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Preface

This document, together with the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report, dated April
2008, constitutes the Final Program Environmental Impact Report for the Clovis Unified
Fourth Educational Center Project. The information presented in this document has been
provided in accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines and includes the following:

Chapter 1 is the summary for the Final EIR. The summary has been revised to reflect
comments received on the Draft EIR.

Chapter 2 presents the Mitigation Reporting Program (MRP) for the project.

Chapter 3 contains a list of the agencies and individuals who received a copy of the Draft
EIR for review or a notice that the Draft EIR was available for review.

Chapter 4 presents the comments that were received on the Draft EIR, together with
Clovis Unified School District’s responses to the comments.
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Chapter

Summary

Introduction

This chapter presents a revised version of the Draft EIR summary description of the
proposed Clovis Unified Fourth Educational Center Project and its environmental
consequences, including the following:

. Each significant effect of the project with proposed mitigation measures and
alternatives that would reduce or avoid that effect;

. Areas of controversy known to the lead agency including issues raised by
agencies and the public; and

. Issues to be resolved including the choice among alternatives and whether or how
to mitigate the significant effects.

Additions to the text of the Draft EIR are underlined and deletions are lined out.

Summary Project Description

Project Location and Description

The Clovis Unified School District (District) is proposing to undertake the Clovis Unified
Fourth Educational Center project, which includes acquisition of a site, and the
construction and operation of a high school, intermediate school, elementary school and
related athletic/recreational facilities.

The 160.46-acre project site is located between N. Leonard and N. Highland Avenues on
the north and south sides of the E. Clinton Avenue alignment, Fresno County, California
(see Figures 2-1, 2-2, and 2-3). The site is located within Section 25, Township 13
South, Range 21 East, Mount Diablo Base and Meridian, as shown on the Clovis, Calif.
7.5 Minute Series USGS Quadrangle (1964). The Fresno County Assessor’s Parcel
Numbers for the site are 310-310-14T, 310-310-39, 310-052-10T, and 310-320-01S
through 08S.

The project consists of the acquisition of 160.46 gross acres by the District and the
development and operation of an educational center on the site. The educational center
will include a high school (2,900-student capacity), intermediate school (1,400-student
capacity), elementary school (700-student capacity) and related athletic/recreational
facilities. The project will also include an 8,000-seat football stadium.
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The buildings to be included on the site will include classrooms, administrative offices,
food service facilities, library/media facilities, gymnasiums, locker/shower facilities,
shop buildings and a maintenance area. The project could potentially include a
performing arts center. Adequate off-street parking for students, faculty and visitors will
be provided.

In addition, to the football stadium, the outdoor recreational/athletic facilities on the site
may include baseball and softball stadiums and fields, soccer fields, basketball courts,
tennis courts and a swimming pool complex. All of these facilities may be lighted.

The project includes various street, water, sewer, and storm drainage improvements
necessary to serve the site and eventual annexation of the site to the City of Fresno.

Construction of the facilities is expected to begin in approximately 5-7 years. The
duration of construction is typically about 2 years; therefore, the facilities are anticipated
to be completed and operational in approximately 7-9 years. The actual timing of
construction will be dependent upon enrollment growth and funding availability.

Lead Agency

The Clovis Unified School District is the lead agency for Fourth Educational Center
Project. The lead agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for
carrying out or approving a project.

Responsible Agencies/Required Permits and Approvals

Responsible agencies and approvals required for the project are described in Draft EIR
Chapter 2.

Significant Impacts of the Project

Impacts Presented

Listed in this section are the unavoidable and avoidable significant environmental effects
of the proposed project. Impacts that were determined to be less than significant without
mitigation are not listed but are discussed in the chapters of this EIR addressing specific
resources and conditions.

Unavoidable Significant Environmental Impacts

The following significant environmental impacts cannot be avoided if the proposed
project is implemented:

3.2 Impact: The project will conflict with existing surrounding agricultural land uses
and could conflict with nearby rural residential uses.

Mitigation Measures: The District shall implement the mitigation measures
recommended in subsequent chapters of this EIR for traffic, noise, air quality, and
aesthetics. (MRP see subsequent specific mitigation measures)
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5.1

5.2

8.1

10.3

Impact: The project will convert approximately 11 acres of Prime Farmland and
9 acres of Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-agricultural use.

Mitigation Measures: There are no mitigation measures that would prevent the
loss of agricultural land within the project site if the project is implemented.

Impact: The project will conflict with existing agricultural operations,
agricultural zoning and Williamson Act Contracts in its vicinity.

Existing Regulations

The following Fresno County Department of Agriculture conditions apply to the
application of pesticides adjacent to school grounds (including the proposed
project): (1) no pesticide application(s) are to occur within 1/8 mile of a school
while school is in session or while the school grounds are occupied. (2) No
pesticide with a worker safety re-entry interval greater than 48 hours shall be
applied within 1/8 mile of a school during regular, summer, or night school
sessions. In addition to the Department of Agriculture conditions, pesticide
applicators must comply with any conditions/restrictions on the pesticide label
that relate to applications(s) adjacent to school grounds.

Mitigation Measure:

5.2 Currently, all District campuses are closed, except for high school seniors in
good standing. The District shall continue to operate closed campuses unless the
Board determines that modifications to this practice will not cause significant off-
campus problems. (MRP 2)

Impact: The project will alter the existing rural and agricultural visual
environment.

Discussion: Although the project site will be professionally designed and
landscaped and will contain substantial open space, the alteration of the visual
environment from rural to a large educational facility cannot be mitigated.

Impact: Long-term emissions of ozone precursor pollutants will result from
project operations.

Mitigation Measures:

10.3(a) Trees shall be selected and located to protect the buildings from energy
consuming environmental conditions and to shade paved areas. Trees shall be
deciduous to allow shading of structures during the summer months and increased
solar heating during the winter months. Structural soil should be used under
paved areas to improve tree growth: for Structural Soil see
http://www.hort.cornell.edu/uhl/outreach/csc and for Tree Selection see
http://www.ufei.org. (MRP 1)
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10.3(b) The District shall work with the City of Fresno in designing the project
site to facilitate safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle connections to
adjacent neighborhoods. (MRP 1)

10.3(c) Energy-conserving features shall be included in the project sufficient to
exceed Title 24 requirements by 20 percent. Energy conservation measures
include both energy conservation through design and operational energy
conservation. Examples include (but are not limited to): Increased energy
efficiency (above California Title 24 Requirements) (see http://www.energy.
ca.gov/title24/); energy efficient windows (double pane and/or Low-E); high-
albedo (reflecting) roofing material; energy efficient lighting, appliances, heating
and cooling systems; programmable thermostat(s) for all heating and cooling
systems; awnings or other shading mechanism for windows; walkway overhangs;
and installation of ozone-destruction catalysts on air conditioning systems (when
available). (MRP 1 & 2)

10.3(d) Exits to adjoining streets should be designed to reduce time to re-enter
traffic from the project site. (MRP 1)

10.3(e) If public transit is provided on roadways located adjacent to the project
site, transit stop improvements shall be incorporated on streets adjacent to the site
to promote the use of transit to and from the project site during normal school
hours, as well as during special events held at the campus. Examples of such
improvements include providing information for posting of public transit
schedules, benches, shelters, and lighting. (MRP 1 & 2)

10.3(f) To reduce neighborhood vehicle travel to nearby park facilities, general-
use recreational facilities at the project site shall be made available for public use
during the daytime hours when school is not in session (i.e., weekends) , subject
to District approval. (MRP 2)

Discussion: A majority of the project-generated emissions would be associated
with the operation of mobile sources. Although measures to reduce mobile-
source emissions, such as promotion of transit use to and from the site, have been
included, emissions from mobile sources (including school buses) are regulated
by the ARB. Measures incorporated to promote pedestrian access and transit use
would reduce mobile-source emissions by approximately 1 percent (SMAQMD
2007). Area source emissions, such as the use of natural gas appliances and
landscape maintenance activities would constitute less than approximately 5
percent of the total project-generated emissions. Various mitigation measures
have, however, been incorporated to reduce onsite operational emissions from
area sources. Such measures would reduce total operational emissions from area
sources by approximately 5 percent. However, because project-generated
operational emissions would be primarily associated with on-road mobile sources,
mitigated emissions would still be anticipated to exceed SIVAPCD-recommended
significance thresholds of 10 tons/year. As a result, this impact is considered
significant and unavoidable.
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10.5

11.2

Impact: The project will contribute cumulatively to regional and local air quality
impacts and greenhouse gas emissions.

Mitigation Measure: With implementation of the Mitigation Measures listed
under 10.1, 10.2 and 10.3, the project’s contribution to cumulative air quality
impacts and greenhouse gas emissions would be lessened. (MRP 1 & 2)

Discussion: Even with mitigation, operational emissions of ROG would still be
anticipated to exceed the SJVAPCD’s recommended significance threshold of 10
tons/year. Although localized concentrations of pollutants would not be
anticipated to exceed applicable thresholds, with implementation of proposed
mitigation measures, short-term construction-generated emission would still
contribute, on a cumulative basis, to regional ambient concentrations of TACs,
particularly diesel-PM. Given the regions existing and projected nonattainment
conditions, this impact would be considered significant and unavoidable. With
respect to greenhouse gas emissions, since there are currently no thresholds
established under federal, state or local laws, this EIR takes a conservative
approach and considers the cumulative contribution of the project to greenhouse
gas emissions as a significant unavoidable impact.

Impact: The project will expose noise sensitive uses to on site stationary source
noise.

Mitigation Measures:

11.2(a) Mechanical building equipment shall be shielded from public exposure by
locating such equipment on rooftops, in equipment buildings or by the use of
other methods of shielding. (MRP 1 & 2)

11.2(b)When a site plan is prepared for the educational center, the stadium, other
athletic facilities and parking areas shall be designed and oriented to minimize
noise levels in relation to any existing or planned noise sensitive land uses in the
area. Possible methods include (1) location on the site to maximize the distance
from noise sensitive uses (within feasible and appropriate site design constraints
in relation to other facilities on the site); (2) the use of intervening building or
other structures between noise-sensitive receptors and onsite noise sources; and
(3) for the stadium, consideration of design features including but not limited to
solid berm and/or concrete seating, concrete walls, lowering of the field surface,
and a state of the art PA system. (MRP 1 & 2)

11.2(c) As part of the specific planning process for the Southeast Growth Area,
the City of Fresno should plan and design land uses in the vicinity of the site in
recognition of the features and characteristics of the educational center to
minimize any potential noise impacts. (MRP 3)

11.2(d)The hours of operation for facility maintenance activities that could be
deemed to impact nearby land uses shall be limited to between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00
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p.m., Monday through Friday, and between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.,
Saturday and Sunday, excepting emergency conditions. (MRP 2)

Discussion: Most on-site facilities should be able to be designed and mitigated
such that any noise impacts are less than significant. However, it is possible that
noise impacts from the football stadium or other facilities may not be able to be
completely mitigated at all adjacent locations. The stadium would potentially
subject nearby residences to high noise levels on a limited basis during late
summer and fall evenings and limited occasions such as graduation and large
track meets. If this were to occur, the noise impact would be considered
significant and unavoidable.

Avoidable Significant Environmental Impacts

The following significant environmental impacts can be avoided or reduced to a level of
insignificance if the mitigation measures listed with each impact are incorporated into the
project:

3.1

6.1

Impact: The project is inconsistent with the Fresno County General Plan
agricultural land use designation for the project site.

Mitigation Measures:

3.1(a) The City of Fresno should incorporate the project in the specific plan for
the Southeast Growth Area. (MRP 3)

3.1(b) At such time as annexation is feasible, the District shall request that the
City of Fresno annex the project site. “Feasible” for the purposes of this
mitigation measure shall mean that the annexation will comply with applicable
LAFCo policies and the City has complied with applicable requirements of the
January 6, 2003 Memorandum of Understanding with the County of Fresno,
including adoption of the specific plan. (MRP 2 & 3)

Impact: Project construction may result in direct mortality of special status
raptors, Loggerhead Shrike, non-listed raptors, and various other bird species.

Mitigation Measures:

6.1(a) A pre-construction survey will be conducted by a qualified biologist for
nesting raptors within 30 days prior to the on-set of construction or tree removal,
if tree removal is to occur during the nesting season (February through August) or
construction activity occurs within 250 feet of onsite trees during the nesting
season. (MRP 1)

6.1(b) If pre-construction surveys undertaken during the breeding season
(February through August) locate active nests within or near construction zones,
these nests, and an appropriate buffer around them (as determined by a qualified
biologist) would remain off-limits to construction until the breeding season is
over. Construction setbacks of 250 feet (or more) from occupied nests could be
required. (MRP 1)
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6.2

6.3

Impact: Project construction may result in direct mortality of Western Burrowing
Owls.

Mitigation Measures:

6.2(a) A pre-construction survey will be conducted by a qualified biologist for
burrowing owls within 30 days prior to the on-set of construction. This survey
will be conducted according to methods described in the Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 1995), which is standard for all burrowing owl
surveys in California. (MRP 1)

6.2(b) If pre-construction surveys undertaken during the breeding season
(February through July) locate active nest burrows within or near construction
zones, these nests, and an appropriate buffer around them (as determined by a
qualified biologist) would remain off-limits to construction until the breeding
season is over. Sethacks from occupied nest burrows of 100 meters or more could
be required where construction would also result in the loss of foraging habitat.
(MRP 1)

6.2(c) During the non-breeding season (August through January), resident
burrowing owls may be relocated to alternative habitat. The relocation of resident
owls must be according to a relocation plan prepared by a qualified biologist.
Passive relocation would be the preferred method of relocation. This plan would
provide for the owls relocation to nearby lands possessing available nesting and
foraging habitat. Relocation only applies to burrowing owls, which may be
resident in their nest burrows after the breeding season is over. (MRP 1)

Impact: Project construction may result in direct mortality of California Horned
Lark.

Mitigation Measures:

6.3(a) If construction is to occur during the nesting season (March through July),
a pre-construction survey will be conducted by a qualified biologist for nesting
horned larks within 30 days prior to the on-set of construction. The area of this
pre-construction survey will include all areas within 250 feet of construction
activity. (MRP 1)

6.3(b) If pre-construction surveys undertaken during the breeding season locate
active nests within or near construction zones, these nests, and an appropriate
buffer around them (as determined by a qualified biologist) will remain off-limits
to construction until the breeding season is over. Construction setbacks of 250
feet (or more) from occupied nests could be required. (MRP 1)
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6.4

7.1

Impact: Project construction may result in direct mortality of various bat species.
Mitigation Measures:

6.4(a) A pre-construction survey will be conducted by a qualified biologist for
maternal bat roosts within 30 days prior to the on-set of construction, if
construction is to occur during the maternal roosting season (March through
August) and would occur within 250 feet of buildings potentially used as maternal
roosting sites for bats. (MRP 1)

6.4(b) If pre-construction surveys undertaken during the breeding season (March
through August) locate active maternal roosts within or near construction zones,
these roosts, and an appropriate buffer around them (as determined by a qualified
biologist) would remain off-limits to construction until the breeding season is
over. Construction setbacks of 250 feet (or more) from occupied roosts could be
required. (MRP 1)

Impact: Project construction activities could result in the loss of subsurface
cultural or paleontological resources from the project site

Mitigation Measures:

7.1(a) All contractors and subcontractors for the project shall be informed, in
writing, of the possibility that cultural or paleontological resources may be
discovered during project activities. If any cultural or paleontological materials
are uncovered during project activities, work in the area or any area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall halt until a professional evaluation
and/or data recovery excavation can be planned and implemented. Appropriate
measures to protect remains from accidents, looting, and vandalism shall be
implemented immediately. (MRP 1)

7.1(b) After they have been professionally recorded in their place of discovery,
archaeological or paleontological materials shall be transferred to an appropriate
regional repository for preservation, research, and/or use in interpretive exhibits.
(MRP 1)

7.1(c) If human remains are discovered, the Fresno County Coroner must be
notified immediately. The Coroner has two working days to examine the remains
and 24 hours to notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) if the
remains are Native American (Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5). Once the
NAHC is notified, the procedures set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5(d) and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 shall be followed. (MRP
1)
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8.2

8.3

Impact: The project will create a potential for litter and graffiti.
Mitigation Measure:

8.2(a) The District shall properly clean and maintain the school facilities, and
shall support, encourage, and facilitate programs that encourage or require
students keep the campus and surrounding environs clean. (MRP 2)

8.2(b) Currently, all District campuses are closed, except for high school seniors
in good standing. The District shall continue to operate closed campuses unless
the Board determines that modifications to this practice will not cause significant
off-campus problems. (MRP 2)

8.2(c) The District shall provide security personnel to patrol the site and adjacent
parking areas before, during and after the football games to discourage littering,
graffiti writing and other undesirable activities. (MRP 2)

Impact: The project will increase light and glare in the project vicinity.
Mitigation Measure:

8.3(a) Stadium field lighting shall be designed in accordance with the
Illuminating Engineering Society’s Recommended Practice for Sports and
Recreational Area Lighting, in effect at the time of design. (MRP 1)

8.3(b) Stadium field lighting, recreation facility lighting and security lighting for
the buildings and parking areas shall be designed and oriented to minimize any
impacts on adjacent property. Light spill resulting from any project lighting shall
not exceed 1.5 footcandles at the property line. (MRP 1 & 2)

8.3(c) All parking area lighting shall be full cut-off type fixtures. A full cut-off
type fixture is a luminaire or light fixture that, by design of the housing, does not
allow any light dispersion or direct glare to shine above a 90 degree horizontal
plane from the base of the fixture. Full cut-off type fixtures must be installed in a
horizontal position as designed. (MRP 1)

8.3(d) All external signs and lighting shall be lit from the top and shine
downward except where uplighting is required for safety or security purposes.
The lighting shall be shielded to prevent direct glare and/or light trespass. The
lighting shall also be, as much as physically possible, contained to the target area.
(MRP 1)

8.3(e) Exterior building lighting for building or security or aesthetics shall be full
cut-off or a shielded type designed to minimize any upward distribution of light.
(MRP 1)
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9.1

9.2

10.1

Impact: The project will cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system.

