does not intend to maintain separate service accounts for each

residence/service connection within the Double L Mobile Ranch Park.  The existing main service

line for the Double L Mobile Ranch Park water system will be intercepted at its origination

point, Well 2, and connected to the City service.  Chlorination facilities may be installed at the

water service in order to maintain residual chlorine levels.  The necessity of chlorination

facilities will be determined during the final design. 

3.4 Proposed Project Schedule

The construction of the project is reliant on the receipt of funding from the SDWSRF Program.  

An application for funding is scheduled to be submitted to CDPH on December 20, 2013.  The

following schedule assumes an authorization to proceed date, issued by CDPH, of June 2014. 

Design & Preparation of PS& E .......................................... June 2014 – Jan. 2015

Bidding Period .................................................................... Jan. 2015 – Feb. 2015

Award .................................................................................. Feb. 2015

Construction ........................................................................ Mar. 2015 – May 2015

Final Acceptance ................................................................. June 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

Double L Mobile Ranch Park Water Service. 
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5. ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

5.1 Public Review

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines, the Proposed Negative Declaration for the Double L

Mobile Ranch Park Water Service Project was submitted to the California State Clearinghouse

SCH) for a thirty (30) day public review commencing on December 9, 2013 and ending on

January 7, 2013.  The SCH No. assigned to the Proposed Negative Declaration is 2013121030.  

A Notice of Intent (NOI) to Adopt a Negative Declaration was filed with the Fresno County

Clerk’ s Office on December 6, 2013 and published in the Kerman News on December 25, 2013.  

The NOI was also posted on the City’s website. 

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 are included in Appendix G. 

1. Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), dated December 11, 2013

Comment(s): The NAHC’s comment letter was regarding the Project’ s potential impacts

to cultural resources.  The NAHC requested that the City contact the

Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center to perform a Cultural

Resources Records Search and that nearby Native American Tribes be

contacted regarding potential cultural resources present in the Project

Area.   

Response(s): The City utilized a consultant, URS, to perform a Cultural Resources

Assessment for the Project.  The Assessment is included as Appendix D.   

The Cultural Resources Assessment includes the results of the Cultural

Resources Records Search performed by the Southern San Joaquin Valley

Information Center and all correspondence with local Native American

Tribes regarding known cultural resources within the Project Area.  The

City prepared a response letter to the NAHC referring to the findings of

the Cultural Resources Assessment on January 2, 2014.  The comment

letter and response letter to the NAHC are included in Appendix G. 

2. Chevron Environmental Management Company (CEMC), dated December 19, 2013

Comment(s): CEMC’ s comment letter provided information regarding the historical

location of the Tidewater Associated Oil Company (TAOC) pipeline.  The

pipeline carried crude oil beginning in the early 1900s and ending in the

1970s.  Portions of the pipeline were removed and others abandoned in
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place.  The pipeline was located along the Union Pacific Railroad right-of-

way.  The primary concern regarding the potential presence of the pipeline

within the project area is the unearthing of portions of the pipeline

composed of asbestos-containing materials (ACM), a hazardous

substance.  The proposed water main to be installed as part of the Project

will cross the UPRR right-of-way in Goldenrod Avenue.  The comment

letter from the CEMC is included in Appendix G.   

Response(s): The proposed water main to be installed under the railroad will be

installed within a steel casing that will be bored and jacked under the

railroad.  It is unlikely that any ACM will be unearthed as a result of these

operations.  If ACM is encountered, it will be disposed of in accordance

with all State and Federal laws concerning the disposal of ACM.  The City

will make the contractor selected for the Project aware of the potential

presence of ACM. 

5.3 Environmental Determination

This Section to be completed after Council finding/determination. 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) 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).  

2) 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.  

3) 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.  

4) " 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).  

5) 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.  

6) 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.  

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or

individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.  

8) 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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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:  

Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

I. AESTHETICS. Would the project:    

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic

vista?  

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 

including, but not limited to, trees, rock

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a

state scenic highway?  

c) 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

nighttime views in the area?  

II. 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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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, 

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

use, or a Williamson Act contract?  

c) 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))?  

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion

of forest land to non-forest use?  

e) Involve other changes in the existing

environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, 

to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest

land to non-forest use?  

III. 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: 

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?  

c) 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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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial

pollutant concentrations?  

