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In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to access 
the City Council Chamber to participate at this meeting, please contact the City Clerk or General 
Services Director at (559) 324-2060 (TTY – 711).  Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will 
enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to the Council Chamber. 
 
Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the City Council regarding any item on this 
agenda will be made available for public inspection at City Hall, in the City Clerk’s office, during 
normal business hours.  In addition, such writings and documents may be posted on the City’s 
website at www.cityofclovis.com. 

AFT Sep 1 
                                                            Draft Feb. 14 

February 20, 2018  (Tuesday) 6:00 PM  Council Chamber 
 

The City Council welcomes participation at Council Meetings.  Members of the public may 
address the Council on any item of interest to the public that is scheduled on the Agenda.  
In order for everyone to be heard, please limit your comments to 5 minutes or less, or 10 
minutes per topic. 

 
Meeting called to order by Mayor Whalen 
Flag salute led by Councilmember Bessinger 

 

ROLL CALL 
 

PRESENTATIONS/PROCLAMATIONS 
A. Presentation by Executive Director Nicole Lender to update Council on the Marjaree 

Mason Center. 
 
B. Presentation by Clovis Area Modelers Club regarding the need for a radio controlled 

model park and requesting a letter of support from the Council to obtain approval from 
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District to gain access to Dry Creek Floodplain. 

 
C. Presentation by Pat Wynne providing an update on the Clovis Botanical Garden. 
 
D. Presentation by Central Valley Robotics Team #16337 First Lego League, Bud Rank 

Elementary regarding potential use of recycled water at the Clovis Fire Training Center. 
 
 
 

Council Chamber, 1033 Fifth Street, Clovis, CA 93612 (559) 324-2060 
www.cityofclovis.com 

http://www.ci.clovis.ca.us/
http://www.ci.clovis.ca.us/
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PUBLIC COMMENTS (This is an opportunity for the members of the public to address the City 
Council on any matter within the City Council’s jurisdiction that is not listed on the Agenda.  In 
order for everyone to be heard, please limit your comments to 5 minutes or less, or 10 minutes per 
topic.  Anyone wishing to be placed on the Agenda for a specific topic should contact the City 
Manager’s office and submit correspondence at least 10 days before the desired date of 
appearance.) 

 

ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS (With respect to the approval of resolutions and ordinances, 
the reading of the title shall be deemed a motion to waive a reading of the complete resolution or 
ordinance and unless there is a request by a Councilmember that the resolution or ordinance be 
read in full, further reading of the resolution or ordinance shall be deemed waived by unanimous 
consent of the Council.) 
 

CONSENT CALENDAR Consent Calendar items are considered routine in nature and voted upon 
as one item unless a request is made to give individual consideration to a specific item.   
(See Attached Consent Agenda.)    

 

1. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
A. Consider Introduction - Ord. 18-___, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of 

Clovis Adding Article 12 and Sections 2.2.1201-2.2.1205 of Chapter 2.2 – Officers and 
Employees to the Clovis Municipal Code Pertaining to Background Checks of 
applicants.  (Staff: S. Halterman) 

 

B. Consider Approval - Res. 18-___, A Resolution approving a Proposed Mitigated 
Negative Declaration and adopting a Mitigation Monitoring Program for Community 
Investment Project, CIP15-13, Clovis Landfill Left-turn Lane on Auberry Rd.  (Staff: R. 
Burnett) 

 

2. ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS 
A. PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

1. Consider Approval – Res. 18-___, A request for California Department of 
Transportation and the California Transportation Commission to remove access 
restriction at the intersection of Owens Mountain Parkway and Temperance 
Avenue.  (Staff: M. Harrison) 

 

3. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS 
A. Consider appointment of two council members to represent the City of Clovis in 

negotiations with the Fresno Irrigation District on the Water Conveyance Agreement.  
 