Mitigation Measure:

9.1  The project shall be required to perform a project-specific traffic impact
study prior to submitting improvement plans for each phase of development,
including the proposed stadium, in accordance with City of Fresno and County of
Fresno requirements in place at that time. The City of Fresno currently requires
any project expected to generate 100 or more peak-hour trips to perform a traffic
impact study. The County of Fresno currently requires a traffic impact study for
all intersections at which a project will generate 10 or more peak-hour trips or 100
or more daily trips. In addition, Caltrans may require analysis of state facilities.
CUSD shall consult with the City of Fresno, County of Fresno, City of Clovis,
and Caltrans prior to any new construction project to determine the requirements
for a traffic impact study. The project shall be required to mitigate traffic impacts
to the level of service and queuing requirements of the affected agencies current
at the time the traffic study is performed. The future traffic impact studies shall
not be based on the trip generation data or traffic counts presented herein, but
shall be based on the best and most recent data available at the time the study is
performed. (MRP 1 & 2)

Impact: The project may result in localized traffic, parking, safety and
emergency access issues related to site driveways, loading and unloading areas,
parking lot locations, internal circulation and stadium use.

Mitigation Measure:

9.2  As part of the future site planning process for the project, a traffic and
parking analysis shall be prepared that (1) evaluates and addresses potential
traffic congestion where driveways intersect with adjoining public streets; (2)
ensures that adequate parking is provided for students, faculty, staff, visitors, and
athletic facilities, in accordance with accepted standards and practices for school
facilities existing at the time of site plan preparation; (3) provides for separate
off-street facilities for student drop-offs by parents and bus loading and
unloading; and (4) ensures that adequate emergency access is provided to the
project in accordance with local fire and law enforcement requirements. The
above analysis shall be prepared in coordination with City of Fresno and County
of Fresno planning and traffic engineering staffs, and City and County law
enforcement and fire departments. (MRP 1 & 2)

Impact: Short-term emissions of airborne particulate matter will result from
project construction activity.

Mitigation Measures:

10.1(a) Demolition and construction activities shall comply with all applicable
SJVAPCD Regulation VIII for the control of fugitive dust emissions. Demolition
activities would also be required to comply with SIVAPCD Rule 4002 to identify
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10.2

10.4

the presence of asbestos-containing building materials to be removed prior to
demolition. In accordance with SJIVAPCD Regulation V111, a Dust Control Plan
shall be prepared and submitted to the Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO) prior
to the start of construction. Written notification to the APCO shall also be
provided within 10 days prior to the commencement of earthmoving activities.
The Dust Control Plan shall describe all fugitive dust control measures to be
implemented before, during, and after any dust generating activity. SJVAPCD-
recommended dust control measures include (but are not necessarily limited to)
stabilization of all disturbed areas and unpaved construction roads; covering and
wetting of transported materials; removal of accumulated dirt and trackout from
adjacent streets; suspension of grading and excavation activities during periods of
high winds; and limitations on visible dust emissions and the maximum daily area
of ground disturbance. (MRP 1)

Impact: Short-term emissions of ozone precursor pollutants and diesel-exhaust
particulates will result from project construction activity.

Mitigation Measures: The following SJVAPCD-recommended mitigation
measures shall be implemented:

10.2(a) In accordance with SIVAPCD Indirect Source Review Rule (Rule 9510),
exhaust emissions for construction equipment greater than fifty (50) horsepower
used or associated with the development project shall be reduced by the following
amounts from the statewide average as estimated by the ARB: (a) 20 percent of
the total NOx emissions, and (b) 45 percent of the total PMy, exhaust emissions.
For example, construction emissions may be reduced by using less-polluting
construction equipment, which can be achieved by utilizing add-on controls, or by
use of cleaner fuels (i.e., biodiesel, emulsified diesel), ARB-certified alternative
fueled engines, or use of construction equipment that have engines that meet the
current off-road engine emission standard (as certified by the ARB). Use of
multiple technologies/emission reduction strategies may be required to achieve
required emissions reductions. Additional information pertaining to ARB-
certified emission reduction technologies can be obtained by contacting the
SIVAPCD at (559) 230-5820 or the ARB’s website at:
http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/offroad/ cert/cert.php. (MRP 1)

10.2(b)Prior to starting construction on the project, the District shall work with
the SIVAPCD institute measures to reduce NOx emissions such that the project
falls within the SJVAPCD’s significance threshold of 10 tons/year. These
measures may include but are not limited to replacing fossil-fueled equipment
with electrically driven equivalents; limiting the operational hours of heavy duty
equipment and/or the amount of equipment in use at any one time; limiting the
maximum daily area of ground disturbance; curtailment of construction activity
during periods of high ambient pollutant concentration; and minimizing
equipment idling time. (MRP 1)

Impact: The project could result in local mobile-source CO concentrations.
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111

11.3

Mitigation Measures: The following measures are recommended to reduce
short-term noise impacts to nearby land uses to a less than significant level:

10.4(a) The District shall be required to perform a project-specific traffic impact
study prior to submitting improvement plans for each phase of development.
Based on the findings of the traffic impact study to be prepared, an analysis of
localized mobile-source carbon monoxide (CO) concentrations at adversely
affected intersections that are projected to operate at unacceptable levels of
service (LOS E, or worse) shall be conducted. Analysis of localized mobile-
source CO concentrations shall be conducted in accordance with SIVAPCD-
recommended methodologies. Appropriate traffic mitigation measures shall be
incorporated, as deemed necessary, to ensure that predicted localized
concentrations of CO would not exceed applicable ambient air quality standards
at modeled receptor locations. (MRP 1 & 2)

Impact: Short-term noise will occur during project construction phases.

Mitigation Measures: The following measures are recommended to reduce
short-term noise impacts to nearby land uses to a less than significant level:

11.1(a) Construction equipment shall be properly maintained and equipped with
noise-reduction intake and exhaust mufflers and engine shrouds, in accordance
with manufacturers’ recommendations. Equipment engine shrouds shall be closed
during equipment operation. (MRP 1)

11.1(b)When not in use, motorized construction equipment idling shall be
minimized. (MRP 1)

11.1(c) Noise-generating construction activities shall comply with applicable
noise ordinance requirements. Accordingly, construction activities shall be
limited to between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, and between
the hours of 7:00 am. and 5:00 p.m., Saturday and Sunday. Construction
activities shall be prohibited on Federal/State-recognized holidays. (MRP 1)

Impact: Noise sensitive uses/activities on the project site may be subject to high
noise levels from adjacent streets

Mitigation Measure:

11.3 Proposed noise-sensitive exterior activity areas, including but not limited
to patios and exterior classrooms/interpretive areas, shall not be located within the
projected cumulative 60 dBA noise contours of adjacent roadways (Table 11-12),
unless noise-reduction measures are incorporated sufficient to reduce noise levels
within noise-sensitive exterior activity areas to below 60 dBA CNEL/L¢q. Noise-
reduction measures may include use of setbacks or barriers. (MRP 1)
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121

Impact: The project will increase local demand for water.
Mitigation Measures:

12.1(a) The availability of an adequate water supply to serve the project site shall
be determined by the City of Fresno. The project site will not be developed
without the City of Fresno having a water supply capable of meeting the water
needs of the project. (MRP 1)

12.1(b)The District shall construct necessary City of Fresno water system
improvements to ensure that the site will be adequately served in terms of water
quantity and pressure. The extent of the water facilities that will need to be
constructed will vary depending on the timing of the development of the
Educational Center site relative to the timing of development of other land areas
within the Southeast Specific Plan area. The District shall be responsible for
funding its proportionate share of improvements by mutual agreement and to the
extent required by law and shall be reimbursed by the City for water facilities
installed by the District that have capacity to serve other developments. (MRP 1)

12.1(c) Subject to agreement by the Fresno Irrigation District and the City of
Fresno, landscape irrigation water for the project shall be obtained from Fresno
Irrigation District surface water supplies. The Kutner Colony Number 329 ditch
currently supplies the site with irrigation water. Arrangements will need to be
made with the Fresno Irrigation District to determine the quantity of water to be
used for the site and the periods of delivery. (MRP 1, 2 & 3)

12.1(d) If a water supply well is determined to be needed on the project site, the
District will offer a well lot to the City of Fresno for purchase, sized appropriately
to allow for the inclusion of well head treatment facilities, or by mutual
agreement, to participate with the City of Fresno on other viable supply options,
as noted in 12.1(b). (MRP 1)

12.1(e) The water supply at the campus shall meet City of Fresno fire flow
requirements. (MRP 1)

12.1(f) The District shall pay Water related charges as determined by Fresno
Municipal Code. (MRP 1)

12.1(qg) Prior to developing site specific improvement plans for water supply and
distribution, the District shall consult with the City of Fresno Department of
Public Utilities on the water source to be used for landscape irrigation and design
the improvement plans accordingly.
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12.2

12.3

131

Impact: Development of the project may damage existing Fresno Irrigation
District facilities within the area of the project.

Mitigation Measure:

12.2 (a) All existing Fresno Irrigation District pipelines within the area of the
project shall be removed and replaced with rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe
in accordance with FID standards and the District shall enter into an mutually
acceptable agreement with FID for that purpose. (MRP 1)

12.2(b)Should the replacement pipelines be placed in a different alignment than
presently exists, the District shall dedicate an easement to FID for the pipeline as
required by FID. (MRP 1)

12.2(c) The District shall submit all project improvement plans to FID for review
and approval relative to how such improvements may endanger the structural
integrity of pipelines, easements or other facilities owned and operated by FID.
(MRP 1)

Impact: Improper destruction of existing wells on the site can allow pollutants to
enter the groundwater supply.

Mitigation Measure:

12.3 Upon development of the property, any existing water well(s) not intended
for use by the project, shall be properly destroyed. For those wells located in the
unincorporated area of Fresno County, the applicant shall apply for and obtain a
permit(s) to destroy water well(s) from the Fresno County Department of
Community Health, Environmental Health System prior to commencement of
work. The contractor hired to destroy any existing wells shall possess a valid C-
57 license. (MRP 1)

Impact: The project will result in a need for wastewater collection facilities.
Mitigation Measures:

13.1(a) The District shall extend wastewater collection facilities from the nearest
City of Fresno sewer main(s) capable of accepting the wastewater flows from the
project. The extent of the sewer facilities that will need to be constructed will be
determined by the City of Fresno and they may vary depending on the timing,
phasing and location of the educational facilities on the site and other
developments in the City of Fresno’s Southeast Growth Area. The District shall
be responsible for funding its proportionate share of improvements by mutual
agreement and to the extent required by law and shall be reimbursed by the City
for sewer collection facilities installed by the District that have capacity to serve
other developments. (MRP 1)

13.1(b) The District shall pay Sewer Facility charges as determined by Fresno
Municipal Code. (MRP 1)
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13.2 Impact: Wastewater generated by the project will require wastewater treatment
and disposal service.

Mitigation Measures:

13.2(a) The availability of wastewater treatment facilities to serve the project site
shall be determined by the City of Fresno. Such treatment capacity availability
may vary depending on the timing and phasing of the educational facilities on the
site and other developments in the City of Fresno’s Southeast Growth Area. The
project site will not be developed without the City of Fresno having wastewater
treatment capacity available to serve the site. (MRP 1)

13.2(b) The District shall pay Sewer Facility charges as determined by Fresno
Municipal Code. (MRP 1)

14.1 Impact: The project will result in increased stormwater runoff.
Mitigation Measures:

14.1(a) The District shall enter into a mutually acceptable agreement with
FMFCD for the development of the master-planned storm drainage facilities. The
agreement would identify storm drainage fee obligations of the District for
development of the site and/or fee credits and/or future reimbursements for the
District’s construction of any of the master-planned storm drainage facilities. If
permanent facilities are not available or feasible at the time of project
construction, the District shall have the option to construct temporary on-site
ponding facilities until permanent facilities are constructed or available. (MRP 1
& 3)

14.1(b) The District shall construct the FMFCD Master Plan Storm Drainage
Facilities that would connect the site to the FMFCD drainage basin DS and
excavate adequate storage volume within that basin to provide for the storage of
the runoff generated from the Educational Center site. If the basin is not fenced at
the time of school construction, the District shall fence the portion of the basin
site used for drainage service. (MRP 1)

14.1(c) The District shall dedicate storm drainage easements related to the
construction of any of the master-planned storm drainage pipelines that would
occur on the site, outside of the street right-of-way areas, including along Clinton
Avenue once abandoned by either FMFCD or the District. (MRP 1)

14.1(d) The grading of the project site shall be designed to facilitate storm water
flows from Highland Avenue to Drainage Basin DS. (MRP 1)

14.1(e) The District shall submit all improvement plans for grading, street
improvements and storm drainage to FMFCD for review and approval. (MRP 1)
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Impact: Stormwater runoff from project construction activities may pollute
natural watercourses and aquifers.

Mitigation Measures:

14.2(a) Project construction documents shall include (1) measures to prevent the
disposal of wastes, effluent, chemicals, or other noxious substances on the project
site during construction and (2) procedures to contain and properly clean up any
accidental spillage or disposal. (MRP 1)

14.2(b) The District shall comply with Environmental Protection Agency
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements,
administered by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), as follows:
(MRP 1)

(1) File a Notice of Intent (NOI) for discharge from the project site in
accordance with NPDES requirements prior to commencing construction;

(2) Require that the project contractor or District prepare a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) in accordance with guidelines adopted
by the SWRCB and institute the SWPPP during construction of the
project. The SWPPP shall provide a best management plan for the source
control of any pollutants that may be mobilized by runoff generated on the
construction site and which may enter the public drainage system; and

(3) File a Notice of Completion of Construction for the project site identifying
that pollution sources were controlled during construction and implement
a closure SWPPP for the site.

Impact: Development within a flood prone area may result in a portion of the site
being subject to periodic flooding.

Mitigation Measures:

14.3(a) Construction documents for the Educational Center are to include grading
and drainage plans. These plans shall be prepared in a manner that specifies the
filling and grading of the Zone A flood prone area such that no drainage water
will be retained on the site. All grading and drainage plans shall be prepared
consistent with FMFCD’s drainage master plan and shall be reviewed and
approved by FMFCD. (MRP 1)

14.3(b) Based on the project’s grading and drainage plan, the District shall file a
Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) with FEMA. With FEMA’s approval of the
LOMR, the Zone A flood prone designation will be removed from the Flood
Insurance Rate Maps and the project will no longer have a portion of the site
designated as flood prone. (MRP 1)
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19.1 Impact: The project will consume electrical energy and natural gas.
Mitigation Measures:

19.1(a) The District shall design all on-site facilities and equipment to exceed
Title 24 requirements by 20 percent. (MRP 1)

19.1(b) The District shall incorporate an energy control and management system
in the project design. (MRP 1)

19.1(c) The District shall incorporate the following energy reducing measures in
the design of the project as recommended in the LEED for Schools and
Collaborative for High Performance Schools programs to the extent feasible and
subject to financial limitations: optimum building orientation for energy
efficiency, daylighting (designing the buildings to maximize the use of natural
light); energy efficient lighting with automatic shutoff and dimming, the use of
cool reflective roofing materials; and the landscaping and shading of parking,
hardscape and building areas to keep ambient temperatures down. (MRP 1)

20.1 Impact: Pesticide application or product disposal associated with agricultural use
could have materially impacted the project site.