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a

substantial number of people?  

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:  

Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either

directly or through habitat modifications, on any

species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or

special 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

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?  

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of

the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited

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

direct removal, filling, hydrological

interruption, or other means?  

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of

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?  

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances

protecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance?  

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted

Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 

regional, or state habitat conservation plan?  
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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the

project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of a historical resource as defined

in § 15064.5?  

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of an archaeological resource

pursuant to § 15064.5?  

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique

paleontological resource or site or unique

geologic feature?  

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?     

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including

liquefaction?  

iv) Landslides?     

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss

of topsoil?  

c) 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?  
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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in

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

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing

the emissions of greenhouse gases?  

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS

MATERIALS. Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or

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

upset and accident conditions involving the

release of hazardous materials into the

environment?  

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle

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

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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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

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 result in a

safety hazard for people residing or working in

the project area?  

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private

airstrip, would the project result in a safety

hazard for people residing or working in the

project area?  

g) Impair implementation of or physically

interfere with an adopted emergency response

plan or emergency evacuation plan?  

h) Expose people or structures to a significant

risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland

fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to

urbanized areas or where residences are

intermixed with wildlands?  

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. 

Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste

discharge requirements?  

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or

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)?  

c) 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?  
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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage

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

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?  

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard

area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard

Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other

flood hazard delineation map?  

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area

structures which would impede or redirect flood

flows?  

i) Expose people or structures to a significant

risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, 

including flooding as a result of the failure of a

levee or dam?  

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the

project: 

a) Physically divide an established community?     

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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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat

conservation plan or natural community

conservation plan?  

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the

project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known

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?  

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

airstrip, would the project expose people

residing or working in the project area to

excessive noise levels?  
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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

XIII. 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

housing, necessitating the construction of

replacement housing elsewhere?  

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 

necessitating the construction of replacement

housing elsewhere?  

XIV. 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?     

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?  
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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

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?  

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would

the project: 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or

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

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?  

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 

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

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous

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

equipment)?  

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

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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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

Impact

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.  

Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of

the applicable Regional Water Quality Control

Board?  

b) Require or result in the construction of new

water or wastewater treatment facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the construction

of which could cause significant environmental

effects?  

c) Require or result in the construction of new

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

serve the project from existing entitlements and

resources, or are new or expanded entitlements

needed?  

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater

treatment provider which serves or may serve

the project that it has adequate capacity to serve

the project’ s projected demand in addition to the

provider’ s existing commitments?  

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

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?  
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Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less Than

Significant

with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant

Impact

No

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)?  

c) Does the project have environmental effects

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. Countyof Mendocino,(1988) 202 Cal.App.3d

296; Leonoffv. Monterey Board ofSupervisors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Citizens for Responsible

Govt. v. City ofEureka (2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 357; Protect the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water

Agency (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th at 1109; San FranciscansUpholding theDowntownPlanv. CityandCounty of

San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656. 

Revised 2009
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The City of Kerman( City) is currently in the process of preparing an application for funding fromthe

Safe Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Program administered by the Department ofPublic

Health (CDPH), whichis partially funded by a capitalization grant from the U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency. As a result, the City must complete environmental documentation required by the

CDPH to comply with both the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) and the California

Environmental Quality Act( CEQA).

The proposed project is located within the town of Kerman along California Avenue beginning at

Golden Rod Avenue. The proposed route followseaston California Avenue and turns south atFloyd

Avenue. Itcontinues to Church Avenue where it terminates within the Double L Mobile Ranch

Trailer Park( Figure 1). The legal description of the project area is Township 14 south, Range 18

East, Sections15,16 and 17of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5’ Kerman topographic

quadrangleand Township 14 south, Range 18 east, section 15 of the USGS7.5’ Kearney Park

topographic quadrangle( Figure 2). 

Because the project is receiving federal funds and must comply with NEPA, this cultural resources

assessmentwas conducted in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

NHPA) and its implementing regulations under 36 CFR 800, as amended.  It also complies with the

CEQAof 1970, as amended. Under both NHPA and CEQA, lead agencies are required to identify any

significant cultural resources that may be affected by anundertaking that involves public lands, 

funds, or permitting. Thiscultural resources assessment consisted of (1) a literature review to

identify any previously recorded cultural resourcesthat could be affected by the proposed project, 

and (2) a field survey to identify cultural resources, both previously recorded and newly identified. 