4. COUNCIL ITEMS 
A. Council Comments  
 

5. CLOSED SESSION 
A. Government Code Section 54956.8 

CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS 
Property:  A portion of APN: 555-031-03, south of Shaw Avenue between DeWolf and 

Leonard Avenues 
Agency Negotiators:   D. Kroll, R. Burnett 
Negotiating Parties: Philip Neufeld, Trustee and Dick Ellsworth, Newmark Grubb 

Pearson Commercial 
Under Negotiation:     Price and Terms 
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ADJOURNMENT 

 
 

Meetings and Key Issues 
Mar. 5, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
Mar. 12, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
Mar. 19, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
Apr. 2, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
Apr. 9, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
Apr. 16, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
May 7, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
May 14, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
May 21, 2018 (Mon.) 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting Council Chamber 
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CONSENT CALENDAR - Items considered routine in nature are to be placed upon the Consent 
Calendar.  They will all be considered and voted upon in one vote as one item unless a 
Councilmember requests individual consideration.  A Councilmember’s vote in favor of the 
Consent Calendar is considered and recorded as a separate affirmative vote in favor of each 
action listed.  Motions in favor of adoption of the Consent Calendar are deemed to include a 
motion to waive the reading of any ordinance or resolution on the Consent Calendar.  For 
adoption of ordinances, only those that have received a unanimous vote upon introduction are 
considered Consent items. 

 
A. CITY CLERK 

1) Approval - Minutes for the February 5, 2018 Council meeting. 
2) Approval – Award the Request for Proposals and approve the purchase of the Microsoft 

Enterprise Agreement from Software House International Corp. 
3) Adopt - Ord. 18-05, R2017-06, A request to approve the rezone from R-1-7500 (Single-

Family Residential 7,500 minimum) to C-2 (Community Commercial) and R-2 (Low 
density multiple family residential).  (Vote: 5-0) 

4) Adopt - Ord. 18-06, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Clovis Amending 
Section 4.5.1600, of Chapter 4.5, of Title 4 of the Clovis Municipal Code pertaining to 
the Establishment, Reestablishment and Modification of Speed Zones and Limits.  
(Vote: 5-0) 

 
B. ADMINISTRATION 

1) No items. 
 

C. COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
1) No items. 

 
D. FINANCE 

1) No items. 
 

E. GENERAL SERVICES 
1) Receive and File - 2nd Quarter FY 17-18 General Services Department Report. 

 
F. PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

1) Approval – Final Acceptance for CIP 14-14, Shepherd & N. Temperance Traffic Signal. 
2) Approval - Final Acceptance for CIP 15-05, Fowler Avenue Street Improvements - 

Ashlan Avenue to Gettysburg Avenue. 
3) Approval – Final Acceptance for CIP 16-06, Minnewawa/Cherry Lane and Cherry 

Lane/Oxford Alley Improvements. 
4) Approval – Res. 18-___, Amending the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District 

(FMFCD) Schedule of Drainage Costs and Fees for 2018-2019. 
5) Approval – Final Acceptance for Tract 6072, located at the northwest corner of DeWolf 

and Richmond Avenues (Wilson Premiere Homes). 
6) Approval – Res. 18-___, Final Map for Tract 6120, located at the northeast area of 

Leonard and Barstow Avenues (BN 6120 LP, Bonadelle Neighborhoods). 
7) Approval – Res. 18-___, Annexation of Proposed Tract 6120, located at the northeast 

area of Leonard and Barstow Avenues, to the Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 
(BN 6120 LP, Bonadelle Neighborhoods).  

8) Approval - Bid Award for CIP 16-22, Sierra Bicentennial Park Arbor, and; Authorize the 
City Manager to execute the contract on behalf of the City. 
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G. PUBLIC SAFETY 
1) No items. 

 
H. PUBLIC UTILITIES 

1) Approval - Authorize the City Manager to establish Sub Lease Rates with 5 Bars 
Communications. 

2) Receive and File – Public Utilities Report for the month of November 2017. 
 

I. REDEVELOPMENT SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
1) No items. 
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CLOVIS CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

February 5, 2018 6:02 P.M. 