Mitigation Measures:

20.1  Prior to site development and in accordance with Education Code Section
17213.1, the site shall be tested for persistent agricultural chemicals, residential
pesticides and other potential contaminants in accordance with the Preliminary
Environmental Assessment. Should such contaminants be identified in the soil in
concentrations that would be detrimental to human health, appropriate
remediation of site soils, or other effective mitigation, shall take place prior to site
development in accordance with Education Code Section 17213.2. (MRP 1)

Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impacts evaluation in Chapter 22 of this EIR is based upon the
cumulative impacts analysis presented in the City of Fresno’s Master Environmental
Impact Report No. 10130 — 2025 Fresno General Plan (MEIR). The MEIR identified the
following significant and unavoidable cumulative impacts related to implementation of
the 2025 Fresno General Plan: increased traffic congestion, increased air quality
degradation, increased demand for water, loss of productive agricultural resources, and
increased noise generation. The analyses presented in this EIR determined that the
proposed project would not change the conclusions presented in the MEIR. No
significant cumulative impacts identified in the MEIR would be increased because of the
project and no new significant cumulative impacts would result from the project.
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Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes

Implementation of the project would result in the use, or consumption, of nonrenewable
resources including agricultural land and some construction materials and energy
resources.

Summary of Alternatives Addressed

In accordance with CEQA, this EIR addresses two “no project” alternatives and three
alternative site locations. The first “no project” alternative assumes the project study area
would remain in agricultural use because this is the current site condition. The second
“no project” alternative assumes the project study area would be developed as planned by
the 2025 Fresno General Plan. Under the general plan, the study area is conceptually
planned for medium density residential development.

The evaluation of alternative locations is based on the Fourth Educational Center Site
Selection Study (revised) (December 2006), which is incorporated in this EIR as
Appendix I-1. This report identified and evaluated four possible locations for the project,
including the proposed project site, all of which are addressed in Chapter 24 and
summarized below:.

. The No Project/Agricultural and Rural Residential Use Alternative would achieve
none of the project’s objectives because the project would not be developed. It
would avoid or substantially lessen all but two of the project’s significant effects
and increase one (pesticide application).

. The No Project/Medium Density Residential Use Alternative would achieve none
of the project’s objectives because the project would not be developed. It would
avoid or substantially project impacts related to land use conflicts and would not
result in noise and light impacts due to a stadium. This alternative would
substantially increase water consumption and the generation of wastewater.

. Development of the project on Alternative Site B would not achieve all of the
project’s objectives. Development on Site B would require the elementary school
to be developed on a parcel separated from the main site by a major street. This
would not meet the project objective of having an educational center on one site.
In addition, this alternative would result in an increase in prime agricultural land
conversion because the project contains substantially more prime agricultural land
than the project site.

. Development of the project on Alternative Site C would not achieve all of the
project objectives. Site C is too small to accommodate a stadium or elementary
school. Site C is in the middle of a permanent rural residential area and the
project would not be compatible in such an area. The alternative site would result
in the conversion of more prime agricultural land but would have less of an
impact with respect to agricultural conflicts on adjacent land.
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o Development of the project on Alternative Site E would achieve all of the
project’s objectives. However, this alternative would result in an increase of the
project’s effects related to land use conflicts, prime agricultural land conversion,
and agricultural conflicts. This is because the project would be within an area that
is adjacent to land planned to remain in agricultural use and the site contains
substantially more prime agricultural land than the project site. Site E also has
very limited street access, which would not be able to handle the traffic and
access needs of the project. Trip length and air quality emissions would increase
due to the location of the site on the eastern edge of the planned urban area.

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126(c)(2) requires that “if the environmentally
superior alternative is the “no project” alternative, the EIR shall also identify an
environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives.” As demonstrated by
Table 24-7, the No Project/Agricultural Use alternative would avoid or substantially
lessen all but one of the project’s significant environmental effects. It is, therefore, the
environmentally superior alternative, although it would achieve none of the project
objectives.

Based on the alternatives analysis, none of the alternatives would be environmentally
superior to the project. Therefore, notwithstanding the “no project” alternatives, the
project would be the environmentally superior alternative.

Areas of Controversy and Unresolved Issues

No project-related areas of controversy or unresolved issues were identified during the
preparation of this EIR.
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Mitigation Reporting Program

Introduction

This Mitigation Reporting Program (“MRP”) is adopted by the Clovis Unified School District
for the project in accordance with the requirements of the Public Resources Code Section
21081.6 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15097. The purpose for the MRP is to ensure
implementation of all mitigation measures that have been adopted to mitigate or avoid
significant effects on the environment, as identified in the EIR.

Mitigation Reporting Coordinator

To effectively implement the mitigation reporting program for the project, the District Board
shall designate the Assistant Superintendent, Facility Services, or his designee, as the Project
Mitigation Reporting Coordinator (“Coordinator”). The Coordinator shall be responsible for
ensuring that the mitigation measures incorporated into the project are complied with during
project implementation and for reporting said compliance to the Board.

Mitigation Reporting Procedures

The following mitigation reporting procedures shall be used to ensure implementation of the
project mitigation measures. The reporting procedures are divided into three classifications:
(1) those that are applicable to project design and construction-related mitigation measures
that can be directly implemented by the District, (2) those that are applicable to operational
mitigation measures that can be directly implemented by the District, and (3) those that are
applicable to mitigation measures that are the responsibility of other agencies. The appropriate
mitigation reporting procedure (MRP) abbreviation for each mitigation measure is listed after
each measure appearing in Chapter 1 of this Final EIR (i.e. MRP 1, MRP 2, MRP 3 or a
combination thereof).

1. Design and Construction-Related Mitigation Measures (MRP 1)

The reporting procedures for that are applicable to project design and construction-related
mitigation measures shall be as follows:

(@ The Coordinator shall submit a copy of the design and construction-related mitigation
measures to the project architect, engineer, and contractor, for incorporation in the
project plans, construction specifications, permits and contracts, as appropriate.
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(b) Prior to starting construction on each phase of the project, the Coordinator shall
determine and report to the Board that all design and construction-related mitigation
measures under the District’s control have been incorporated in the project plans,
construction specifications, permits and contracts, as appropriate.

(c) During construction, the Coordinator shall inspect the project site regularly to ensure
that all work complies with the design and construction-related mitigation measures. If
a discrepancy is identified and is not corrected within a reasonable period, the
Coordinator shall report the discrepancy to the Board for final disposition. The
Coordinator may order the work to cease until the Board has addressed the
discrepancy.

(d) Prior to the District accepting the improvements for each phase of the project, the
Coordinator shall determine and report to the Board that the project has been designed
and constructed in accordance with the mitigation measures.

Operational Mitigation Measures (MRP 2)

The reporting procedures for that are applicable to operational mitigation measures shall
be as follows:

(@) Before each phase of the project becomes operational, Coordinator shall determine
and report to the Board that all operations-related mitigation measures have been
incorporated in the project operational plans and procedures.

(b) Following one year of operation of each phase of the project, the Coordinator shall
submit a report to the Board documenting the status of all operational mitigation
measures. The report shall address the effectiveness of the mitigation measures and
any changes that should be made by the Board if a measure is less than effective.

Other Agency Mitigation Measures (MRP 3)

The reporting procedures for mitigation measures that are the responsibility of other
agencies shall be as follows:

(@) The Coordinator shall refer all applicable mitigation measures to the other agencies
responsible for implementing the measures and coordinate with the agencies to
effectuate the measures.

(b) The Coordinator shall report to the Board on the actions taken by the agencies to
implement the measures.
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Notification

The persons, organizations, and public agencies that were sent copies of the Draft EIR or
were notified of the availability of the Draft EIR for public review are listed in this
chapter. Those who received the Draft EIR and Notice of Availability are indicated in
bold type. All others on the list received the Notice of Availability only.

A copy of the Notice of Availability is included at the end of this chapter. The Notice of
Availability appeared in the Fresno Bee on April 28, 2008 and was posted in the Fresno
County Clerk’s office. A copy of the Draft EIR was made available at the Fresno County
Library Reference Desk, 2420 Mariposa Street, Fresno and on the internet at
www.cusd.com.
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Clovis Unified School District

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
Draft Program Environmental Impact Report
Fourth Educational Center Project

The Clovis Unified School District has completed a Draft Program Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the Fourth Educational Center project. Notice 1s hereby given that the Draft EIR is
available for public review and comment. The 45-day public review period required by law will
begin on Monday April 28, 2008 and end on Wednesday, June 11, 2008.

Project Description and Location: The project consists of the acquisition of 160.46 gross
acres by the Clovis Unified School District (District) and the development and operation of an
educational center on the site. The project site is located between N. Leonard and N. Highland
Avenues on the north and south sides of the E. Clinton Avenue alignment, Fresno County,
California. The Fresno County Assessor’s Parcel Numbers for the site are 310-310-14T, 310-
310-39, 310-052-10T. and 310-320-018 through 08S. The educational center will include a high
school (2,900-student capacity), intermediate school (1,400-student capacity), elementary school
(700-student capacity) and related athletic/recreational facilities, including an 8,000-seat football
stadium,

Construction of the facilities 1s expected to begin in approximately 5-7 years. The duration of
construction is typically about 2 years; therefore, the facilities are anticipated to be completed
and operational in approximately 7-9 years. The actual timing of construction will be dependent
upon enrollment growth and funding availability.

Potential Project Impacts: Based on the Drafi EIR, the project could have significant
environmental effects related to: Land Use and Public Land Use Policy; Agricultural Resources;
Biological Resources; Cultural Resources; Aesthetics; Traffic; Air Quality; Noise; Water Supply
and Quality: Wastewater Collection and Treatment, Drainage and Flooding; Law Enforcement
and Fire Protection: Energy Resources; and Hazardous Materials and Conditions. The Draft EIR
found that most of the potentially significant project impacts could be reduced to insignificance
by mitigation measures presented in the Draft EIR. The exceptions included significant
unavoidable impacts related to agricultural resources, changes to the existing rural environment,
air quality and potential stadium noise.

Opportunity to Review and Comment on Draft EIR: Copies of the Draft EIR may be
reviewed or obtained in the office of Bill McGuire, Associate Superintendent, Administrative
Services, Clovis Unified School District, 1450 Herndon Avenue, Clovis, CA 93711, telephone
(559) 327-9110. The Drafi EIR may also be reviewed online at www.cusd.com or at the Fresno
County Library, Reference Desk, 2420 Mariposa Street, Fresno, CA 93721.

Any interested person may submit written comments on the Draft EIR prior to the comment
deadline: Wednesday, June 11, 2008 at 5:00 P.M. Please submit written comments to Bill
McGuire at the above address or by facsimile to (559) 327-9129. All comments addressing
environmental issues will be responded to in the Final EIR.

Project Decision-Making Process: After the Final EIR is prepared, the Clovis Unified
Governing Board will consider certification of the Final EIR and approval of the project at a
regularly scheduled board meeting. The public will have an opportunity to address the Board at
the meeting. Formal notice of the meeting will be given prior to the meeting.
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Comments Received and Responses to
Comments

This section includes the comments received on the Draft EIR and the responses of the
Clovis Unified School District to the comments. Each comment within the letters has
been assigned a reference number that corresponds to the number assigned to each
response. For reference, a list of the comment letters is presented below (date of letter in

parentheses).
Comment Letters Page
1. | California Native American Heritage Commission (April 28, 2008) 4-3
District Response 4-5
2. | County of Fresno Department of Public Health (April 30, 2008) 4-7
District Response 4-8
3. | California Department of Transportation, District 6 (April 30, 2008) 4-9
District Response 4-10
4. | Fresno County Local Agency Formation Commission (May 12, 2008) 4-11
District Response 4-22
5. | County of Fresno Department of Public Works and Planning 424
(May 13, 2008)
District Response 4-41
6. | Fresno Irrigation District (June 10, 2008) 4-44
District Response 4-47
7. | City of Fresno Planning and Development Department (June 10, 2008) 4-49
District Response 4-50
8. | City of Fresno Public Utilities Department (June 10, 2008) 4-51
District Response 4-53
9. | Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse 4.55
(June 10, 2008)
District Response 4-57
4-1
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10. | Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (June 11, 2008) ___4-'2%———
District Response o

11. | City of Clovis Department of Planning and Development Services 4-64
(June 11, 2008)
District Response 5
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~ The Native American Heritage Commission is the state agency designaled to protact Callfomia’s Native
Amencan Cultural Resources. The California Enviconmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that
causes a substantial adverse change In the significance of an historical resource, that includes archaeclogical.
resources, s a ‘significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per the Califomia
CodaofRWﬁﬁOBlS(b)(c(CEQAgjddlm).Sedon15382dﬂw20070£0k&idd.hesdaﬂmn' &
significant impact on the environment es “a substantial, or potentially substantal, adverse change in any of physical
conditions within an area affectad by the proposed projedt, including . objects of historic or aesthetic significance.”
!nmmmwmm.MMwhwmmmmhemﬂMQmm
impact on thesa resources within the 'area of poteniial effect (APE)', and if so, to mitigata that effect. To adequately
assess the project-telated impacts on historical resources, the Commission recommends the following action:
vV Contact the approprate Celifomia Historic Resources Information Center (CHRIS) for possible ‘recorded sites’ in
locations whera the davalopment witl or might oceur.. Contactinformation for the Information Center neareat you la

avaliable from the Stats Office of Historic Preservation (0168/853-7278) http:/Avww.ohp parks.ca.gov. The record
search will determine:

If a part or the entire APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

if any known cullural resources have aiready been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.

if the probabifity Is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

if 2 survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

slHmudnmbﬁnl:muﬂquhmmimd,ﬁwﬁﬁshmhdnpwpemﬁmdap’o&esaimdmpondetafm

the findings and recommandatons of the records search and field survey.

= The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measwers should be submitted
‘immedietsly to the planning department.  All information regarding site locations, Native American human ..
remains, and assogated funerary objects should ba in a seperate confidential addendum, and not be mada
available for pubic diedosure. * ) ; ; y

= Thae fina wiitten report should be submitted within 3 monthe after work hes been complated to the appropriate

v Contact the Native American Heritage Commizsion (NAHC) for: : , ¥ oy

* . A Saced Lends Fie (SLF) ssarch of the project area and information on tribal contacts in the project
citstion format to assist with the Sacred Lands File search request LS

: i name. OWIEEER, [ange and sectorn, o

= The NAHC advises the use of Native American Monitors to ensure proper identification and care given cuhural
. resources that moy be discovered. The NAHC recommends that contact be made with Nati j ’
Contacs on the attached list to get their input on potential project impect (APE). In some cases, the exdstence of
a Native American cultural resources may be known only 10 a local tribe(s).

v Lack of surface evidence of archedlogical resources does not preciude their subsisface existence.

= Load agendes shoukd incuda in their mitigafion plan provisions for the idenffication and evaluation of
accidentally dscovered archeological resources, per Californla Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §150684.5 (f).
In areas of identified archasciogical sensitivity, a certified archaoologist and a culturally affiiated Native
American, with knowledge in cultural resources, shoukd monitor a ground-disturbing activities.

= A cuturally-sfifinted Native American friba may ba tha only source of information about a Sacred Site/Native
Amertican cultural resourca. : '
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Response to California Native American Heritage Commission, Dave Singleton,
Program Analyst

Response 1-1

As indicated in the Draft EIR, a record search was conducted at the Southern San Joaquin
Valley Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information System at
Cal State Bakersfield to identify areas previously surveyed and identify known cultural
resources present within or in close proximity to the project site. According to the
Information Center records, no cultural resources have been identified within the project
site, nor has the project site been previously surveyed. Six surveys have been conducted
within a Ys-mile radius of the present project site. No cultural resources have been
identified within a %%-mile radius of the project site.

There are no known resources within or immediately adjacent to the project site that are
listed on the National Register of Historic Places, California Points of Historical Interest,
State Historic Landmarks, or the California Inventory of Historic Resources. A request
was sent to the Native American Heritage Commission asking for a review of
information on file pertaining to Native American sacred sites that may be within or in
close proximity to the project site. A search of the sacred land files failed to indicate the
presence of Native American cultural resources in the immediate project site.

In the unlikely event that buried archaeological deposits or human remains are
encountered during development-related activities, the Draft EIR contains the following
mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measure 7.1(a)

All contractors and subcontractors for the project shall be informed, in writing, of the
possibility that cultural or paleontological resources may be discovered during project
activities. If any cultural or paleontological materials are uncovered during project
activities, work in the area or any area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent
remains shall halt until a professional evaluation and/or data recovery excavation can
be planned and implemented. Appropriate measures to protect remains from
accidents, looting, and vandalism shall be implemented immediately.

Mitigation Measure 7.1(b)
After they have been professionally recorded in their place of discovery,

archaeological or paleontological materials shall be transferred to an appropriate
regional repository for preservation, research, and/or use in interpretive exhibits.

Mitigation Measure 7.1(c)
If human remains are discovered, the Fresno County Coroner must be notified

immediately. The Coroner has two working days to examine the remains and
24 hours to notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) if the remains

Clovis Unified Fourth Educational Center Final EIR 4-5



the NAHC is

_ _ . . Once
are Native American (Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5) (d) and Public

notified, the procedures set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5
Resources Code Section 5097.98 shall be followed.

4-6

Comments Received and Responses to Comments



County of Fresno

Department of Public Health
Edward L. Morcno, M.D., M.P_H., Director-Health Officer

/(/\
99999999
Apnl 30, 2008 ¥ EUDQHUSO
PE 2600

Bill McGuire, Associate Superintendant
Administrative Services

Clovis Unified Schoaol District

1450 Herndon Avenue

Clovis, CA 93711

Dear Mr. McGuire:

SUBJECT: DEIR for Clovis Unified School District 4" Educational Center
LOCATION: North Leonard Avenue between East Shields and East McKinley Avenues

Thank you for the opportunity to review the above noted document. The Fresno County
Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division concurs with the
information contained therein and has no further comments at this time but requests
that a copy of the final Environmental Impact Report be provided to this department
upan circulation.