No prehistoric cultural resources were identifiedin the project areaduring the assessment. One

historic eraresource, the Thompson Extension Canal, wasidentified whereit crossed under

California Avenue just east of Bishop Avenue. This resource was recorded using form DPR 523A to

meet the Secretary of the Interior Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic

Preservation (48 C.F.R. § 44716 [1983]). Because the water main will be drilled under the Thompson

Extension Canal, and therefore not impacted by construction, this resource was not evaluated. A

second feature, the Deadwood Ditch is plottedcrossing California Avenue at Howard Avenue; 

however, this resource is underground at this location and not readily visible on the ground surface.

Furthermore, similar to the Thompson Extension Canal, the water main will be drilled under the

Deadwood Ditch and the resource will not be impacted by the proposed project. As a result, the

proposed project will not impact any known significant resources and will not have an adverse effect

on historic properties under the NHPA or a significant impact on historical resources under CEQA.
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The proposed project is located within the town of Kerman along California Avenue beginning at

Golden Rod Avenue. The proposed route follows east on California Avenue and turns south atFloyd

Avenue. Itcontinues to Church Avenue where it terminates within the Double L Mobile Ranch

Trailer Park( Figure 1).  The legal description of the Project area is Township 14 south, Range 18

East, Sections 15,16 and 17of the Kerman United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5’ topographic

quadrangle and Township 14 south, Range 18 east, section 15 of the Kearney Park (USGS) 7.5’ 

topographic quadrangle (Figure 2). 

The City of Kerman proposes the installation of a water main to the Double L Mobile Trailer Park

located at the corner of Floyd Avenue and Church Avenue. The Project would entail a trench and

pipeline installation from Golden Rod Avenue and California Avenue, to the Double L Mobile trailer

park for a distance of approximately 3 miles. The pipeline will follow the easement of California

Avenue and Floyd Avenue. Thislocation wastreated as the Area of Potential Effects( APE) during

this cultural resources assessment.

Ground disturbance is expected to occur during the construction of the pipeline along California

Avenue and Floyd Avenue. The excavation for the pipeline will be 3 feet wide and 5 feet deep.

Therefore 10 feet was consideredthe maximum depth of the vertical APE. 

The City of Kerman has applied for a grant from the Safe Drinking Water State Revolving Fund

SDWSRF) Program for the installation of a water main to the Double L Mobile Home Park. The

SDWSRF is administered by the Department of Public Health (CDPH) and is partially funded by a

capitalization grant from the USEnvironmental Protection Agency. As a result, the City must

complete environmental documentation required by the CDPH to comply with both the National

Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of

1970, as amended.  Because the project is receiving federal funds and must comply with NEPA, the

cultural resources assessment was conducted in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic

Preservation Act (NHPA) and its implementing regulations under 36 CFR 800, as amended.  It also

complies with the CEQA of 1970, as amended. Under both NHPA and CEQA, lead agencies are

required to identify any significant cultural resources that may be affected by any undertaking

involving public lands, funds, or permitting.  Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.1(a), the NHPA requires that

project proponents assess the effects of the project on those resources that are eligible for listing in

the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) (aka historic properties) and seek ways to avoid, 

minimize or mitigate and adverse effects to those resources. According to Section 15064.5 of CEQA, a
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project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical

resource eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) is a project that

may have a significant effect on the environment. Lead agencies are required to identify any historic

properties or historical resources that may be affected by any undertaking involving state or county

lands, funds, or permitting. The significance of such resources that may be affected by the

undertaking must be evaluated using the criteria for listing on the NRHP or the CRHR. 

NRHP criteria, as provided in 36 CFR § 60.4, are intended to identify those resources that

demonstrate significance in American history, architecture, archaeology, and culture. Historic

properties may be represented as districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects of national, state

and local importance. To become a historic property, a resource must also be considered within its

historic context and possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, 

and association. Resources must also be at least 50 years old, except in rare cases, and meet one of

the following criteria to be considered eligible for the NRHP:

A) That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the

broad patterns of our history; or

B) That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C) That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of

construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic

values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components

may lack individual distinction; or

D) That has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or

history.