Meeting called to order by Mayor Whalen 
Flag Salute led by Councilmember Ashbeck 

Council Chamber 

Roll Call: Present: Councilmembers Ashbeck, Bessinger, Flores, Mouanoutoua 
Mayor Whalen 

Absent: None 

6:04 - PRESENTATION BY THE ALTA SIERRA INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL ROBOTICS TEAM 

Alta Sierra Intermediate School Robotics Team presented a water saving presentation to 
Clovis City Council. 

6:09 - PRESENTATION OF PROCLAMATION TO THE AMERICAN RED CROSS OF 
CENTRAL CALIFORNIA IN RECOGNITION OF THEIR VOLUNTEER EFFORTS ON 
JANUARY 13TH, 2018, WHERE THEY ORGANIZED TO INSTALL SMOKE 
DETECTORS 

Councilmember Mouanoutoua presented a proclamation to the American Red Cross of 
Central California in recognition of their volunteer efforts on January 13th, 2018, where 
they organized to install smoke detectors. 

6:15 - PRESENTATION OF PROCLAMATION DESIGNATING THE SECOND SATURDAY IN 
MARCH AS ARBOR DAY 

Mayor Whalen presented a proclamation to Parks Manager Eric Aller designating the 
second Saturday in March as Arbor Day. 

6: 17 - PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Michelle Jenkins, resident, commented on the need for a dog park. Gene Chandler 
commented on the need for a dog park. Paul Hinkle, representing the Tourist Advisory 
Committee, commented on an event this week along the trail. Ted Miller, resident of 
Caruthers, California, commented on tax issues associated with medical and recreational 
marijuana. He suggested establishing a citizen committee to evaluate if the city should 
have dispensaries, a safe place to buy medical marijuana. Steven Z. , resident, 
commented on a dog park and medical marijuana and need for a dispensary and 
delivery service. 

6:45 - CONSENT CALENDAR 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Mouanoutoua, that the items 
on the Consent Calendar be approved. Motion carried by unanimous vote. 

A1 ) Approved - Minutes for the January 16, 2018 Council meeting. 
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C1) Received and Filed - Economic Development Corporation Serving Fresno County 
Quarterly Report, October - December 2017. 

D1) Received and Filed - Investment Report for the month of November 2017. 
D2) Received and Filed - Treasurer's Report for the month of November 2017. 
E1) Approved - Res. 18-26, Approving Amendments to the City's Internal Revenue 

Code Section 125 Flexible Benefits Plan. 
F1) Approved - Final Acceptance for Tract 6112 located at the northeast intersection 

of Temperance Avenue and the Gould Canal (WC Clovis 6112, LLC - Wathen 
Castanos Homes). 

H1) Approved - Agricultural Lease Agreement for Cattle Grazing on APN 300-80-004. 
H2) Approved - Waive Formal Bidding Requirements and Authorize the Purchase of 

two CNG Street Sweepers from TYMCO, Inc. 
H3) Received and Filed - Public Utilities Report for the month of October 2017. 

6:46 ITEM 1A - CONSIDERED - REVIEW OF THE 2018 FIVE-YEAR FINANCIAL FORECAST 
FOR THE CITY OF CLOVIS THROUGH FISCAL YEAR 2022-23 AND DISCUSS 
OPTIONS FOR BUDGET PREPARATION FOR 2018-2019 

City Manager Luke Serpa, Finance Director Jay Schengel, and Assistant Finance 
Director Gina Daniels presented a report and review of the 2018 Five-Year Financial 
Forecast for the City of Clovis through Fiscal Year 2022-23 and discuss options for 
budget preparation for 2018-2019. The Five-Year Financial Forecast is a management 
tool that is updated and prepared each year to provide the City Council and City 
management with information on trends for the City's long-term financial condition . The 
Forecast represents a continuing effort to analyze the City's fiscal condition based upon 
a reasonable set of economic and operational assumptions. It is a very important 
management tool for identifying fiscal trends and issues which must be addressed early 
in order to assure continued financial success. This forecast shows a structural balance 
through 2022-23. This report will serve as an opportunity to review the information in 
context with guidance for providing for the City's core services in a sustainable manner. 