If 1 can be of further assistance, please contact me at (559) 445-3357.

Epvironmental Health Specialist [11
nvironmental Health Division

ga

Clovis Unified DEIR 41h ED Cealer

1221 Fulton Mall / P.O. Box 11867 / Fresno, California 93775 / (559) 445-3357 / FAX (559) 445-3379

Feual Engloyment Opponunity = Affimative Action = Disablzd Employcr
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' , Glenn Allen, R.E.H.S,
Response to County of Fresno Department of Public Health
Environmental Health Scientist III

Response 2-1

blic Health (Department
No response required. The County of Fresno DCPE’}:‘TI‘;";nth[:; no further comments !2
concurs with the information contained in the Dr:i!’ll o enstod 46y T8 Department when i
copy of the Final Environmental Impact Report will be
becomes available
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e,  RECEIVED [C'%7,
April 30, 2008 MAY -2 2008 | €
STATE CLEARING HOUSE 2131-IGR/CEQA
6-FRE-180-67.590+/-
, DRAFT EIR
C.U.S.D. (FOURTH ED. CENTER)
SCH #2005101054
~ Mr.Bill McGuire, Associate Supcnnlmdcnt
. CU-SD B s T L _— e _#M;——-:?W?m’e#’__:
3450 Heesdon Aveass ' ol

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
1362 WEST OLIVE AVENUE
P. 0.BOX 12616

FRESNO, CA 93778-2616
PHONE (559) 445-5868 :
FAX (659) 4834088 "3 T e

_of Fresno and Caltrans prior to any new construction to dctermme the reqmrcments for the TIS.
This mitigation measure is accéptablé to Caltrans. =~ ™~ =777 " TS Sl b |

Clovis, CA 93611

Dear Mr. McGuire:

‘We have completed our review. of the draft EIR for the “Fourth Educaticnal Center” project
proposed by the Clovis Unified School District. The site is located between North Leonard and
North Highland Avenues, north and south of the Bast Clinton Avenue alignment. The
educational center would consist of a high school (2,900 student capacity), intermediate school
(1,400 student capacity), elementary school (700 student capacity) and related -
athletic/recreational facilities.  The site-would also include an 8,000-seat football stadium.
Caltraps has the following comments:

Mitigation Measure 9.1 indicates that the project shall be required to perform a pmjt:Ct-speciﬁc
Traffic Impact Study (TIS) prior to submitting improvement plans prior to each phase of
development. This approach was adopted since construction is not anticipated to take place for
5-7 years and site plan preparation was determined fo be premature at this time. The mitigation
measure further indicates that C.U.S.D. shall consult the City of Fresno, City of Clovis, County

If you have any guestions, pIcasl: contact me at (559) 445-5868.

Sincerely,

//ZPZD

MICHAEL NAVARRO
Office of Transportation Planning
District 06 -

C: SCH

=Caltrans improves mobiliry across California”

Clovis Unified Fourth Educational Center Final EIR
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i : chael Navarro, Office of
Responses to California Department of Transportation, Michae )

Transportation Planning, District 6
Response 3-1

e which will require
No response required. Caltrans concurs with Mitigalion Mgaﬂ(lrfr*’isg) l;;n'or s submiclting
the preparation of a project-specific Traffic Impact Study
improvement plans prior to each phase of development.
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Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission

May 12, 2008 3

Bill McGuire, Associate Supernntendent
Administrative Services

Clovis Unified School District

1450 Hemdon Avenue

Clavis, CA 93711

Dear Mr. McGuire:

Subject: Draft Program Environmental Impact Report - Clovis Unified School District
Fourth Educational Center, SCH# 2005101054

We have reviewed the Clovis Unified School District's (CUSD) Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR) for the District's Fourth Educational Center, which proposes
construction of a high school, middle school, elementary school, and associated
athletic/recreational facilities including an 8,000-seat football stadium on 160.46 acres
of land. We offer the following comments in response to the DEIR:

1. The DEIR correctly states that annexation of the project site to the City of Fresno
will require review and approval of the Fresno Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCo). It should be noted that LAFCo is charged by the State of 4-1
California with encouraging orderly growth and development, discouraging urban
sprawl, preserving open space and agricultural lands, and efficiently extending
urban services. LAFCo's review of the annexation proposal will consider the
project’s potential effects as they relate to these factors.

2. The DEIR cormrectly states that LAFCo's approval of expansion of the City of
Fresno's Sphere of Influence to include the Southeast Growth Area (SEGA)
included a condition that the City must prepare or adopt a community or specific
plan for the SEGA before LAFCo will approve such an annexation. It should be

noted that two additional conditions are also required to be met prior to annexation 4-2

of any land within the SEGA. These conditions require the City to:

= “Prepare and adopt a Master Service Delivery Plan for the Southeast
Growth Area.”

1LLAFCo Qffice 2115 Kern C-h’r\rﬂ-' Suite 31 ﬂ’ Frgsnn}_ CA93721
Phone: (559) 495-0604 * Fax: (559) 495-0655 = E-mail: cfleming@co.fresno.ca.us

Clovis Unified Fourth Educational Center Final EIR 4-11



May 2, 2008

Mr. McGuire, Associale Superintendent
Page 2 of 3

exing the

« “Prepare, adopt and begin to implement a progr%rgr ::nofrt:g r:’resr?o Air

designated open space areas in the approach GOl L o™ ity

Terminal... and for rural '95“’9““3‘.”e'ghmmoothsast Growth Area.”
existing Sphere of Influence in the vicinity of the Southe

) - F rclated to
The City will be required to address additional specific reqm::rr:;r;;‘-ir e BEDIA
these conditions as identified in Resolution NoO. !.1501'141 e enclosed for your
Sphere of Influence expansion. (A copy of this resolution 1S

reference.)

3. At the time CUSD is considering annexation of the project site, Ilfsgomioczrgflfd?;
jointly meeting with LAFCo staff, Fresno County staff, and City 0 dregent crvdfioe
discuss the specific annexation proposal. Depending on how adja it
nearby City boundaries are configured at that time, it may be 'nezce:ssdarym1 ol
properties in addition to the project site in order to ensure logical Rha ‘?t y 'tg
boundaries and efficient provision of City services to the S i
neighboring parcels. If annexation of additional parcels is required, a supplemenl_a
CEQA environmental review may be required in order to ensure all potential
impacts of the annexation have been considered.

4. The Draft EIR has identified lands in and around the project site as Prime
Farmmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance and Farmland of Local Importance.
In addressing potential impacts the project may have on agriculture, the Dra:ft EIR
should also consider the definition of “Prime Agricultural Land” listed in th_e
Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000 (Act). This
definition differs from the California Department of Conservation's (DOC) definition
of Prime Farmland and may be considered to be more inclusive than the DOC's
definition. For LAFCo purposes, the environmental document must consider loss

of Prime Agricultural Land as defined by the Act (Government Code Section
56064), below:

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

(a) Land that gualifies, if irmigated, for rating as class | or class Il in the
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service land use capability

classification, whether or not land is actually irrigated, provided that
irrigation is feasible.

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

(c) Land that supports livestock used for the production of
food and fiber and that has an annual carrying capacity equivalent to at
least one animal unit per acre as defined by the United States Department

of Agriculture in the National Range and Pasture Handbook, Revision 1,
December 2003

12 Comments Received and Responses to Comments




May 2, 2008
Mr. McGuire, Associate Superintendent
Page 3 of 3

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

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

5. Twenty acres of the project site are under a Williamson Act Contract. In orde!' for
this land to be included within the annexation, LAFCo must make specific findings
pursuant to Government Code Section 56856.5.

6. Please note, if for any reason CUSD determines that extension of City of Fresno
water, sewer, and/or other services to the project site is necessary before
annexation of the project site to the City becomes feasible, submittal of an

extension of services request to LAFCo will be required (Government Code
Section 56133).

7. At the time annexation is proposed, one hard copy and one electronic copy (on
compact disc) of the Final EIR and Notice of Determination should be submitted
with your formal application to the LAFCo Executive Officer. It should also be
noted that Fresno LAFCo will be serving as the “responsible agency” when it
considers this Final EIR for the annexation request.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft EIR for CUSD's Fourth
Educational Center. If you have any questions, please contact me at (559) 495-0604.

Sincerely,
C Dl S, Sl

Darrel Schmidt, Deputy Executive Officer
Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission

Enclosure

c. Nick Yovino, Director, City of Fresno Planning and Development Department
Keith Bergthold, Assistant Planning Director, City of Fresno Planning and
Development Department
Bruce Bames, Project Manager, City of Fresno Planning and Development
Department
Bernard Jimenez, Manager, Fresno County Development Services Division

GALAFCO WORKING FILES\CEQA\Responses\Clovis Unified Fourth Educational Centor EIR.doc
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RESOLUTION NO. Usol-144

N
FRESNO LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION CgMMISS!O
FRESNO COUNTY, CALIFORNI

OVED
REQUEST FOR REVISION TO THE ) ADOPTED mesgs AND APPR
CITY OF FRESNO SPHERE OF ) WITH CONDITIO
INFLUENCE )

WHEREAS, in order to carry out its purposes and responsibilities for pllanngwn% i22(1 sihzzxrlg
the logical and orderly development and coordination of local QOVemmen(;a.t ago TG lhi(;
advantageously provide for the present and future needs of the County and ils A m. t
Commission has the authority under the Cortese-K“?x'Heanerg Loc;aﬂ G fmenh
Reorganization Act of 2000 (the "Act") to develop and determin€ the.sphere all u?nﬁﬁ 0| e
local governmental agency within the County and enact policies C%eS'gﬂed L SO 4 esoglf:a[
and orderly development of areas within the sphere (California GenymEneh. ace: fesion
56425(a); and

WHEREAS, this Commission has the authority to establish spheres pf influence, or to
revise or amend adopted spheres of influence of local govermental agencies after a naoticed
public hearing called and held for that purpose (California Govemment Code Section 56427); and

WHEREAS, a proposal for a revision to a local government's adopted sphere of influence
may be made by the adoption of a resolution of application by the legislative body of an affected
local agency (Califomia Government Code Section 56654(a); and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the Cila‘r of Fresno, Califomia, adopted a resolution of
application (Resolution No. 2005-507) on the 6" day of December 2005, applying to the Fresno
Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) for consideration of an amendment (hereafter
referred to as the “Proposal” or “proposed SOI revision”) to the City’s Sphere of Influence to include

the "Southeast Growth Area”, consisting of approximately 8,863 acres, as identified in the Fresno
2025 General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City of Fresno filed a certified copy of said resolution of application with the
Executive Officer pursuant to Califomia Government Code Section 56756; and

WHEREAS, the affected territory is generally described as an area bounded on the north by
the Gould Canal, to the east by McCall, Highland and Temperance Avenues, on the south by
Jensen, and North Avenues, and on the west by the existing Fresno Sphere of Influence boundary
along Minnewawa, Temperance, and Locan Avenues, as depicted in “Exhibit A" attached to this
resolution and made a part hereof; and

WHEREAS, said resolution of application (Resolution No. 2005-507) stated that Article VI of
the City / County Amended and Restated Memaorandum of Understanding (hereafter referred to as

the “MOU" or "tax sharing agreement”) requires the City to meet various conditions before
proceeding with development within the Southeast Growth Area; and

FEY Comments Received and Responses to Comments



WHEREAS, said resolution of application states that the City has met all the conditions
identified in Article VI of the MOU with the exception of the preparation and approval of the
Southeast Industrial Growth Area Business Park Specific Pan and attainment of the 80%
residential development build-out in selected Community Plan Areas, and that provided the SOI
amendment is approved, the City will move forward with the preparation and adoption of varicus
Community and Specific Plans; and

WHEREAS, at its March 16, 2005 hearing the Local Agency Formation Commission
requested more detailed environmental analysis, especially with respect to issues related to the
preservation of agricultural lands; and

WHEREAS, in response to the request for more detailed environmental information, the
City caused to be prepared a more detailed initial study to support a new Environmental
Assessment (No. SOI-05-01, Finding of Conformity to the 2025 Fresno General Plan Master
Environmental Impact Report (MEIR 10130) dated September 29, 2005); and

WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed the more detailed environmental information and
found that the information supports and reaffirms the original finding and made a new finding
based on the new information that there is no substantial evidence in the record that the
“Southeast Growth Area SOl Amendment” may have an adverse impact on the environment; and

WHEREAS, as commended by Section 56425 (b) of the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local
Govemment Recrganization Act of 2000, the City of Fresno presented the proposal to the Fresno

County Board of Supervisors and requested them to support and concur with the City’s request;
and

WHEREAS, &t its January 31, 2006 hearing, by a vote of three to two, the Board of
Supervisors approved its support of a resolution of reapplication to LAFCo for an amendment to
the City’s SOI to include the Southeast Growth Area; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 56425 (b), when there is an agreement between the
County and a city seeking an SOl amendment the Commission shall give great weight to the
agreement in its final determination of the city’s SOI; and

WHEREAS, said application for an SOI revision was deemed complete and accepted for
filing by the Interim Executive Officer and a Certificate of Filing was issued pursuant to Califomia
Govermment Code Sections 56651 and 56658(g), and accordingly Commission proceedings were
deemed initiated; and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer set this matter for hearing on April, 12, 2008, at the hour
of 1:30 p.m., and caused notice of said hearing to be published in accordance with Califomia
Govemment Code Section 56153 in a newspaper of general circulation which is circulated within
the territory affected by the sphere of influence proposed to be amended; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 56665 the Executive Officer reviewed
said application and all supporting materials and prepared a report to this Commission, including a
recommendation for approval with specified conditions, said report having been mailed to the
Commission, the officers or persons designated in the application, each local agency whose
boundaries or sphere of influence would be changed by the Proposal, and each affected local

2
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agency that has filed a request for a report with the executive officer, at least five days before said
hearing; and

WHEREAS, this Commission reviewed the Executive Officer's report and recomrrfendatlon
and all supporling materials, including Initial Study No. SOI-05-01, Finding of Conformity to the
2025 Fresno General Plan Master Environmental impact Report (MEIR 10130) dated September
29, 2005, the Master Environmental Impact Report, and all other doquments that were
incorporated by reference into said report, pursuant to Government Code Section 56665(d), which
report was duly considered by this Commission pursuant to State law; and

i . th
WHEREAS, said Proposal was considered by this Commission at said hearing on the 12
day of April, 2006, at which the Executive Officer presented staffs report and recommended

approval of the Proposal with specified conditions, and testimony was presented in favor and
against the Proposal; and

WHEREAS, this Commission considered all relevant factors and evidence and heard all
affected agencies and interested parties wishing to speak on said application; and

WHEREAS, as Responsible Agency, this Commission independently reviewed and
considered the information in the Draft and Final MEIR for the Fresno 2025 General Plan and the
City's subsequent "Environmental Assessment / Initial Study” and the City’s “Finding of Conformity”
issued pursuant to Section 21157.1 of the Califomia Public Resources Code (Califomia
Environmental Quality Act “CEQA”) prior to taking its action, and determined that the City’s finding
is appropriate, pursuant to State law, and that the Proposal is consistent with these documents and

that these documents are sufficient on which to make a determination on the proposed sphere of
influence revision.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Fresno Local Agency Formation
Commission does HEREBY STATE, FIND, RESOLVE, DETERMINE, AND ORDER as follows:

SECTION #1 — This Commission hereby adopts the findings required by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) listed below:

1. Acting as a Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines, the Final Master Environmental
Impact Report prepared for the 2025 Fresno General Plan by the Lead Agency, the City of
Fresno, has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA Guidelines

(Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and the Guidelines for Implementation of

the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA Guidelines — California Code of
Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq.).

2. This Commission considered the information in the Final Master Environmental impact
Report and the Initial Study upon which the Lead Agency determined said project to be
within the scope of the “Master Environmental Impact Report (MEIR) No. 10130" prepared
and certified for the 2025 Fresno General Plan, prior to making a determination about the
Proposal, together with any and all comments received during the public review process
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and finds on the basis of the
whole public record before the Commission, including the Final Master Environmental
Impact Report and the Initial Study and any comments received, that there is no substantial
evidence that the project will have a significant effect on the environment, and that the Lead
Agency's determination pursuant to Section 21151.1 of the California Public Resources

Comments Received and Responses to Comments



Code (Califoria Environmental Quality Act “CEQA”) refiects the Lead Agency’s

independent judgment and analysis pursuant to CEQA Section 15074, et seq. (Public
Resources Code Sections 21083 and 21087).

Acting as Responsible Agency pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, the Commission hereby finds that the Lead Agency’s determination is
appropriate, pursuant to Section 21151.1 of the California Public Resources Code
(California Environmental Quality Act “CEQA”), and finds that that Final Master
Environmental Impact Report and the subsequent Initial Study are sufficient on which to
make a determination on the proposed change of organization.