Similarly, according to the criteria for significance (Public Resources Code 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, 

Section 4852), a resource is eligible for the CRHR if it: 

1) is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad

patterns of history or thecultural heritage of California or the United States; 

2) is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 

3) embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of

construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses

high artistic values; or

4) has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

Furthermore, it is recommended by CEQA that all cultural resources be preserved in-situ whenever

possible by avoidance. Whenever a historical resource or unique archaeological resource (Public

Resources Code 21083.2) cannot be avoided by project activities, effects shall be addressed and

mitigated as outlined in 15126.4 and 15331 of CEQA.
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The fieldwork, analysis, and reporting was conductedby professionals from URS Corporation (URS) 

who meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic

Preservation (48 C.F.R. § 44716 [1983]). The following personnel contributed to the assessment:

x Janis Offermann, Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA), acted as Principal Investigator

for the cultural resources assessment. She has a B.A. in anthropology from Sonoma State

University (California) and an M.A. in anthropology from the University of California, Davis. She

has 38years of experience in California archaeology and cultural resource management.

x MarkKile, RPA, authored this document and performedthe field efforts of the assessment. He

has a B.A. in anthropology from California State University, Stanislaus, and an M.A. in

Interdisciplinary studies Anthropology/ Geography California State UniversityStanislaus. He has

13years of experience in archaeology and cultural resource management in California and the

Great Basin. 
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The project area is located within the San Joaquin Valley, part of the Great Central Valley. This

encompasses an area that is approximately 430 miles long north/ south and 40 miles wide.  “The

valley floor is composed of several thousands of feet of sediments deposited from runoff from the

surrounding mountains” (Schoenherr 1995: 516).  The rainfall in this area averages between 10-12

inches per year. Agriculture and overgrazing have modified the area with the introduction of invasive

weeds and desertification is apparent over most of the area, with the most obvious indications being

salt build up and polluted waterways (Schoenherr 1995:16). The valley is divided and named for the

two river systems that drain it; the Sacramento in the north and the San Joaquin in the south. This

area supported a wide variety of wildlife, including elkand pronghorn and mule deer until the advent

of agriculture. Pronghorn were rare by 1875, and by 1885 only one band of elk were limited to the

area around Buena Vista (Schoenherr 1995:549, 550).

The project area is located in the Lower Sonoran Lifezone within the California Valley Grassland

Community. The soilin this areais Hanford sandy loam and is comprised of deepdry medium to

coarsegrain alluvial deposits. The natural water sources nearthe project area includethe San

Joaquin River 6 miles to the north.  The majority of the waterways in this area have been heavily

modified for agriculture.

The project is located at200 feet above mean sea levelwithin the town ofKerman. This area is

primarily used for agricultural purposes including almond, pistachio, stone fruit orchards, and grape

vineyards.

The potential for buried archaeological resourceswithin the Project areais low because of the

distance from a natural water source or unique landformfeature. The deposition of Hanford soils is

linked to the latter Holocene; however, this soil type is ubiquitous and neither adds nor detracts to

the sensitivity of potential buried archaeological deposits. 

Ethnographic and archaeological research in the area has shown that, the Pitkachi Yokutheld the

territory in this region with three villages located on the south side of the San Joaquin River: Kohuou

near Herndon or Sycamore; Weshiu, on a slough, and at Gewachiu further downstreamon the San

Joaquin River. All of these would be at least 6miles from the proposed project.    

Archaeological interest of the Southern San Joaquin Valley began at the turn of the century with the

investigation of burial mounds in Kern County by P. M. Jones. By-in-large, subsequent work

throughout the 1920s was focused on acquiring artifacts for museum display (Moratto 2004:174).  

Work continued in 1939 by G. Hewes with the location of 107 sites, mainly along streams and

marshes. These included the Tranquility Site (CA-FRE-48), originally thought to be late Pleistocene, 
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but later refuted through carbon dating (Moratto 2004:65-67, 186). The majority of work and the

most extensive was conducted around Buena Vista Lake in Kern County nearly 80years ago

Moratto 2004:188). The study of archaeology of the Southern San Joaquin Valley has been limited

in part because of the destruction of surface sites through agriculture and because of the deposition

of alluvium; this area remains one of the least studied in California( Rosenthal, etal. 2007:150;

Moratto 2004:215). 