The General Fund in this forecast is much more constrained than it has been during 
recent years. Three factors drive this change: First, the growth in General Fund 
revenues, especially sales tax, is projected to grow at a slower pace than recent years. 
Second, the Public Employees' Retirement System (PERS) costs are rising significantly 
due to recent changes in the actuarial assumptions and the discount rate. Third, the 
demand for many General Fund services grows in direct proportion with the City's growth 
which continues at a brisk pace. 

Discussion by the Council. It was the consensus of the City Council to receive the 2018 
Five-Year Financial Forecast for the City of Clovis through Fiscal Year 2022-23 and 
discuss options for budget preparation for 2018-2019. 

7:48 ITEM 181 - APPROVED - RES. 18-27, A REQUEST TO APPROVE AN 
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING OF A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA2017-06, REZONE R2017-14 AND VESTING 
TENTATIVE TRACT MAP TM6202; AND ITEM 182 - APPROVED - GPA2017-06, A 
REQUEST TO AMEND THE GENERAL PLAN AND HERNDON-SHEPHERD SPECIFIC 
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PLAN TO RE-DESIGNATE FROM LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (2.1 TO 4.0 DU/AC) 
CLASSIFICATION TO MEDIUM-HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (7.1 TO 15.0 DU/AC) 
CLASSIFICATION; AND ITEM 183 - CONTINUED - INTRODUCTION - ORD. 18-XX, 
R2017-14, A REQUEST TO APPROVE A REZONE FROM THE R-1-7500 (SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL - 7,500 SQ. FT.) ZONE DISTRICT TO THE R-1-PRD 
(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT) ZONE DISTRICT; AND ITEM 184 -
CONTINUED - RES. 18-XX, TM6202, A REQUEST TO APPROVE A VESTING 
TENTATIVE TRACT MAP FOR A 123-LOT SINGLE-FAMILY PLANNED RESIDENTIAL 
DEVELOPMENT. 

Associate Planner George Gonzalez presented a report on items associated with 
approximately 9.6 acres of land located on the south side of Alluvial Avenue, between 
Fowler and Armstrong Avenues. The applicant is requesting to amend the General Plan 
Land Use Diagram and Herndon-Shepherd Specific Plan Designations for approximately 
9.6 acres of property on the south side of Alluvial Avenue, between Fowler and 
Armstrong Avenues, from Low Density Residential (2.1 to 4.0 DU/Ac) to Medium-High 
Density Residential (7.1to15.0 DU/Ac) and rezone from the R-1-7500 (Single Family 
Residential - 7,500 Sq. Ft.) Zone District to the R-1-PRD (Single Family Planned 
Residential Development) Zone District. Additionally, the applicant is requesting a 
vesting tentative tract map approval for a 123-lot gated single-family planned residential 
development with private streets and increased lot coverage. The applicant is proposing 
a Homeowner's Association with this project. Approval of this Project would allow the 
developer to continue processing development drawings. 

Dirk Poeschel, representing the applicant, spoke in support of the project. Discussion 
by the Council. Sarah Anderson, resident, spoke in opposition due to concerns with the 
proposed density, traffic, and parking. Stan Harbour, project engineer, commented on 
some plans to address traffic concerns raised by area residents. Andrea, spoke in 
opposition due to concerns with density, traffic, parking, vehicle burglaries, and negative 
impact on schools. Michael McDonald, Pacific Central Management Company, oversees 
the property management of several Wilson Elevation Projects, spoke in support of the 
project. Jamie Purillo, resident, commented on the negative impact on public safety and 
impact on water, sewer, etc. Mark, resident, spoke in opposition. Tim Spalty, area 
resident, spoke in opposition even with the proposed changes by the developer. Kathy, 
area resident, commented on the project not in keeping with the character of the area. 
Resident, questioned the accuracy of a comment by a representative of the developer 
saying there would not be many children living there and believed more would. Leo 
Wilson, applicant, spoke in support of the project. Diane, area resident, spoke in 