SECTION #2 — This Commission hereby finds that the proposed change of organization
is consistent with LAFCo Policies, Standards and Procedures Section 330, “Sphere of Influence

Updates and Revisions,” and the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization
Act of 2000.

SECTION #3 — This Commission hereby finds that the April 12, 2006 public hearing and
consideration of the proposed SOI revision were legally noticed pursuant to California
Government Code sections 56427 and 56153, and that all notices related to this matter were

duly given in accordance with State law, including, but not limited to, the Act and CEQA
Guidelines and govemning laws.

SECTION #4 — This Commission finds that, pursuant to California Government Code
section 56426.5(b)(1)(2) the proposed SOI revision will facilitate planned, orderly, and efficient
patterns of land use and provision of services. The public interest in the change of organization
substantially outweighs the public interest in the continuation of existing Williamson Act
Contracts in the affected territory beyond the current expiration date of said Contracts.
Additionally, the change of organization is not likely to adversely affect the continuation of said
Contracts beyond their current expiration date. In making this determination, the Commission

considered all relevant factors pursuant to California Government Code section
56426.5(b)(2)(A-C).

SECTION #5 - This Commission Determines that the MUNICIPAL SERVICE REVIEW
AND SERVICES PLAN dated December 2005 prepared by the City of Fresno conforms to the
requirements of Section 58430 of the Califomia Government Code, and hereby adopts the
proposed Written Determinations contained therein with the following addition:

Government Structure Options (Page 61) — Add: 4. As the provider of a full range of

urban services the City is the logical agency to provide these services in the subject
area.

SECTION #6 — This Commission hereby makes the following determinations pursuantto
Government Code Section 56425(e):

1. The proposed Sphere of Influence expansion will accommodate anticipated growth needs
of the City of Fresno in the affected area, and, with certain recommended conditions for
future annexations therein, wil: provide for all existing and planned uses.

B

The present and probable needs for public facilities and services in the area will be
provided for as identified in the MUNICIPAL SERVICE REVIEW AND SERVICES PLAN

4
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, - 5 : : and
prepared by the City of Fresno. The need for additional facilities will be |dc?r?;lf;?:n Al
addressed during the preparation and adoption of the Communlt)f il spbe low

Southeast Growth Area as required in conditions 1 and 2 of Section 8, balow:

The present capacity of public facilities and adequacy of public services tha:\;}&?\l%ﬂyp,ql_
provides or is authorized to provide have been adequately identified in he d
SERVICE REVIEW AND SERVICES PLAN prepared by the City of Fresno, an y
additional facilities needs will be identified and addressed during the preparation an edin
adoption of the Community or Specific Plan for the Southeast Growth Area as requiredi
conditions 1 and 2 of Section 8, below.

No social or economic communities of interest have been identified in the subject area
that are deemed relevant to the Commission.

SECTION #7 — This Commission hereby approves the proposed revision 1o the City of
Fresno Sphere of Influence to include the “Southeast Growth Area” (approximately 8,863 acres)

within the City's adopted sphere of influence (LAFCo File No. USOI -144), as depicted in Exhibit
o,

SECTION #8 — If and when the City submits an application for annexation for any
affected parcels within the amended SOI, the City shall complete the following plans and
programs prior to the Commission's approval of such an application:

1. Prepare and adopt a Community or Specific Plan for the Southeast Growth Area, inc!uding
the preparation, public review, and certification of environmental documents and findings
pursuant to CEQA. This plan shall include, but not be limited to, policies to address the
requirements of Section 56426.5 of the Califomia Government Code for lands subject to
Williamson Act contracts.

2. Prepare and adopt a Master Service Delivery Plan for the Southeast Growth Area.

3.

Prepare, adopt and begin to implement a program for annexing the designated open space
areas in the approach corridor of the Fresno Air Terminal (areas designated with an “R" on
the 2025 General Plan map), and for rural residential neighborhoods within the City's
existing Sphere of Influence in the vicinity of the Southeast Growth Area. This program
shall provide for logical and reasonable development, discourage urban sprawl, preserve
open-space and prime agricultural lands, efficiently provide for govermment services, and
encourage orderly development.

The rural residential neighborhood annexation program should emphasize the retention of
characteristics that make the neighborhoods desirable places to live, while making
provisions for appropriate improvements needed to incorporate such characteristics into the
urban landscape. The program should include an outreach effort demonstrating to
residents that annexation into the City would provide for an enhanced living environment
preferable to staying in an unincorporated enclave, surrounded or substantially surrounded
by the City. This proaram shall also be applicable within the Southeast Growth Area, and

shall be refiected in the Specific Plan prepared by the City as required by condition 1,
above.
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The annexation program for the designated Open Space areas in the Fresno Air Temingl
approach corridor should be undertaken as a means to preserving open space lands that

would otherwise not be proposed for annexation, thereby providing fqr the efficient
extension of govemment services to areas beyond the approach corridor, and providing for

orderly boundaries that will facilitate annexalion of other properties proposed for urban
development.

SECTION #9 - The Executive Officer is hereby authorized and directed to mail C?ﬂiﬁed
copies of this resoluton as provided in Government Code Section 56882 and to file, as

appropriate, in the office of the Fresno County Clerk all environmental documents, if any, pertaining
to the approval of this Propasal, as required by state law.

T Ok k¥ kT R k& o ok om Rk ® R K W R K K Kk Rk o® k& & w A ok R A % ok k&

ADOPTED THIS 12" DAY OF APRIL, 2006, BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES: Commissioners Lopez, Rodriguez, Fortune, Altemate County Commissioner
Larson, and Waterston.
NOES: None

ABSENT: Anderson

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF FRESNO )

CERTIFICATION OF CHAIRMAN

I, Bob Waterston, Chairman of the Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission,

Fresno County, State of California, certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the
Commission at a regular meeting held on the 12™ day of April, 2006.

Fu (5D

Bob Waterston, Chairman
Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission

GMAFCO WORKING FILESAPRIL 12, 2005\RESOLUTION - FRESNO SOl.doc
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EXHIBIT *A”
RESOLUTION NO. USOI-144
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Responses to Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission, Darrel Schmidt, Deputy

Executive Officer

Response 4-1

Comments regarding LAFCo’s role in the review and approval of annexations are noted.
Response 4-2

The comment that the City of Fresno must prepare, adopt and implement a Master
Service Delivery Plan and a program for annexing the designated open space areas 1n the
approach corridor of the Fresno Air Terminal is noted. These items and others consist of

conditions of approval for the City’s Sphere of Influence expansion approved by LAFCO
on April 12, 2006.

Response 4-3

The District has no objection to meeting with the County of Fresno, City of Fresno and
LAFCO staffs prior to annexation of the project site. The District understands_that the
annexation of intervening parcels may be required in order to facilitate logxcz}l. and
orderly City boundaries, and that supplemental environmental review for the additional
parcels may be required.

Response 4-4

The comment regarding “Prime Agricultural Land” is noted. The following paragraph
has been added to page 5-3 of the Draft EIR (added text is underlined):

Prime Agricultural Land (pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg
Act)

Based on the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Act (Gov’t Code Section 56064) definition
of “Prime Agricultural Land”, it appears that 20 acres of the 160 acre project site
could be classified as Prime Agricultural Land. The 20 acres are located in the
northwest portion of the project site and currently consists of a one acre home site
and a 19 acre almond orchard.

Response 4-5

The District acknowledges that LAFCo must make findings pursuant to Government
Code Section 56856.5 prior to annexing land under Williamson Act contract.

Response 4-6
The District acknowledges that an extension of services request, as provided under

Government Code Section 56133, will be necessary if the extension of City of Fresno
services to the site are necessary before it is feasible of annex.
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Response 4-7

The EIR submittal requirements for annexation are noted. LAFCo’s role as a responsible
agency is noted on page 2-6 of the Draft EIR

Clovis Unified Fourth Educational Center Final EIR 4-23



County of Fresno

PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING
DEPARTMENT OF ALAN WEAVER, DIRECTOR

May 13, 2008

Mr. Bill McGuire

Assaciate Superintendent, Administrative Services
Clovis Unified School District

1450 Herndon Avenue

Clovis, CA 93711

Dear Mr. Bill McGuire:

Enclosed are my comments for Draft EIR for the Fourth Educational Center Project.

Sincerely, ;
& 2 3 ; =iip

PoEN /1:- » 3 4 /-l;'/';',:’
Daniel Gibbs
Supervising Engineer

DG:ame

Enclosure: Draft EIR

MAINTENANCE AND OPERATIONS DIVISION
2220 Tulare Street, Eighth Floor / Fresno, California 93721 / Phone (5:9) 262-4245 / FAX (659) 262-4166
Equal Employment Opportunity » Affimative Action « Disabled Employer
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8.3

9.1

Impact: The project will increase light and glarc in the project vicinty.

Mitigation Meusure:
in accordance with the

8.3(a) Stadium ficld lighting shall be designed ee for Sports and

Nluminating Engineering Socicty's Rcoommcndcd. Prac
Recrealional Area Lighting, in effect at the time of design.

lighting and security li_ghgng for
d oriented to minimize any
ect lighting shall

8.3(b) Stadium Geld lighting, recreation facility
the buildings and parking areas shall be designed an i
impacts on adjacent property. Light spill resulting from any proj
not exceed 1.5 footcandles al the property line.

8.3(c) All parking arca lighting shall be full cut-off type fixtures. A s c‘"*’fr
type fixture is a luminaire or light fixture that, by design of the housing, dqes nol
allow any light dispersion or direct glarc to shine above a 90 degree horizonta

planc from the base of the fixture. Full cut-off type fixtures must be installed in a
horizontal position as designed.

83(d) All extemnal sipns and lighting shall be lit from thc top and shine
downward except where uplighting is required for safety or security purposes. The
lighting shall be shielded to prevent direct glare and/or light trespass. The Jighting
shall also be, as much as physically possible, contained to the target arca.

8.3(e) Exterior building lighting for building or security or aesthelitfs shall be full
cut-off or a shielded type designed to minimize any upward distribution of light.

Impact: The project will cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system.

Mitigation Measure: ™ h

9.1 The project shall be required to perform a projects
study prior t¢/ submitting improvement plans for each phas
including the fproposed stadium, in accordance with City of Fresnband County of
Fresno requigements in place at that time. The City of Fresno currgntly requires
any project ekpected to generate 100 or more peak-hour trips to perfqrm a traffic
impact study.\ The County of Fresno currently requires a traffic impagt study for
all interscctiods at which a project will generate 10 or more peak-hour tfips or 100
or more daily (gps. In addition, Caltrans may require analysis of statd facilities.
CUSD shall co
Caltrans prior to
traffic impact study. ¢ project shall be required to mitigate traffi impacts to

cific traffic impact
of development,

based on the best and mosl recent data

performed. [~65 ‘C- —é;, & ,/:}’4
" a ;,‘,
lik- D" £y -

at the time the study is
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14.2

14.3

Impact: Stormwater runoff from project construction activities may pollute
natural watercourses and aqui fers,

Mitigation Measures:

14.2(a) Project construction documents shall include (1) measures to prevent the
disposal of wastes, effluent, chemicals, or other noxious substances on the project
site during construction and (2) procedures to contain and properly clean up any
accidental spillage or disposal.

14.2(b) The District shall comply with Environmental Protection Agency National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) pemmit requirements,
administered by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), as follows:

(1) File a Notice of Intent (NOI) for discharge from thc project site in
accordance with NPDLES requirements prior to commencing construction;

(2) Require that the project contractor or District prepare a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) in accordance with guidelines adopted
by the SWRCB and institute the SWPPP during construction of the
project. The SWPPP shall provide a best management plan for the source
control of any pollutants that may be mobilized by runoff generated on the
construction site and which may enter the public drainage system; and

(3) File a Notice of Completion of Construction for the project site identifying
that pollution sources were controlled during construction and implement
a closure SWPPP for the site.

Impact: Development within a flood prone area may result in a portion of the site
being subject to periodic flooding.

Mitigation Measures:

14.3(2) Construction documents for the Educational Center arc to include grading
and drainage plans. These plans shall be prepared in a manner that specifies the
filling and grading of the Zone A flood prone area such that no drainagc watcr
will be retained on the site. All grading and drainage plans shall be prepared
consistent with FMFCD’s drainage master plan and shall be reviewed and
approved by FMFCD.

14.3(b) Based on the projecl’s grading and drainage plan, the District shall file a
Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) with FEMA. With FEMA’s approval of the
LOMR, the Zonc A flood prone designation will be removed from the Flood
Insurancc Rate Maps and the project will no longer have a portion of the site

designated as flood prone.

Clovis Unified Fourth Educational Center Final EIR
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TABLE 2-1 (Cont’d)
REQUI]U:.BAPPROVAJ.S

City of Fresno

Anncx projoct silc ; . .
. Amwswwmmwswmlmnm
-
arca

7

Coenly of Fresno

Sources

arca L~
TG . - .
- Awmmmplnwmﬂmmiwﬂ’

Fresno, Cily of, Planning and Development Department. Draft EnvarmU;lSeng !nﬁ;:;fﬁ;r
No. 10130, 2025 Fresno General Plan. Environmental consultant: rpo

2002.

United States Geological Service. Clovis, Calif. 7.5 Minute Series USGS Quadrangle. 1964.
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Geology, Soils, Seismic Conditions, and
Mineral Resources

Setting

Introduction

This chapter evaluates the potential impacts related to geologic, soils and seismic conditions.
The evaluation is based primarily upon a report prepared by Technicon Engineering Scrvices,
Inc. (Preliminary Geotechnical Report Proposed Fourth Educational Center west of Highland
and Clinton Avenues Clovis, California. April 2, 2008).

Geologic Setting

The project site is located in the east central portion of the San Joaguin Valley. The valley is
bordered on the east by the Sierra Nevada and on the west by the Coast Ranges. The valley fill
consists of a sequence of marine and overlying continental sediments, Jurassic to Holocene in
age, that reach a thickness of as much as 28,000 feet on the southwest side of the valley. The
project site is situated on Ilolocene fan deposits from the Sierra Nevada mountains to the east.

Soil borings taken from the project site exposed soils consisting of surface silty sand with
varying silt and clay content underlain by laterally discontinuous lenses and layers of clayey
sand, sandy silt, sandy clay, and poorly graded sand with silt to the depth explored, 51.5 fect
below surrounding grade (bsg). The granular soils generally had a relative consistency of

medium densc to dense. The fine grained soil had a relative consistency of medium stifl to
hard.

Groundwater was encountered at two boring locations at depths of 44 & In addition,
groundwater clevation data from California Department of Water Resources were reviewed
and the shallowest historical water levels in the area have occurred at a depth of 9 feet.

e e

Surface Faulf Rupture

The project site and its vicinity are located in an area traditionally characterized by relatively
low scismic activity. The site is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.
Table 4-1 identifies the primary sources of seismic shaking for the project site and presents the
fault type, distance from the site, magnitude, and ground accelerution based on published
sources. Faults with the greatest potential to produce strong ground motion at the project sitc
are: (1) the Great Valley Fault Zone (also known as the Coast Ranges Sierran Block), which
produced the 1983 Coalinga Earthquake and the 1985 North Kettleman Hills Earthquake; (2)

4-1
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. Existing Conditions;
- Cumulative Conditions Without Project (Year 2025); and
. Cumulative Conditions With Project (Year 2025).

For existing conditions, this chapter defines the exi siing
project vicinity, the conceptually planned major street system, an :
tip generation and distribu'uon
ed and the site driveway locations

street and traffic conditions in the
d existing traffic volumes.

For project impacts, this chapter provides projected
information. Since the site plan for the project is not defined and |
are not known, this chapter does not evaluate access to the project site.

Existing and Planned Lane Configurations

Table 9-1 presents the study road segments, identifics the City 2t
the road s:gmcnl is localct{ the Cof:rr::y and City road designation, the number 'Ofb ::;Uﬂg
lanes, and the number of planned lanes. The information presented in Table 9-1 I; e 03
Figure TR-1b of the Fresno County General Plan, Appendix G Concept Lan :,cdal;e
Circulation Map for the Southeast Growth Area of the City of Fresno General Plan, an
Circulation Plan of the City of Clovis General Plan.

Table 9-1 Existing and Planned Lane Configurations

sphere of influence in which

Designation Number of Lanes

Road Segment 501 Cou-nty City Fxisting | Planned
Leonard Avenue | Ashlan to Gould Canal Clovis n/a Arterial 2U 1D
Leonard Avenue Gould E—m;nl to McKinley | Fresno n/a Arterial 2U 4D
Highland Avenue | Ashlan to Gould Canal Clovis n/a Collector 2U 4U
Highland Avenue | Gould Canal to McKinley Fresno n/a Collector 2U a4u
DeWolf Avenue Dikota to Gould Canal Clovis n/a Collector 2U au
DeWolf Avenue Gould Canal to Olive Fresno n/a Collector 2V 4U
Fa-nchcr Avenue McKinley to Belmont Iresno wa Collector 2U 4U
Shields Avenue Locan to Highland Fresno Arterial | Anerial 2U 4D
McKinley Avenue | Temperance to McCall Fresno n/a Arterial 2U 4D

It is understood that City of Fresno staff docs not expect that a diagonal roadway connecting
I.econard Avenue and DeWolf Avenue will actually be constructed as illustrated in the City of
Fresno’s Coneept Land Use and Circulation Map for the Southeast Growth Area. Instead, for
purposes of this report it is assumed that Leonard Avenue will be designated as an arterial
between Shields and McKinley Avenues.