Work conducted withincentral California during the 1940s and 1950swas refined and expanded to

accommodate additional dataof thecultural sequence developed by Lillard and his colleagues (1936; 

1939). Themost significant of these revisions was Beardsley's (1954) Temporal and Areal

Relationships in Central California Archaeology, in which the Central California Taxonomic System

CCTS) was formally developed.

As archaeologists in central California attempted to incorporate their data into the CCTS, the

limitations of Beardsley's system became apparent.  Alterations to the CCTS began appearing in the

literature of the discipline, with the doctoral dissertation of Fredrickson (1973) being of the most

consequence.

After many debates and numerous revisions, the cultural sequence for the central California region, 

first defined by Lillard and his colleagues (1936; 1939), currently stands as follows:

Windmiller Pattern (ca. 3000 B.C. - 500 B.C.)

The artifact assemblage characteristic of this cultural manifestation includes a variety of flaked stone, 

ground stone, baked clay, and shell items reflecting exploitation of diverse subsistence resources and

acquisition of materials from distant geographic areas through trade.  The burial pattern of

Windmiller cemeteries and grave plots is unique in that virtually all of the interments are ventrally

extended, with the head oriented to the west.  The primary exception to this burial pattern is that

aged females were buried in a flexed position.  Social stratification can be inferred from the burial

practices of Windmiller peoples.  Males appear to generally have higher status than females, as

evidenced in their deeper and artifactually richer graves.  Social status may have been at least

partially inherited, for some female, child, and infant burials contained elaborate grave furniture, 

while others lacked such wealth (Moratto 2004:201-207).

Berkeley Pattern (ca. 500 B.C. - A.D. 500)

The Berkeley Pattern represents a gradual shift in adaptation and material culture that appears to

have originated within the San Francisco Bay region.  The subsistence practices of Berkeley peoples

differs from that of the Windmiller peoples in that the utilization of acorns for food seems to have

increased dramatically.  The reliance on acorns is evidenced in the increase in mortars and pestles

recovered from Berkeley Pattern sites.  Other differences in material culture include the occurrence

of an extensive bone tool kit, unique knapping techniques, and certain types of shell beads and

pendants within Berkeley Pattern sites.  Burial practices of Berkeley peoples also differed from those

of Windmiller Pattern sites.  No longer were corpses placed into graves extended towards the west.  

Instead, Berkeley Patternburials are flexed with variable orientation (Moratto 20044:207-211).
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Augustine Pattern (ca. A.D. 500 -A.D. 1880)

The Augustine Pattern reflects local innovation in technology, as well as the incorporation of new

developments with traits of the Berkeley Pattern.  The artifact assemblages of Augustine Pattern sites

indicate an increased reliance on hunting, gathering, and fishing.  Acorns appear to have become

particularly important.  Many burials continue to be flexed, however, cremation becomes the

mortuary practice for high-status burials.  Extensive trade networks developed to accommodate the

resource and social needs of the burgeoning populations (Moratto 2004:211-214).

The depth of the archaeological record within the San Joaquin Valley extends to the limits of

documented occupation within California. The majority of fluted points with estimated dates

between 11,550 and 9,550 RCYBPand uncalibrated dates on human bone at 15,802 and faunal

materials without a clear association at 17,745 RCYBP have been located around the shores of the

Tulare Lake Basin (Rosenthal, et al. 2007:151; Justice 2002:76). Although there is a lack of evidence

for direct correlation of human and faunal remains, based on ”typologic grounds the Clovis-like

points argue for occupation of the ancient Lake Tulare vicinity earlier than 11,000 B.P. (Moratto

2004:82). The finds around the Tulare Basin are a result of uplifted buried lake deposits caused by

Holocene earthquake activity . . . along the Dudley Ridge” (Justice 2002:76).

The valley demonstrated occupation along the river corridors and evidence of semi-permanent

residence, which included “refined and specialized tool assemblages and features, a wide range of

non-utilitarian artifacts abundant trade objects, and plant and animal remains indicative of year-

round occupation. By 4050 milling equipment was being used in the valley with a possible increase

in fishing and further intensification of marshland resources occurring during the Middle Archaic

Rosenthaletal. 2007).