opposition due to safety concerns due to increased crime. Discussion by the Council. 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Flores, for the Council 
to approve item 181 , an environmental finding of a Mitigated Negative Declaration for 
General Plan Amendment GPA2017-06, Rezone R2017-14 and Vesting Tentative Tract 
Map TM6202. Motion carried by unanimous vote. 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Flores, for the Council 
to approve item 182, a request to amend the General Plan and Herndon-Shepherd 
Specific Plan to re-designate from Low Density Residential (2.1 to 4.0 DU/AC) 
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classification to Medium-High Density Residential (7.1 to 15.0 DU/AC) classification. 
Motion carried 4-1 with Mayor Whalen voting no. 
Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Flores, for the Council 
to continue to a date uncertain item 183, a request a rezone from the R-1-7500 (Single 
Family Residential - 7,500 Sq. Ft.) Zone District to the R-1-PRD (Planned Residential 
Development) Zone District and item 184, a request to approve the vesting tentative tract 
map for a 123-lot single-family planned residential development. Motion carried by 
unanimous vote. 

10:05 Recess 10: 15 Reconvene 

10:15 ITEM 1C1 - APPROVED - RES. 18-28, APPROVING AN ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING 
OF A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION GPA2017-01 AND R2017-06; AND ITEM 
1C2 - APPROVED - GPA2017-01, AMENDING THE GENERAL PLAN TO RE­
DESIGNATE FROM LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (2.1-4.0 DU/AC) TO COMMERCIAL 
AND MEDIUM-HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (7.1-15.0 DU/AC); AND ITEM 1C3 -
APPROVED INTRODUCTION - ORD. 18-05, R2017-06, APPROVING THE REZONE 
FROM R-1-7500 (SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 7,500 MINIMUM) TO C-2 
(COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL) AND R-2 (LOW DENSITY MULTIPLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL); AND ITEM 1C4 - APPROVED - RES. 18-29, CUP2017-05, 
APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW FOR A RESTAURANT WITH 
OUTDOOR DINING AND ASSOCIATED DRIVE-THROUGH; AND ITEM 1C5 -
APPROVED - RES. 18-30, CUP2017-06, APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 
TO ALLOW FOR A CONVENIENCE MARKET WITH BEER AND WINE SALES, FUEL 
SALES AND A DRIVE-THROUGH CAR WASH; AND ITEM 1C6 - APPROVED - RES. 
18-31 , CUP2017-07, APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW FOR A 
RESTAURANT WITH DRIVE-THROUGH USE; AND ITEM 1C7 -APPROVED - RES. 18-
32, CUP2017-14, APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW FOR 
PROPOSED MUL Tl-FAMILY STRUCTURES TO BE GREATER THAN 35 FEET IN 
HEIGHT 

Associate Planner Lily Cha presented a report on various items associated with 
approximately 7.85 acres of land located at the northeast corner of Alluvial and Willow 
Avenues. The applicant is requesting to amend the General Plan Land Use Diagram for 
approximately 7 .85 acres of properties located at the northeast corner of Alluvial and 
Willow Avenues, from Low Density Residential (2.1-4.0 DU/AC) to Commercial and 
Medium-High Density Residential (7.1-15.0 DU/AC), rezone from the R-1-7500 (Single 
Family Residential-7500 sq. ft.) Zone District to the C-2 (Community Commercial) and R-
2 (Low Density Multiple Family Residential) Zone District. The purpose of this request is 
to accommodate a proposed horizontal mixed use development. The site is divided into 
two components; a commercial center inclusive of two restaurants and a fuel service 
station with a convenience store, drive-thru car wash , and a 60-unit multi-family 
apartment complex. Approval of this project would allow the developer to move forward 
with site plan review and development of the site. Bill Robinson, representing the 
applicant, spoke in support of the project. Julio Tinberra, project architect, spoke in 
support of the project. Discussion by the Council. 
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Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Mouanoutoua, for the 
Council to approve an environmental finding of a Mitigated Negative Declaration 
GPA2017-01 and R2017-06. Motion carried by unanimous vote. 
Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Mouanoutoua, for the 
Council to approve GPA2017-01 , a request to amend the General Plan to re-designate 
from Low Density Residential (2.1-4.0 du/ac) to Commercial and Medium-High Density 
Residential (7.1-15.0 du/ac). Motion carried by unanimous vote. 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Mouanoutoua, for the 
Council to approve a rezone from R-1-7500 (Single-Family Residential 7,500 minimum) 
to C-2 (Community Commercial) and R-2 (Low density multiple family residential). Motion 
carried by unanimous vote. 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Mouanoutoua, for the 
Council to approve CUP2017-05, a request to approve a conditional use permit to allow 
for a restaurant with outdoor dining and associated drive-through. Motion carried by 
unanimous vote. 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Mouanoutoua, for the 
Council to approve CUP2017-06, a request to approve a conditional use permit to allow 
for a convenience market with beer and wine sales, fuel sales and a drive-through car 
wash. Motion carried by unanimous vote. 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Mouanoutoua, for the 
Council to approve CUP2017-07, a request to approve a conditional use permit to allow 
for a restaurant with drive-through use. Motion carried by unanimous vote. 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Mouanoutoua, for the 
Council to approve CUP2017-14, a request to approve a conditional use permit to allow 
for proposed multi-family structures to be greater than 35 feet in height. Motion carried by 
unanimous vote. 