3, 06-4/727 by 2éA 7 5.6
) it j3 nitt ?
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Road Segment Level of Service Analysis

& ; ent of Transportation’s
oad segment analyses were based on the Florida Depmubmu“'zed Areas (Non-State

Generalized Peak Hour Directional Volumes for Florida's Ur .

Roadways, Major City/County Roadways). The table is presented in Appendix ?-rBiﬂP °;k4
hour level-of-service characteristics for road segments are presented in T able 9-3. Table
presents the specific peak-hour volume thresholds used in the analyses.

Table 9-3 Level of Service Characteristics for Roadvways

|_Level of Service Description
Primarily free flow operations ~ :
Reasonably unimpedcd operations, ability to mancuver only slightly restricied
Stable operations, ability to maneuver and select operating specd affected
Unstable flow, spceds and ability to mancuver restricied

Significant delays, flow quite unstable

Fxtremely slow speeds

Reference: 1998 Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board

Table 94 Peak-Hour Volume Thresholds for Roadway Levels of Service

m|@|O0|wm | >

Lanes Divided A B C D E £
1 Undivided - % <480 481 - 760 761 - 810 >810
1 Divided ” - <504 505 - 798 799 - 850 >851
2 Undivided |- = <1,064 | 1,065-1,539 | 1,540-1,634 | >1,634
2 Divided - . <1,120 1,121-1,620 | 1621-1,720 >1,720
3 Divided B - <1,740 1,741 -2,450 | 2,451-2,580 >2,580
Reference: Florida Department of Transportation Table 4-7, Generalized Peak Hour Directional Volumes for 1) 1
Florida's Urbanized Areas
ne . @

The City of }’remo. City of Clovis, arfd County of Fresno regfice that a level of service D or
better be lymnmined within the spherc of infliienee-efth of Fresno and City of Clovis to
comply with the 2025 General Plan, Transportation and Streets and Ilighways, Policy E-1-f
Tables 9-5 and 9-6 present the results of the peak-hour road segment analyses.

9-13
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City for water facilities installed by the District that have capacity to serve other
developments.

12.1(c) Subject to agreement by the Fresno Irrigation District and the City of Lresno,
landscape irrigation water for the project shall be obtained from Fresno lirigation
District surface water supplies. The Kutner Colony Number 329 ditch currently
supplics the site with imrigation water. Arrangements will need to be made with the
Fresno Iirigation District to determine the quantity of water to be used for the site and
the periods of delivery.

12.1(d) If a water supply well is determined to be needed on the project site, the District will
offer a well lot to the City of Fresno for purchasc, sized appropriatcly to allow for the
inclusion of well head treatment ficilities.

12.1(e) The water supply at the campus shall meet City of Fresno fire flow requirements.

12.1(f) The District shall pay Water related charges as determined by Fresno Municipal
Code.

Level of Significance
This impact will be less than significant with the incorporation of the mitigation measures.

(Note: Please refer to Chapter 14, Drainage and Flooding, Impact 14.2, for a discussion of
potential impacts to water quality resulting from stormwater runoff.)

Impact 12.2:

Development of the project may damage existing Fresno Irrigation District
Sacilities within the area of the project.

There are a number of Fresno Irrigation District pipelines within the area of the project The
pipes were not designed for use within non-agricultural arcas. In order to maintain the integrity
of the FID pipelines they will need to be reconstructed with pipe materials that can withstand
urban development on the ground surface above the pipes.

Mitigation Measures ']"\W CUVﬂ%, Y‘MJ& wn G

‘/ 12.2 (a) All existing Fresno Irrigation District pipelines within the area of the project shall be
removed and replaced with rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe in accordance
with FID standards and the District shall enter into an mutually acceptable
agreement with FID for that purpose.

122(b) Should the replacement pipelines be placed in a different alignment than presently
exists, the District shall dedicate an easement to FID for the pipeline as required by
FID.

122(¢) The District shall submit all project improvement plans to FID for review and
approval relative to how such improvements may endanger the structural integrity of
pipelines, easements or other facilities owned and operated by FID.

12-6
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Drainage and Flooding
Setting

This chapter was prepared based on information provided by Blair, Church & Flynn Consulting
Engineers.

The proposed project is located within the Fresno Metropolitan Flood C‘:"“t.mfl M ?wga[gr
FMFCD’s responsibilities include planning, constructing and maintaining 'th? t:l:m.:

drainage collection and disposal facilitics necessary for urban development e
metropolitan arca. FMFCD is divided into numerous drainage zones that have (or are planned (o
have) a system of underground gravity flow pipclines that drain to stormwater retention basins or

drainage outfalls.

The project site is located within proposed FMFCD Drainage Zone “DS™. The Master Pla_n for
Drainage Zone DS is preliminary in nature and has not been adopted by FMFCD. Tfle Drainage
Zone DS master plan will be finalized and adopted as a part of the City of Fresno’s Southeast
Growth Areas Specific Plan process. None of the proposed drainage collection system and
disposal facilities for Drainage Zone “DS” have been constructed. The rctention basin for
Drainage Zone “DS” has been acquired by FMFCD and it is located immediately west of the
project site, between Leonard and DeWoll Avenues (FMFCD, 2007).

Significance Criteria

Appendix “G” of the State of Califonia CEQA Guidelines provides that a project may be
determined to have a significant effect on the environment if it would (a) substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner that would result in substantial on- or off-site erosion or siltation; (b)
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on- or off-site; (c) create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storrmwater drai stems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; (d) place wi a 180- flood hazard area structures that would impede or
redirect flood flows; or (e) exposc peopld or structures to significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam.

]

%ﬂ
%%%
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erity U

iy 1£ S
Significant Impacts am ication Measures '7(717 / oW —
Impact 14.1: B\
o

: result of converting the site from
(o an Edwcatipna-Center. Utilizing the FMFCD
0.5 feet of rainfall and utilizing an overall
g0 amp sitc would generale
water runofl (Blair, Church & Flynn, 2007).
The FMFCD has a preliminary Storm Drainage Master Plan for Drainage Zones “DS” (FMFCD,
2007). The master plan for the drainage zone will be finalized and adopted by FMFCD in
conjunction with the City of Fresno’s Southeast Growth Areas Specific Plan process.

existing agnicultural and
design event of storing
coefficient of runoff, Z
approximately 49.5 acre>fec

Full development of Educational Center will require the construction of the FMFCD master

planned storm drainage collection system pipelines and a portion of the proposed storm drainage

in, appropriately to store the runoff produced from the proposed project based

- on 0.5 feet of minfall) The route of the master planned facilities may be modified, upon the

“Any additional costs imposed on the project by an increase in the length of

pipe facililies, not included in the route established in the FMFCD Master Plan, are to be paid for
as a part of the project development.

Mitigation Measures

14.1(a) The District shall enter into a mutually acceptable agreement with FMFCD for the
development of the master-planned storm drainage facilities. The agreement would
identify storm drainage fee obligations of the District for development of the site
and/or fee credits and/or future reimbursements for the District’s construction of
any of the master-planned storm drainage facilities. If permanent facilities are not
avuilable or feasible at the time of project construction, the District shall have the option
to construct temporary on-sitc ponding faciliies until permancnt [facilitics are
constructed or available.

14.1(b) The District shall construct the FMFCD Master Plan Storin Drainage Facilities that
would connect the sile to the FMFCD drainage basin DS and excavate adequate
storage volume within that basin to provide for the storage of the runoff generated
from the Educational Center site.

14.1(c) The District shall dedicate storm drainage ecasements related to the construction of
any of the master-planned storm drainage pipelines that would occur on the site,
outside of the street right-of-way areas.

Level of Significance
This impact will be less than significant with the incorporation of the mitigation measures.

14-2
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Impact 14.2:

: % s ute natural
Stormwater runoff from project construction activities may poll.
watercourses and aquifers

Construction activities can ultimately pollute natural watercourses and aquifers bylé? :;s::nb::g
vegetation and soils, which causes erosion and siltation, and (2) through the U bl
construction matcrials and cquipment, which may release fuel, oils, m'm‘&ﬁmdr iy 1o
pollutants onto the ground. These pollutants, carried in storm drainage, can el
watercourses, drainage basins and groundwater. Construction of the project, therelore,

result in pollution of natural watercourses or underground aquifers in the arca.

Mitigation Measures ‘ A

142(a) Project construction documents shall include (1) measures to prevent the d._ltspcgal_o
wastes, effluent, chemicals, or other noxious substances on the project ::ﬂ e illunm.e,1
construction and (2) procedures (o contain and properly clean up any accidental spillag
or disposal.

142(b) The District shall comply with Environmental Protection Agency National Pollgu"ou
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements, administered by the Stale
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), as follows:

(1) file a Notice of Intent (NOI) for discharge from the project site in accordance with
NPDES requirements prior to commencing construction;

() require that the project contruclor or District preparc a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (%V&PPP) in accordance with guidelines adopted by the SWRCB
and institute the SWPPP during construction of the project. The SWPPP shall
provide a best management plan for the source control of any pollutants that may be
mobilized by runofT generated on the construction sitc and which may enter the
public drainage system; and

(3) file a Notice of Completion of Construction for the project site identifying that
pollution sources were controlled during construction and implement a closure
SWPPP for the site.

Level of Significance
This impact will be less than significant with the incorporation of the mitigalion measurcs.

Impact 14.3: ZZ _7//\5’2

Development within a flood prone area may result ‘in a portion of the site being
subject to periodic flooding.

A small portion of the project site i -é:ntiﬁod as being within a Zone A flood prone area [100-
year flood hazard area] as desi on Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
Flood Insurance Rate Maps if, Church & Flynn, 2007). FEMA defines a Zone A flood prone
area as those arcas having o annual chance ol flooding. Because detailed analyses are not
performed for such areas; 6 flow depths or base flood elevations arc shown on the Flood
Insurance Rate Maps within the Zonc A areas. The Zone A area on the project site appears Lo be u

14-3
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Responses to County of Fresno, Department of Public Works and Planning, Daniel
Gibbs, Supervising Engineer

Response 5-1

As indicated on page 9-1 of the Draft EIR, the agreed upon approach by the reviewing
agencies fpr the traffic impact study was to provide baseline information and evaluations
of the project in the Draft EIR and to prepare full project-specific traffic impact studies
once the City of Fresno has defined the land uses and major street system for the
Southeast Growth Area and once the project development phases are near initiation. The

reviewing agencies consisted of the County of Fresno, City of Fresno, City of Clovis, and
Caltrans.

Response 5-2

It appears the comment writer is indicating that the County of Fresno’s level of service
standard is LOS “C” as compared to the City of Fresno’s LOS standard of “D.” As
written, Mitigation Measure 9.1 does not indicate the specific level of service standard
that needs to be achieved, but rather states that project shall be required to mitigate traffic

impacts to the level of service requirements of the affected agencies current at the time
the traffic study is performed.

Response 5-3

It appears the comment writer is in agreement with the mitigation measure proposed. No
further response is required.

Response 5-4

It appears the comment writer is in agreement that the County of Fresno would be

required to approve any street improvements in the unincorporated area. No further
response is required.

Response 5-5

The comment writer has underlined the depths at which groundwater was encountered by
recent borings performed on the site and the depths indicated by the California
Department of Water Resources. It is unclear as to the comment writer’s intent but it
stands to reason that the historical depths to groundwater would be less than the current
depths due to area’s reliance on groundwater supplies.

Response 5-6
The comment writer appears to be questioning why Clinton Avenue east and west of the

site was not included in the traffic analysis. Since Clinton Avenue will be proposed for
abandonment through the project site and since Clinton Avenue east of the project site is
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a low volume rural road providing access to agﬁculturallrural. rcSIdentxgl.uscta's, [it 1\:[”:: not
included in the initial traffic analysis for the project. As required by Ml_hga ;"OF S}‘:fe
9.1, full project-specific traffic impact studies are required once the City o d‘""S“O t;':S
defined the land uses and major street system for the Southeast Growth Area znﬁ' Onced' e
project development phases are near initiation. The required subsequent tratlic (s:tlu 1es
will address Clinton Avenue east of the project site. West of the project site, Llinton
Avenue does not exist until one mile west of the project site at Locan Avenue. If any
agencies believe this section of Clinton Avenue will be significantly affected by the
project, it can also be included in the required subsequent analyses.

Response 5-7

The level of service standard “C” for County of Fresno roadways is noted. Thereforfa,
Page 9-13 of the Draft EIR has been modified in this Final EIR as follows (added text is
underlined, deleted text is strikethrough):

The City of Fresno and City of Clovis+and-County-efFresno require tha'f a level
of service D or better and the County of Fresno requires that level of service C or
better be maintained within the sphere of influence of the City of Fresno and City
of Clovis to comply with the 2025 General Plan, Transportation and Streets and
Highways, Policy E-1-f. Tables 9-5 and 9-6 present the results of the peak-hour
road segment analyses.

Response 5-8
Replacement of FID facilities would include public right-of-way abutting the project site.
Response 5-9

The 100 year flood reference is directly from the State CEQA Guidelines, and in lieu of
any other adopted standard, is used in this EIR.

Response 5-10

The .55 C-factor and 0.5 feet of rainfall have been used on past educational center
projects with the approval of FMFCD. Since this project will not be constructed and
operational for approximately seven to nine years, the flood control factors used for the
project can be negotiated with FMFCD when a site plan is prepared.

Response 5-11

The definition of a flood prone area used in the EIR is the same definition used by
FEMA.
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orrces OF

PHONE (559) 233-7161
FAX (559) 233-8227
2907 SOUTH MAPLE AVENUE
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 93725-2218

Your Most Valuable Resource - Water

June 10, 2008

Mr. Scott B. Odell, AICP

Paoli & Odell, Inc.

School Facility, Environmental & City Planners
925 N Street, Suite 150

Fresno, CA 93721

RE:  Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR)
Fourth Education Center Project — Clovis Unified School District
State Clearinghouse No. 2005101054

Dear Mr. Odell:

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the subject document. Your proposed
project is a significant development and requires thorough and careful consideration of all of the
potential impacts. Our comments on the proposed project DPEIR are as follows:

1. Chapter 12 — This chapter describes the potential water supply and water quality impacts.
The proposed devclopment lies within the boundaries of the City of Fresno 2025
Southeast Growth Area General Plan and is considered as Medium Density Residential
use. Table 12-1 of the document estimates that water use by the proposed development
would be significantly less than the 2025 General Plan designation use. Mitigation
Measure 12.1(c) proposes that landscaping irrigation shall be obtained from the Fresno
Trrigation District (FID) Kutner Colony No. 329 ditch, subject to agreements by FID and
the City of Fresno. It should be noted that this agreement is key to mitigating the water
supply impacts. Additionally, as the project site currently does rcceive surface water
supplies, FID will need to evaluate whether the surface water is best provided through the
Kutner Colony system as proposed or through the Gould Canal service area system which
this development is located within. Once a feasible surface water source location is
determined, the project will be able to utilize water during the normal irrigation season to
the agricultural users. CUSD will be required to enter into a Water Purchase Agreement
and it will be based on actual water usage measured volumetrically. It should also be
noted that absent this agreement, impacts to water supply and quality should be
considered significant (but avoidable).

6-1
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Junc 10, 2008
Mr. Odell
Page 2 of 3

ay damage existing FID

B hat all
facilities within the area of the project. Mitigation Mcasure 12-221) proposes that all

existing FID pipelines within the area of the project shall be remc::nd ﬂg: I [tI:I:;ﬂh‘imbmc 6-2
rubber gasket reinforced conerete pipe in accordance with FID standar Lh;: teni it
noted that the developer be required to meet with FID staff to determine

proposal

2. Chapter 12 — Impact 12.2 indicates that the development m

of surface waler, comim.xcd
hing to reverse the existing
As this project will 6-3
dwater overdraft

3. Chapter 12 — It should be noted that without the use
dependence on solely a groundwater supply will do not
overdraft of the groundwater supply bencath the FID service arca.
make firmer the need for water, the long-term correction of the groun
should be considered as a requirement of the project.

4. Chapter 12 — The presence of Dibromochloropropane (DBCP) has been found to be
present in the area located southeast of the City of Fresno. State EPA discontinued
allowing the use of DBCP in 1977. However, any change in groundwater pumping
(volume, intensity, magnitude, aquifer depth, etc.) could result in an.advcrsc change in
contamination or direction of flow and should be evaluated and considered for potential
impacts.