Crane Flat Complex (ca. B.C. 6000 – B.C.3000)

The Crane Flat Complex is marked by heavy projectile points, inferred use of the atlatl and dart, 

and the millingstone for grinding seeds, whereas The Milling Stone Horizon is a generic term

used to describe sites that have “…significant flat crude milling stones and grinders used with them, 

almost no projectile points… somewhere between 6000 and 3000 B.C., more likely at the later end of

this time scale” ( Fagan 2004:94).

While the Crane Flat Complex shares similarities to the Martis, it is thought that obsidian was

used because of its proximity (Moratto 2005:310). The Martis culture was first identifiedwithin the

Tahoe region of California and their culture was marked by the use of basalt for tools. The culture in

the Tahoe region was originally thought to be between 4000 – 2000 years B.P. however, radiocarbon

evidence from two sites indicated a time span from 7000 B.P. (Moratto, 2004:294). This period also

saw an increase in exchange of shell and obsidian (Rosenthal et al. 2007).

Excavations in Madera County at Buchannan Reservoir yielded three distinguishable phases that

began with the distribution of a few large villages followed by sporadic reoccupation and finally

village organization that begins around the 1500’s (Moratto 2004:313).

Chowchilla Phase (ca. B.C. 300B.C.- A.D 300)
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The material culture is similar to the “Crane Flat Complex”. Three village sites located on the banks

of the Chowchilla River indicated the importance of fishing and hunting along with gathering vegetal

foods that may have included acorns. There is also evidence of extensive trade that included olivella

and haliotis shell beads. Burials indicated the possibility of “nonegalitarian social status and status

ascription” (Moratto 2004:316)

Raymond Phase (ca. A.D.-300A.D. 1500)

This demonstrates a shift fromaccess to coastal areas as demonstrated by a lack of marine shell

ornaments, and burials no longer included funerary objects that occurred in the Chowchilla Phase

Moratto 2004:320). 

The Madera Phase( ca. A.D. 1500-A.D 1850)

The Madera Phasedisplays the influx of Southern Sierra Miwuk as determined by steatite objects

occurring in the cultural assemblage; “ lightweight arrow points, bedrock mortars and cobble pestles, 

several types of olivella beads and occasional Brown Ware pottery . . . finds show close parallels in

the Mariposa Phase/ Complexof Yosemite (Moratto 2004:320).

Mariposa Complex( ca. A.D.1200- A.D. 1800)

The Mariposa Complex is distinguished by lightweight projectile points, inferred use of the bow and

arrow, bedrock mortar and cobble pestle” [ Moratto, 2004:309].

The area of the proposed site is linked to the Yokuts who were linguistically associated to Penutian

speakers. These included the Costanoan, Miwok, Wintun, Maidu, and Yokuts (Heizer and Elasser

1980:137). The estimate for the time depth based on “the small phonological and morphological

differences among Yokuts subgroups . . . indicates a relatively recent date for proto-Yokuts, probably

between 1,500 and 1,000 years ago” (Golla 2007:76). While they could understand each other, the

dialect of this group varied from the northern to the southern end of the San Joaquin Valley.  

The Yokutsheld territory “from the San Joaquin Valley floor from the mouth of the San Joaquin

River south to Tehachapi Pass to the lower Sierran foothills south of the Fresno River and the lower

Kern and Kings river lands in the southern valley” (Heizer and Elasser 1980:14-15). There were at

least 50 distinct tribes within this area of approximately 250 by 100 miles (Heizer and Elasser

1980:15, 16; Kroeber 1976:475; Heizer and Whipple 1971:370). The Yokutsdiffered from other

groups in that “They are divided into true tribes” . . . “each has a name, a dialect, and a territory” 

Heizer and Whipple 1971:369; Kroeber 1976:474).  The area of the “valley edge and the foothill

margin, particularly towards the better-watered Sierra slopes to the east…” led to denser populations

south of the Fresno River (Heizer and Whipple 1971:91). While these groups were somewhat mobile

to reflect changes in resource availability, some areas were occupied by particular groups “with

sufficient permanence to become identified with it” (Heizer and Whipple 1971:370). Individual

Yokutsgroups identified with their name or village more than with the Yokuts as a whole. 