11 :02 ITEM 1 D - APPROVED - RES. 18-33, A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE VOTES FOR 
FIVE AMENDMENTS TO THE LAND USE ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN AS 
PART OF THE FIRST GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT CYCLE FOR 2018. 
PROPOSALS INCLUDE GPA2017-01 , GPA2017-02, GPA2017-03, GPA2017-05, AND 
GPA2017-06. 

City Planner Bryan Araki presented a brief report summarizing the votes for the five 
amendments to the Land Use Element of the General Plan as part of the First General 
Plan Amendment Cycle for 2018. 

GPA2017-01 - Vote - Approved 5-0 

GPA2017-02 - Vote -Approved 3-0-2 

GPA2017-03 -Vote -Approved 3-0-2 

GPA2017-05 - Vote -Approved 3-0-2 

GPA2017-06 - Vote -Approved 4-1 
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There being no public comment, Mayor Whalen closed the public portion. Discussion by 
the Council. Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember 
Mouanoutoua, for the Council to a resolution confirming the votes for five amendments to 
the Land Use Element of the General Plan as part of the First General Plan Amendment 
Cycle for 2018. Proposals include GPA2017-01 , GPA2017-02, GPA2017-03, GPA2017-
05, and GPA2017-06. 

11 :03 ITEM 1 E1 - APPROVED INTRODUCTION - ORD. 18-06, AN ORDINANCE OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS AMENDING SECTION 4.5.1600, OF 
CHAPTER 4.5, OF TITLE 4 OF THE CLOVIS MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO THE 
ESTABLISHMENT, REESTABLISHMENT AND MODIFICATION OF SPEED ZONES 
AND LIMITS; AND ITEM 1 E2 - APPROVED - RES. 18-34, A RESOLUTION OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS APPROVING AND ADOPTING TRAFFIC 
AND ENGINEERING STUDIES AND ESTABLISHING AND REESTABLISHING THE 
OFFICIAL LIST OF DESIGNATED SPECIAL SPEED ZONES. 

Associate Engineer Colleen Vidinoff presented a report on various actions pertaining to 
the establishment, reestablishment and modification of speed zones and limits. The 
California Vehicle Code ("CVC") authorizes local authorities to determine and regulate 
speed limits on streets under local jurisdiction, subject to certain requirements. Pursuant 
to CVC Sections 22357 and 22358, speed limits may be adopted in 5 mph increments 
ranging from 25 mph to 65 mph, and must be justified on the basis of engineering and 
traffic surveys. At the local level, Clovis Municipal Code Chapter 4.5, Article 16, Section 
4.5.1600 provides for an Official List of Special Speed Zones. 