6-4

5. Chapter 14 — Drainage and Flooding. The document states that the retention bas!n t_'or
Drainage Zone DS has been acquired by the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District 6-5
(FMFCD) but that the Master Plan for Drainage Zone DS is still preliminary in nature
and has not been adopted by FMFCD. FID recommends that the developer confer with
FMFCD to confirm the current status of the basin.

6. Chapter 21 — This section identifies and discusses ways in which the proposed project
could induce urban growth in its vicinity by serving as a community focus or amenity
that would attract residential development to the area. This project site is within the City
of Fresno’s sphere of influence and designated for urban development by the City’s 2025
Fresno General Plan as part of the Southeast Growth Arca. The project does not provide 6-6
for mitigation measures and states that this impact will be significant and unavoidable as
development of the area will occur with or without the project. The decision-making
body must consider this issue along with all of the appurtenant impacts, including those
to water supply and quality in the future, before the project is allowed to move forward.
Potential mitigation measures should also be identified.

7. Chapter 22 — This section identifies impacts created as a result of the combination of the
project evaluated in the EIR together with other projects causing related impacts. A
“Figure 22-17 is referenced in this chapter on page 22-1, however it was not clear where
this figure is located as no figures were included in this chapter. Additionally, significant
and unavoidable cumulative impacts to increase transportation and coordination: 6.7
degradation of air quality; water supply, quality, and hydrology; productive agricultural
resources; and noise needs to be seriously considered by the decision-making body before
the project is allowed to move forward.
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June 10, 2008
Mr. Odell
Page 3 of 3

The proposed project is significant and potentially affects many aspects of growth, development,
availability of future resources and the conversion of agriculture to no-agricultural purposes. All

of our comments, as well as impacts identified in the DPEIR as significant must be seriously
considered and addressed.

FID appreciates your consideration of these comments. Should you have any questions in
regards  to  the  subject matter, please do not hesitate to contact me at

jshields@fresnoirrigation.com or at 559-233-6171 ext. 319.

Sincerely,

o/‘
7 James Shields
" Engincering Technician 11

oc Bill Stretch, Chief Engineer, FID
Laurence Kimura, Assistant General Manager, FID
Walt Byrd, Clovis Unified School District
Alan Mok, Blair, Church & Flynn

GAAgencies\Clovis Unified School District\Fourth Education CenterDPEIR - Final comments 06-10-2008.doc
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Responses to Fresno Irrigation District, James Shields, Engineering Technician I

Response 6-1

Based on Draft EIR Mitigation Measure 12.1(c) and the content (c;f .the flID letter
indicating that “ . . the project will be able to utilize [surface] water during t ;’ “‘?lrl‘“[f‘
irrigation season . . .7, it appears almost a certainty that su_rface water ;an ;‘n will be
used for on-site irrigation. FID is correct in noting that w!thqut use of su ‘c;lce water,
impacts to water supply and quality would be potentially sngnlﬁcant. Since r} € project
applicant must adopt all feasible mitigation measures and smc_c the surface water
requirement appears feasible, impacts on water supply and quality related to use of
surface water are considered mitigated.

Response 6-2

The District’s engineer would be expected to meet with FID staff to work out the extent
and details of FID pipeline removal and replacement.

Response 6-3

This project is a relatively small component of a very large specific plan (Sogtheast
Growth Area or SEGA) being prepared by the City of Fresno, along with an
Environmental Impact Report. This educational center project would not be constructed
and operational for approximately seven to nine years, substantially after the SEGA plan
is adopted in 2009. Water supply is one of the most important issues being considered in
the planning process and is being addressed with the goal of long-term sustainability with
respect to the water supply/overdraft situation. ’

Response 6-4

Comment noted. The issue of DBCP contamination and other water quality issues will be
addressed in the SEGA EIR.

Response 6-5

The land for Basin DS is owned by the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District and is
located immediately west of the project site. Since the project site is next to the basin
location, FMFCD has been able to determine tentative master plan improvements
applicable to the project site. However, since Drainage Area DS is substantially larger
than the project site and since the specific plan for the SEGA is in process (which will
determine the land use pattern in the drainage zone), the Master Plan for Drainage Area
DS is still preliminary in nature.
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Response 6-6

praﬂ_Eﬂ( Chapter 21 concluded that “the project will not have a significant growth
inducing effect because any growth induced will be within an area comprehensively
plannec} for urban development, and development of the area will occur with or without
the project.” The City of Fresno must adopt a specific plan for the Southeast Growth Area
before it can approve and provide services to development within the area.

Please refer also to Response 6-3

Response 6-7

The Draft EIR mistakenly refers to Figure 22-1. No such figure exists. Therefore, page

22-1 of the Draft EIR has been modified in the Final EIR as follows (deleted text is
strikethrough).

The geographic area and planned development encompassed by 2025 Fresno
General Plan and evaluated in the MEIR.-as-shown-on-Figure-22-1; encompasses
urban development within the Southeast Growth Area, where the project is
proposed. The MEIR, in Chapter Il — Project Description, under “General Plan
Land Use Changes,” states, “this MEIR addresses the physical impacts anticipated

from key changes in land uses proposed in the 2025 Fresno General Plan” (p.
I11-2)

Significant and unavoidable project and cumulative impacts are required to be considered
by the District’s Governing Board prior to making a decision on the project.
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PLANNING: DEVELOPMENT

. I
FRESNRS e

2600 Fresno Streat, Third Fioor R )
Fresno, Callfornla 93721-3604
(559) 498-1691 FAX (559) 498-1012

Please reply to:
June 10, 2008 Mike Sanchez
Mr. Bill MoGuire e
Administrative Services
Ciovis Unified School District
1450 Hemdon Avenue

Clovis, CA 23711
Dear. Mr. McGuire:

SUBJECT: DRAFT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT — CLOVIS UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT FOURTH EDUCATIONAL CENTER, SCH # 2005101054

The Planning rnd development department has reviewed the Clovis Unified School District's (CUSD) Draft
Environmental Impact Report {DC;E‘; for the District's Fourth Educational Center, which proposes construction of
a high school, middie school, elementary school, and an elemantary school and associated athlotic/recreational
faciities including an 8,000-seat football stadium on approximately 160 acres of property. The proposed site is
located batween North Leonard and Nerth Highland Avenuas on both sides ol the Clinton Avenue alignment.
Staff offers the following comments:

1. The proposed location is within the City of Frasna's newest planning area, the Southeast Growth
Area (SEGA). As the District is aware, the city if in the midst of developing a comprehensive
planning document for this new growth area. This process is not expected to be complete until the
Spring of 2009 including public review of tha related environmental impact report. In addition, staff is
=ware that a consistency finding with the City's 2025 General Plan must be made pursuant o Public
Resources Code Section 21151.2 and Government Code Section 65402(c). This finding cannot be
made until the City Council adopts the SEGA planning dotument. It is also our understanding that the
County of Fresno is taking the lead in this endeavor.

2. The City of Fresno Firs Department has siated that the project site is greater than two miles and less
than three miles for Fire Stalion No. 10. All buildings will be required to be sprinkiered unless the
future fire station planned for Belment and Temperance Avenues Is constructed prior to the school
being developed. Access and water supply will need to be addressed once a site plan is provided
to the Fire Department for review.

3. The Department of Public Utilities has submitted comments In their letter dated June 10, 2008
(Attached).

4, CUSD should consult with the City of Fresno Public Works - Traffic Division, to address potential
circulation issues with respect to the ultimate design capacity of Leonard and Highland Avenues.
The DEIR is proposing a mitigation measure of preparing a traffic impact study for each specific
phase of thelr development in the future. Staif bas some concemn on thie approach since once tha
EIR is cenified, how is Clovis Unified going to mitigate impacts essociated with a specific phase of
deveiopment. Impacts need to be mitigated to a level acceptable by agencies, specifically a leval of
service D for the City of Fresno.

If you have any further questions, please contact me at the number listed above.
) > A
Mike Sanchez

Planning Manager

PAGE B82/82

4-48 Comments Received and Responses to Comments

7-3

74



Responses to City of Fresno, Planning and Development Department, Mike
Sanchez, Planning Manager

Response 7-1

The District is aware of and participating in the SEGA planning process. Regarding the
Publ_;c Resourc_es Code Section 211512 and Government Code Section 65402(c)
requirements, since the project site and surrounding area are unincorporated, only the
County of Fresno is required to respond at this time. Once the SEGA Plan is adopted, if

the currently proposed alternatives are any indication, the project will likely be consistent
with the SEGA Plan.

Response 7-2

As note_:d in Chapter 16 of the Draft EIR, the project will comply with City of Fresno fire
protection requirements and all permanent buildings will have fire sprinklers. The project
will not be constructed and operational for approximately seven to nine years. The City’s
water system will be extended to the site before the project becomes operational. The
District will consult with the Fire Department during the site planning process.

Response 7-3

The Department of Public Utilities letter is being responded to separately (see
Responses 8-1 through 8-11).

Response 7-4

Mitigation Measure 9.1 requires the subsequent traffic studies to be prepared in
accordance with City of Fresno and County of Fresno requirements in place at that time
and that the project be required to mitigate traffic impacts to the level of service and
queuing requirements of the affected agencies current at the time the traffic study is
performed. (Please refer also to Response 11-2 to the City of Clovis Department of
Planning and Development Services)
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City of

FRESNQS

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

Date;

To:

From:

June 10, 2008

MIKE SANCHEZ, Supervising Planner

Planning and Development
DOUG HECKER, Supervising Enginesting 'recnnicim@:l

Public Utlities Departmeat, Planning and Engineering Division

Subject: REVIEW OF FOURTH EDUCATIONAL CENTER PROJECT DRAFT EIR (REVISED)

The proposed project site is located between N. Leonard and N. Highland Avenues oa the north and
south sides of the E. Clinton Avenue Alignment, Fresno County, California. The Educational center
will include & high school, intermediate school, elementary school, and related athletic/recreational
facilities, including an 8,000 seat football stadium. Construction of Sanitary Sewer and Water
facilities shall be planned and designed in compliance with the City of Fresno Geperal Plan and the
approved City of Fresno South East Growth Area Master Plan. Cumently, Calthorpe Associates have
proposed three alternatives for the South East Growth Project Area.

Water Supply and Quality Mitigation Measures

Coatinue water usage from Gould Canal by means of Kutner Colony Number 239 ditch Fresno
Irmigation District for landscape irrigation.

Comply with Metropolitan Water Resource Management Plan or other mitigation sources as
determined necessary.

Comply with adopted South East Growth Arca Master Plan for City of Fresno Water service.

Construct a water supply well(s) on a site(s) dedicated to the City of Fresno. The well(s) shall
be capable of producing a flow amount to meet a total demand, sufficient to serve peak water
demand for the project and for fire suppression purposes, or an alternative flow amount that is
acceptable to the Public Utilitiss Director and Fire Department Chief (or their designees). Well
site(s) shall be of a size(s) and at a location(s) acceptable to the Water Systems Manager.

Addition on page 12-2 “Within the next” two years “the aforementioned....

Addition to Item 12.1(d) page 12-6 continued... “inclusion of well head treatment facilities” or
by wutual agreement, to participate with the Clty of Fresno oa other viable supply options, as

noted in 12.1(b).
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= All on-site and off-site

: landscape irrigation shall be designed and constructed to using
reclaimed water (purpl

€ pipe system). If the City of Fresno does not have reclaimed water 8-7
available they shall connect to the City of Clovis system until Fresno's reclaimed water is

available. If Clovis' system is unavailable they shall connect to the FID's irrigation system uatil
Fresno's reclaimed water is available,

8-8

* All existing water entitlements shall be transferred to the City of Fresno upon anncxation.

W. ol and Di tion

* City of Fresno Sanitary Sewer facilities are not available at this time. The preliminacy R 8-9
design facilities identified on page 13-1 and 13-3 in the Draft EIR for the Fourth Educational
Center have not been approved by the Deparment of Public Utilities. Specific sanilary sewer
size(s), length(s), and locations within street right-of-ways have not been determined.

» Comply with adopted South East Growth Arca Master Plan for City of Fresno Sanitary Sewer
service or other mitigation sources as determined necessary.

8-1
= Participate and or constmet Sanitary Sewer facilities based on adopted South East Growth Area

Sewer Master Flan.
» Upon connection of this Project to the City Sewer System the District shall be subject to 8-1

ili ici i d 6-310.
yment of Sewer Facility charges per Fresno Municipal Code Sechop _6:309 an
pSa:w:r Facility Charges consist of two components, a Wastewater Facilities Charge and Trunk
Sewer Charge.
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Responses to City of Fresno, Department of Public Utilities, Doug Hecker,
Supervising Engincering Technician

Response 8-1

As indicated in Draft EIR Chapters 12 and 13, the project will need City water and sewer
service and the extent and design of such services will be dependent on th_e future SEGA
land use and infrastructure plans. The District plans to work closely with the City to
ensure appropriate District participation in providing the necessary services.

Response 8-2

As provided in Mitigation Measure 12-1(c), the District intends to use surface water for
site irrigation. Fresno Irrigation District has noted that it will need to evaluate whether to
continue to serve the site through the Kutner Colony No. 329 ditch or through the Gould
Canal service area system (see FID comment 6-1).

Response 8-3

This project is within the SEGA specific plan being prepared by the City of Fresno. The
project would not be constructed and operational for approximately seven to nine years,
substantially after the SEGA plan is adopted in 2009. The District recognizes that the
project would need to comply with applicable water resource and service plans developed
as part of the SEGA planning and infrastructure process.

Response 8-4

As indicated Mitigation Measure 12-1(b), the District will be required to construct
necessary City of Fresno water system improvements to ensure that the site will be
adequately served in terms of water quantity and pressure. Mitigation Measure 12-1(d)
requires the District to offer a well site to the City for purchase, sized appropriately to
allow for the inclusion of well head treatment facilities. Measure 12-1(e) requires the
water supply at the campus to meet City of Fresno fire flow requirements.

Response 8-5

In response to this comment, the first full paragraph on page 12-2 has been modified as
follows (added text is underlined):

The nearest domestic water mains to the project site include a 12-inch line in
Temperance Avenue between Belmont and Clinton Avenues and a 16-inch line in
Shields Ave between Temperance and Locan. A City well exists on Armstrong
Avenue, south of Shields Avenue. Within the next two years the aforementioned
water treatment plant and 3 million gallon water storage facilities will be in
operation on the north side of Dakota Avenue, between Armstrong and
Temperance Avenues Avenue (Blair, Church & Flynn, 2007).
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Response 8-6

In response to this comment, Mitigation Measure 12.1(d) has been modified as follows
(added text is underlined):

12.1(d) If a water supply well is determined to be needed on the project site, the District will
offer a well lot to the City of Fresno for purchase, sized appropriately to allow for the
inclusion of well head treatment facilities, or by mutual agreement, to participate with
the City of Fresno on other viable supply options, as noted in 12.1(b).

Response 8-7

In response to this comment, Mitigation Measure 12.1(g) has been added to the Final
EIR:

12.1 Pror to developing site ific improvement plans for water supply and distributio

the District shall consult with the City of Fresno Department of Public Utilities on the
water source to be used for landscape irrigation and design the improvement plans
accordingly.

Response 8-8

Relinquishment of water entitlements will be considered at the time of annexation in
conjunction with a future agreement with FID and the City of Fresno for the provision of
surface water supplies for landscape irrigation.

Response 8-9

Comment noted. The extent of the sewer facilities that will need to be constructed will be
determined by the City of Fresno and they may vary depending on the timing, phasing
and location of the educational facilities on the site and other developments in the City of
Fresno’s Southeast Growth Area.

Response 8-10

This project is within the SEGA specific plan being prepared by the City of Fresno. The
project would not be constructed and operational for approximately seven to nine years,
substantially after the SEGA plan is adopted in 2009. The District recognizes that the
project would need to comply with applicable sewer service infrastructure plans
developed as part of the SEGA planning and infrastructure process.

Response 8-11

Mitigation Measure 13.1(b) requires the District to pay Sewer Facility charges as
determined by Fresno Municipal Code
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ﬁ
GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH Ny
T
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND mNG Un1 S
‘ ' - DIRECTOR
. June 10, 2008 . w E )
- - | ) ECETVE
| ' hﬂj ’
! » ‘ .
| - Bill McGuire L_I, JUN 1 72008
: * Clovis Unified School District _B ]
; 1450 Hemdon Avee. - . ’ BILL MGUIRE
' Clovis, CA 936110599 : , CLOVIS BRIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
. Subject: Fourth Educational Center ' ST
e SCH#: 2005101054 . _ o : '
—t o Sm— -a----!‘-f S S S S -0 - _‘ i o RS i
\ . Dear Bill McGuire: _ , _ ;
The State Clearinghouse submittzd the sbove named Draft EIR to sclected state agencies for revicw. On the

enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state agencies that
zeviewed your document. The review period closed on Junc 9, 2008, and the commments from the -
: | responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. 1f this comment package is not in order, please notify the State
: ) ] Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State Clearinghouse number in future
{ . : correspondence so that we may respond promptly. Ve :

Plcase note that Section 21104(c) of the Californis Public Resources Code states that:

i ; T N N - N . _ ‘
ziac: -¥A responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
® activities involved in a project which are within an arca of expertise of the agency or which arc

required to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
. .+ - specific documentation.™ _ : '

Vo eemd .