126



Family dwellings were pit houses that were earth-covered and similarin construction to the larger

ceremonial roundhouse. The roundhouse could be as large as 60 feet in diameter and was partially

underground. The center support posts were about a foot in diameter with forked tops to support

rafters. The supports could varyfrom 4-6. The rafters would be of cottonwood or willow“ on which

were laid a thatch made from cottonwood boughs, willow branches and grass and then an earth

covering” (Heizer and Elasser 1980:44). “The Yokuts of the Southern San Joaquin Valley lined up

thatch-covered houses side by side and covered the whole with a sun shade of rushes”( Heizer and

Elasser 1980:44).

In the foothills and to some extent in the valley the Dumna held territory to the north of the San

Joaquin Riverand the Kechayi held the southbank (Kroeber 1976:481). The area around Madera has

been identified as land occupied by the Hoyima with the Pitkachi to the south and the Chowchilla to

the north (Smith 1960:7; Wallace 1978:466). The Pitkachi held territoryin the valley to the South of

the San Joaquin River at “Kohuou near Herndon or Sycamore; at Weshiu, on a slough and at

Gewachiu further downstream”( Kroeber 1976:484).

California opened to explorers of Spain, as early as the 16th century routes had begun to be opened. 

In 1774 Anza explored a route across the Colorado deserts to the Sierra and into the San Jacinto

Valley and Mission San Gabriel” (Bingaman 1968:1). Soon after routes were taken into what is now

Tulare County across Tejon Pass. The most northerly pass opened by the Spanish was Tehachapi

Bingaman 1968:1). Following the Spanish entrance, this region of California was visited by

American trappers looking for new areas to exploit.  Beck and Haase (1974) indicate that Jedidiah

Smith, Joseph Walker, and EwingYoung passed through the region on their journeys through

California.

By 1776 the missions had begun to explore the interior and the northern San Joaquin Valley in

search of Indian neophytes for laborers and for suitable locations for their missions. Whole villages

would be uprooted and moved to the coastal missions. It was this area that the first settlements in

the San Joaquin Valley occurred (Smith 1960:8). The majority of California was considered

unoccupied or Indian territory. Ranchos and missionarydevelopment remained clustered in small

areas. Effort to secularize the California missions began as early as 1813 having the effect of

weakening the mission control of land and by 1834 wasCalifornia law (Robinson 1979:29, 30).

In 1848, the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was signed annexing California from Mexico. This treaty

recognized the right of California Native Americans “to occupy their lands until voluntary

relinquishment.  The policy at this time until 1878 “was to recognize the tribes as nations and to

enter into treaties with them as such (Cossley-Batt 1928:133-14; Rawls 1984:148; Robinson 1979:13, 

14). Of 18 treaties that were entered into between the United States and represented tribes, none

were ratified. As a consequence of non-native public sentiment and a lack of understanding of the

laws by tribal members, most of the lands held in reserve for tribal persons reverted to public lands

Robinson 1979:14). 
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Fresno County was formed in 1856 and included parts of Mariposa and Merced Counties. Thetown

of Kerman was originally the Southern Pacific station of Collisafter Collis Huntington. This was

changed 1n 1906 to reflect the first three letters of the last names of W.G. Kerckoff and Jacob

Mansar, owners of Fresno Farms Company, that purchasedthe land in this area andestablished a

colony of Germans and Scandinavians (Gudde 1962:154; Smith 1960:395, 396).
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The goals of this cultural resources inventory were to identify and completely document the location, 

characteristics, and condition of allpotential historical resourcesin the Project area. Methods

employed to achieve these goals follow.

A letter requesting a search of the sacred lands files for the project area was sent to the Native

American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on November 21, 2013.  The NAHC responded on

November 25, 2013, stating that no Native American traditional cultural places have been recorded

within the project area.  The NAHC further supplied the names of Native American individuals who

might have additional knowledge about ancestral sites in the region.  Letters were requesting

information about the project area were sent to those identified by the NAHC on November 26, 2013.  

No responses to the letters have been received to date.  All correspondence with the NAHC and

knowledgeable individuals is provided in Attachment A.

An archival records searchwas conducted atthe Southern San Joaquin Valley InformationCenter

SSJVIC), an affiliate of the California Historical Resources Information System, located at California

State University, Bakersfield. The recordssearch was performed November 26, 2013by staff of the

SSJVIC. The records and literature generated as a result ofthe search are summarized in Section 4.1

of this document. The results of the records search are included Appendix B.