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

B ——

\ This letter acknowledges that you have complicd with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
3 . _. _ environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Pleasc contact the Statc
= Clcaringhouss at (916) 4450613 if you havé Ty questions regarding the environmental review process:~ ~
TemyRobts ¥ e .
Director, State Clearinghouse
! T s e S R T S T S
R s
o Res c .-.Pg. (PR Pl P O s I
RS AR B S S TR o R A O s e il AN

1400 10th Street  P.0.DBox 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0513  FAX(916)323-3018  wiww.opr.cagov
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Document Details Report

State Clearinghouse Data Base
SCH# 2005101054
Project Titla  Fourth Educational Center
Lead Agency  Clovis Unified School District
Type ' EIR Draft EIR . y
Description  The project consists of the acquisition of 160,84 gross acros and the davelopment and operation of an
 educational center on the sita. The educational center will include a high school (2,900 student
capacity). intermediate school (1,400 student capacity), slementary school (700 student capacity), and
. related athlstic/recreational facilities. The project will also include an 8,000-seat football stadium. The
buildings t bs inciuded on the site wil include classrooms, administrative offices, food service
facilitics, ibrary/media facilities, gymnasiums, kocker/shower facllities, shop buildings, and a
mantenance area.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Bill McGuire :
Agency Clovis Unified School District
- mm o <pz. - Phane ..@59)_327;91_1.0_"’: AR s i P ".____.__.E_ax____.-: ) e B Ea A e S s
emall R -
Address 1450 Hemdon Avenue *
City Clavis State CA  Zip 93611-0599
Project Location
County Fresno
City Fresno
Reglan
_ Lat/Loag . ' -
" Cross Streets  Batwoon N. Leonard and N. Highland Avenues, north and south of the E. Clinton Avenue alignment
- Parcel No. 310-310-14T, 39; 310-052-10T; 310-320-01S through 08S .
Townshlp 13S° Range 21E Section 25 ‘Base MDB&M
Proximity to:
Highways
Airports
Raitways

Waterways Ml Ditch,.Redbank Slough, and Gould Canal

Schools

Land Use 100 acres vacant/pasture, 20 acres almond orchard with residence, 40 acres r;iral rasidential (5 acre

- —Zoning:-Agricultural- =.

parcels)

- -

el T T S

g s ———— -

e ey -

General Plan: Agricultural (County); Southeast Growth Area (City of Fresno)

e

Project Issues

AestheticVisual; Agricultural Land; Alr Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources:

Cumulative Effects; Drainege/Absorption; Flood PlamFlooding; Geologle/Seismic; Growth Inducing;

" Landuse; Noise; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Schaols/Universities; Sewer Capacity; Soll
Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water
Quality; Water Supply; Wildlife ;

* Reviewing
©  Agencies

Resourcas Agency; Regional Water Quality Control Bd., Reglon 5 (Fresno); Depariment of Parks and
Recreation: Native American Heritage Commission; Depariment of Fish and Game, Reglon 4;

Department of Water Resources; Department of Conservation; Cslifornla Highway Patrol; Caltrans,

District 6; Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics; Department of Toxic Substances Control; State Lands

Commission

Date Recelved

04/25/2008

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

Start of Roview 04/25/2008

End of Review 08/08/2008
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learinghouse and
Response to Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State C &
Planning Unit, Terry Roberts, Director

Response 9-1

. . ote; Only two of
Compliance with State Clearinghouse review requirements 1s "gt": ?:e Clearinghouse
the state agencies to which the Draft EIR was d:str_|bu_te; g :n 4 Nstivie. Anysticas
responded: California Department of Transport.atxor}, Distric along with the District's
Heritage Commission. Their letters are included in this chapter,
responses).
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June 11, 2008

FRESNO METROPOLITAN FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT

File 170.301
210.425
310.“DS”

Mr. Bill McGuire, Associate Superintenden
Clovis Unified School Distri ‘ctupenn e
1450 Hemndon Ave.
Clovis, CA 93611

Dear Mr, McGuire,

FMFCD Comments to the Draft EIR - Fourth Educati c
Drainage Area “DS” : ucational Center

The l?istric: has reviewed the subject Draft Environmental Impact Report and finds that
majarity of _I.he Diswrict’s comments, in the letter dated April 6, 2007, have been
incorporated in the report and are still applicable,

However, the District requests that the following remaining and/or additional comments be
added to the subject Draft Environmental Impact Report” as stated follow:

1. As a property owner, FMFCD may request street abandonment of Clinton Avenue,
between Highland Avenue and Leonard Avenue. FMFCD’s intent is to sell said portion
of the street as a gross property, including the right-of-way, for fair market value. The
potential impacts of the zbandonment option should be addressed as part of the
Environmental Impact Report. :

2. The proposed development of Fourth Educational Center is located in an area thet has
historically provided a passage for major storm water flows from the areas east of
Highland Avenue across the proposed site to the District basin. The grading of the
proposed site shall be designed such that there are not adverse impacts to the passage of
said major storm water from Highland Avenue to the District basin.

3. The proposed school shall construct Master Plan facilities shown on Exhibit No. 1 that
will provide permanent drainage service to the site. These storm drain facilities are
tentative only, and may be subject to change pending Master Plan finalization for this
drainage area. A storm drain easement dedication will be needed for the Master Plan
storm drain pipelines located along Clinton Avenue between Highland Avenue and
Leonard Avenue. FMFCD also requires that the storm drainage pattems conform to
FMFCD's Master Plan shown on Exhibit No. 1.

KAEnvirormental impast report lenens\DRAFT clr-cusd 4t ol center.doc
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Mr, Bill McGuire
June 11, 2008

Page 2

Basin "DS” is not yet developed and is not enclosed with a fence. FMFCD wul‘ pro“*nde
fencing for Basin "¥)S". ].nlmp:iw:n: FMECD has not installed fencing DfBasin ‘DS” by
the time the School District is developing, Clovis Unified School District shall ance a
portion of the Basin “DS" to be used for drainage service. In the event excavation _by
others does not precede the school development, the School District Is required to pmwc:’tc
excavation and storage in Basin “DS” of approximately 85,000 cubic y:.n'ds as directed n
an excavating permit obtained from FMFCD. FMFCD rescrves !hc‘nght to de]'ctc this
work prior to the School District initiating work should others provide excavation and
storage capacity.

Land us¢ is an important determinant of the function of an area’s roads. As_la.nd use
changes because of development, especially at the urban fringe, road t:mu:tmn-s also
change. For any future improvements, the school district should coordinate with the
FMFCD for any conditions or special requircments that might be associated with this
drainage area. FMFCD will need to review and approve all improvement plans for any
proposed construction of curb and gutter or storm drainage facilitics for conformance to
the Master Plan within the project area.

Chapter 4 should ideatify and discuss that a significant portion of the site received
substantial fills as part of the Redbank Fancher Creeks construction project. Those fills
were not placed with the intent of future building construction. As such, compaction may
not be adequate for that purpose. It is not made clear under Impact 4.2 whether the soils
investigation performed addressed compaction. ;

Within Chapter 14, the Significance Criteria section identifies 5 areas, (a) through (e),
where a project may have significant impaets relative to drainage and flooding. Area (a),
alteration of the existing drainage pattern, is not discussed and the site does receive
drzinage from upstream property that could be altered by project design. This potential
impact should be identified, discussed, and any neccssary mitigation included. Also,
Chapter 14 refers to “Drainage Zone “DS™. The FMFCD has numerous watersheds that
are referred to as “Drainage Areas”. The final document should be revised to refer to
“Drainage Area “DS".

The District will be responsible for contributing its pro-rata share of the cost of a
drzinage system adopted by FMFCD to provide drainage service. This pro-rata share
may be through in lieu construction of Master Plan facilities, payment of drainage fees or
both. As land use densities have not been officially adopted and one being planned
through the City of Fresno’s SEGA process, the general makeup of the drainage system
and associated costs must still be developed. The FMFCD drainage fee assessment to
generate funding for the drainage system may be apportioned differently then in the past
to ensure collection of sufficient funds to construct the drainage system. Until formal
adoption of the Master Plan for proposed Drainage Area “DS”, the apportionment of fees
will not be kmown. The District should be aware that said fee structure may be modifieq.

KAEaviconmenzal inpact report kners\DRAFT cir-cusd 4th ed ceater.doc
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Mr. Bill M¢Guire
June 11, 2008
Page 3

- 1
Y e L

-

The D;stnctvnll@eed t review and approve the final improvement plans for all
development ' (ie.” grading, street improvement and storm drain) within the Fourth

Ewona] Center to insure consistency with the Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master
P ¥ =

Tbank you for ttu_: oppormunity to comment. Should you have any further questions or need
addition information; please contact FMFCD at (559) 456-3292.

Very truly yours,

WQ&.Q&%

Phu Duong
Engincﬁ.'ﬂ A
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Responses to Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District, Phu Duong, Engineer II

Response 10-1

Clinton Avenue is a paper street from Leonard Avenue to one quarter mile east of
Leonau-'d Avenue and consists of 15 foot wide access way east to Highland Avenue. Since
a contiguous 160 acre site is necessary to accommodate the proposed project, the future
abandonment of Clinton Avenue is inherently included as part of the project and would
have no appreciable environmental effects. The District is acquiring all of the five- acre
parcels that have access from Clinton Avenue, and since it does not currently extend
through to Leonard Avenue from its existing terminus point approximately one quarter
mile west of Highland Avenue, it is not needed for local circulation.

Response 10-2

In response to this comment, Mitigation Measure 14.1(d) has been added to this final
EIR, as follows:

14.1(d) The grading of the project site shall be designed to facilitate storm water flows from

Highland Avenue to Drainage Basin DS.

Response 10-3

The tentative master plan facilities shown on Exhibit No. 1 are noted. Mitigation Measure
14.1(c) has been modified in this final EIR to address the easement dedication in the
Clinton Avenue (added text is underlined):

14.1(c) The District shall dedicate storm drainage easements related to the construction
of any of the master-planned storm drainage pipelines that would occur on the
site, outside of the street right-of-way areas, including along Clinton Avenue
once abandoned by either FMFCD or the District.

Response 10-4

In response to this comment, Mitigation Measure 14.1(b) has been modified this final
EIR, as follows (added text is underlined):

14.1(b) The District shall construct the FMFCD Master Plan Storm Drainage Facilities
that would connect the site to the FMFCD drainage basin DS and excavate
adequate storage volume within that basin to provide for the storage of the runoff
generated from the Educational Center site. If the basin is not fenced at the time of
school construction, the District shall fence the portion of the basin site used for

drainage service.
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Response 10-5

Comment noted. Mitigation Measure 14.1(e) has been added to this final EIR, as follows:

14.1(¢) The District shall submit all improvement plans for grading, street improvements and
storm drainage to FMFCD for review and approval |

Response 10-6

The District acknowledges that a significant portion of the site received substantial fill
dirt resulting from excavation of the Redbank/Fancher Creeks project and recognizes that
such fill areas must be properly compacted and engineered for building construction. The
preliminary geotechnical report provided general recommendations for site preparation,
engineered fill/compaction criteria and foundation design. As noted in Chapter 4, detafled
geotechnical investigation reports will be required by the state prior to construction,
which will assure that proper on-site soil preparation for construction occurs.

Response 10-7

This potential impact has been addressed by the addition of Mitigation Measure 14.1(d)
to this final EIR, as noted in Response 10-2.

Response 10-8

Comment noted. The District recognizes that the SEGA planning process currently being
undertaken will have significant implications on the drainage system to be designed for
the area. The District’s future obligations to provide storm drainage improvements for the
project are covered by Mitigation Measures 14.1(a), (b) and (c).

Response 10-9

Please see Response 10-5
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City of Clovis
Department of Planning and Development Services
CITY HALL" 1033 FIFTH STREET™ CLOVIS, CA 93612

June 11, 2008

Mr. Scott B. Odell, AICP
Paoli and Odell Inc.

925 N Street, Suile 150
Fresno CA 93721

Dear Mr. Odell,

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report for CUSD’s 4™ Educational Center Project
We are receipt of the subject Draft EIR and have the following comments.

There is a potential for the site’s attendance boundaries to change over time, which may
result in the need for additional service and environmental analysis. We recommend that 111
the EIR include some discussion to identily what thresholds will be used to trigger
additional analysis when attendance boundaries change.

The EIR only addresses road scgments based on the Florida DOT tables. The EIR should
discuss timely improvement of key intersections to determine street widening needs sooner
rather than later so that retrofitting is avoided. Also, given the District’s popular sporting 11-2
programs, we recommend that event traffic and parking needs be included in the scope of
the EIR.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have any further
questions, please contact me at 559 324-2338.

=

David E. Fey, AICP
Deputy City Planner

Sincerely,

JAEnvAssm\WCUSD\Ltr 4th E4Ctr DEIR Commemt 061 10%.doc

RECEIVED

JUN 1 2 2008

“YAOLT& ODELL, INC.
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Responses to City of Clovis, Department of Planning and Development Services,
David E. Fey, AICP, Deputy City Planner

Response 11-1

Although the actual attendance boundaries for schools are typically not established until
approximately two years before the facilities are operational, a pmbal_yle.attcndarlct_? e
boundary was assumed for EIR analysis purposes. Since the project site 1s located in the
southeast portion of the Clovis Unified School District, the existing District bounda}rles to
the east, south and west of the site would form the attendance boundaries for the site and
are not expected to change. Given the location of the Reagan Center to the nort!], the
northern boundary would need to be between these two facilities, approximately in the
vicinity of Dakota Avenue. Therefore, the attendance area boundaries for this site are not
expected to vary substantially in the future.

Even when high school/intermediate school boundaries do change over time, it is
unlikely that this would result in significant environmental impacts. It is important to note
that when a boundary change occurs, any affected residences are already making trips to
an existing school. Boundary changes would affect the direction of traffic flow, and the
greatest traffic concentrations for schools occur as one moves closer to the school site.
Since most attendance area changes occur at the periphery of an attendance area rather
than the core of an attendance area, no significant changes in traffic direction and volume
would be expected.

Response 11-2

The project is within the City of Fresno’s Southeast Growth Area (SEGA). Before any
development can occur in the SEGA, a comprehensive land use plan and EIR must be
prepared and adopted. The SEGA Plan and EIR are currently being prepared and will not
be completed and adopted until mid 2009. The Educational Center is not expected to be
constructed and operational for about seven to nine years. Therefore, the approach used
for the Draft EIR traffic study was to provide baseline information and evaluations (trip
generation and distribution and evaluation of street segment volumes) and require the
preparation intersection-specific traffic analyses once the City of Fresno has defined the
land uses and major street system for the SEGA and the project development phases are
closer to initiation. (Mitigation Measure 9.1 in the Draft EIR [see below] requires a
project-specific traffic impact study be performed prior to each phase of project.) This
traffic study approach avoids having to engage in speculation on the future land uses,
major street system, and project phasing and provides assurance to affected agencies that
traffic studies will be done at appropriate times during the project development process
and that the District will be responsible for mitigating project impacts in accordance with
established level of service standards.

Mitigation Measure 9.1

The project shall be required to perform a project-specific traffic impact study
prior to submitting improvement plans for each phase of development, including

a Comments Received and Responses to Comments



the proposed stadium, in accordance with City of Fresno and County of Fresno
requirements in place at that time. The City of Fresno currently requires any
project expected to generate 100 or more peak-hour trips to perform a traffic
impact study. The County of Fresno currently requires a traffic impact study for
all intersections at which a project will generate 10 or more peak-hour trips or 100
or more daily trips. In addition, Caltrans may require analysis of state facilities.
CUSD shall consult with the City of Fresno, County of Fresno, City of Clovis,
and Caltrans prior to any new construction project to determine the requirements
for a traffic impact study. The project shall be required to mitigate traffic impacts
to the level of service and queuing requirements of the affected agencies current
at the time the traffic study is performed. The future traffic impact studies shall
not be based on the trip generation data or traffic counts presented herein, but

shall be based on the best and most recent data available at the time the study is
performed.

Event traffic and parking needs are addressed by Mitigation Measure 9.2:

Mitigation Measure 9.2

As part of the future site planning process for the project, a traffic and parking
analysis shall be prepared that (1) evaluates and addresses potential traffic
congestion where driveways intersect with adjoining public streets; (2) ensures
that adequate parking is provided for students, faculty, staff, visitors, and athletic
facilities, in accordance with accepted standards and practices for school facilities
existing at the time of site plan preparation; (3) provides for separate off-street
facilities for student drop-offs by parents and bus loading and unloading; and (4)
ensures that adequate emergency access is provided to the project in accordance
with local fire and law enforcement requirements. The above analysis shall be
prepared in coordination with City of Fresno and County of Fresno planning and
traffic engineering staffs, and City and County law enforcement and fire
departments.
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