An intensive pedestrian survey of the entire Project areawas conducted November 22, 2013by URS

archaeologistMark Kile. The Project areawas surveyedwithin the roadway easement of California

Avenue and Floyd Avenue. During the survey, the ground surface was inspected for evidence of

prehistoric and historic-erause, including evidence of topographic disturbance, soil discoloration, 

charcoal, modified bone or stone and exotic materials. The area is used for agriculture and included

almond orchards, plum orchards and grape vineyards.
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A recordssearch conducted on November 26, 2013 by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information

Center at California State University Bakersfield failed to identify anyprevious studiesconducted

within 1/ 4 mile of the project area. The records search also indicated that there are no recorded

cultural resources within the project area or within the 1/ 4 mile radius.  

The Project area was subjected to an intensive pedestrian survey November 22, 2013 by Mark Kile,

RPA. The area was primarily used for agriculture and included almond orchards, plum orchards and

grape vineyards. The groundsurface visibility was excellent (100%).

During the course of survey the Thompson Extension Canal, whichis associated withthe Deadwood

Ditch, was encountered along California Avenue just east of BishopAvenue. This canal extension is

plotted on the 1922 Kerman USGS 7.5 topographic quadrangle.  

No prehistoric cultural materials were identified as a result of the pedestrian survey. The Thompson

Extension Canal was recorded using form DPR 523A to meet the Secretary of the Interior Standards

and Guidelines for Archaeology and the requirements of the California Office of Historic

Preservation’s Archaeological Resource Management Reports( California Office of Historic

Preservation 1990).
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No historic-eraorprehistoricresources other than the Thompson Extension Canal were identifiedin

the project area as a result of this cultural resourcesassessment. Because construction of the new

water main will involve drilling under the canal and, therefore, will avoid any impacts to the

resource, theThompson Extension Canalwas not evaluated for eligibility for listing in the National

Register of Historic Places or the California Register of Historical Resources.  Similarly, the

Deadwood Ditch was not evaluated.  The Deadwood Ditch was not recorded on DPR forms because it

is underground and not visible within the project’s APE.  As a result, the proposed Double L water

main will not impact any known cultural resourcesand the project will not have an adverse effect on

historic properties under the NHPA or a significant impact on historical resources under CEQA.

There is a remote possibility that other archaeological resourcesare present. Archaeological sites

may be buried with no surface manifestation. If prehistoric or historic-era materialsare encountered, 

it is recommended that all work in the vicinity halt until a qualifiedarchaeologist can evaluate the

discoveryand make recommendations. Prehistoric materials will most likely include obsidian and

chert flaked-stone tools (e. g., projectile points, knives, choppers), tool-making debris, or milling

equipment, such as mortars and pestles. Historic-eramaterials might include remainsof agricultural

implements; stone orconcrete footings and walls; and deposits of metal, glass, and/ or ceramic

refuse. 

The possibility of encountering human remains cannot be discounted. In accordance with Section

7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, it is a misdemeanor to knowingly disturb a human

burial. If human remains are encountered, work should halt in the vicinity of the remains and, as

required by law, the SacramentoCounty Coroner should be notified immediately. If human remains

are of Native American origin, the Coroner must notify the NAHCwithin 24 hours of that

determination. Pursuant to California Public Resources Code 5097.98, the NAHC, in turn, will

immediately contact an individual who is most likely descended from the remains( aka: a Most

Likely Descendent, MLD). The MLD has 48 hours to inspect the site and recommend treatment of

the remains. The landowner is obligated to work with the MLD in good faith to find a respectful

resolution to the situation and entertain all reasonable options regarding the descendants' 

preferences for treatment.

This report has been prepared based on certain key assumptions made by URS that substantially

affect the conclusions and recommendations of this report. These assumptions, although thought to

be reasonable and appropriate, may not prove to be true in the future. The conclusions and

recommendations of URS are conditioned upon these assumptions.

The Cultural Resources Report was prepared based upon information provided by theNCIC, direct

observation of site conditions, and other information that is generally applicable as of November 22, 

2013, and the conclusions and recommendations herein are therefore applicable only to that

timeframe.
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Information obtained from these sources in this timeframe is assumed to be correct and complete. 

URS will not assume any liability for findings or lack of findings based upon misrepresentation of

information presented to URSor for items not visible, made available, accessible, or present at the

site at the time of the document preparation.
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