An initial speed zone ordinance was adopted by Council on December 1, 1965. It 
required that all modifications to the list of speed zones be done through amendments to 
the ordinance. Because that process is slow to respond to public safety concerns that 
might arise from rapidly changing conditions, th is ordinance changes that process to 
allow the City Council to establish, reestablish or modify the special speed zones by 
resolution . Engineering and traffic surveys ("E&TS") in compliance with CVC 
requirements were completed for each zone listed. Those E&TS will be available in the 
City Clerk's Office for public viewing until the Council acts on the ordinance, at which 
time they will be returned to the Planning and Development Services Department, where 
they may also be viewed by appointment. A summary of the E& TS results is attached to 
th is report. Staff is submitting a draft resolution to (1) allow the City Council to adopt the 
findings of the E&TS as its own, and (2) establ ish the "Official List of Special Speed 
Zones" for the City of Clovis. The list of proposed speed zones is attached as an exhibit 
to the draft resolution. 

There being no public comment, Mayor Whalen closed the public portion. Discussion by 
the Council. Motion by Councilmember Flores, seconded by Councilmember 
Mouanoutoua, for the Council to approve the introduction of an ordinance amending 
Section 4.5.1600, of Chapter 4 .5, of Title 4 of the Clovis Municipal Code pertaining to the 
Establishment, Reestablishment and Modification of Speed Zones and Limits. Motion 
carried by unanimous vote. 
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Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Flores, for the Council 
to approve a Resolution approving and adopting Traffic and Engineering Studies and 
Establishing and Reestablishing the. Official List of Designated Special Speed Zones. 

11:07 - 2A1 - ADOPTED - ORD. 18-03, R2017-08, APPROVING A REZONE FROM THE R-1-
AH (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL - 18,000 SQ. FT.) ZONE DISTRICT TO THE R-1 
(SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) ZONE DISTRICT. (VOTE: 3-0-2 WITH 
COUNCILMEMBER BESSINGER AND MAYOR WHALEN ABSENT) 

Mayor Whalen indicated that this item was on the regular agenda because at introduction 
on January 16, 2018, it was approved with a less than unanimous vote with Mayor 
Whalen and Councilmember Bessinger absent. There being no public comment, Mayor 
Whalen closed the public portion. Discussion by the Council. Motion by Councilmember 
Ashbeck, seconded by Council member Mouanoutoua, for the Council to approve a 
rezone from the R-1-AH (Single Family Residential - 18,000 Sq. Ft.) Zone District to the 
R-1 (Single Family Residential) Zone District. Motion carried 3-0-0-2 with Mayor Whalen 
and Councilmember Bessinger abstaining. 

11:08 - 2A2 - ADOPTED - ORD. 18-04, R2017-10, APPROVING A PREZONE FROM THE 
COUNTY AE-20 ZONE DISTRICT TO THE CLOVIS R-1-PRD (PLANNED 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT) ZONE DISTRICT. (VOTE: 3-0-2 WITH 
COUNCILMEMBER BESSINGER AND MAYOR WHALEN ABSENT) 

Mayor Whalen indicated that this item was on the regular agenda because at introduction 
on January 16, 2018, it was approved with a less than unanimous vote with Mayor 
Whalen and Councilmember Bessinger absent. There being no public comment, Mayor 
Whalen closed the public portion. Discussion by the Council. Motion by Councilmember 
Ashbeck, seconded by Council member Mouanoutoua, for the Council to approve a 
prezone from the County AE-20 Zone District to the Clovis R-1-PRD (Planned 
Residential Development) Zone District. Motion carried 3-0-0-2 with Mayor Whalen and 
Councilmember Bessinger abstaining. 

11 :09 ITEM 2A3A - APPROVED - AUTHORIZING CITY STAFF TO PROCEED WITH AN 
ASSESSMENT INCREASE ELECTION; AND ITEM 2A38 - APPROVED - AUTHORIZE 
THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH FRANCISCO & 
ASSOCIATES, INC. TO ADMINISTRATOR THE LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE 
DISTRICT ASSESSMENT INCREASE ELECTION. 

Public Utilities Director Scott Redelfs presented a report on various actions associated 
with Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 to include discussion of assessment 
increases and property owner survey. Clovis' Landscape Maintenance District (LMD) 
No. 1 is comprised of 37 Benefit Zones that consist of parks, street-side landscaping, 
neighborhood monuments, lighting and neighborhood roundabouts that benefit the 
properties within each of the zones. The properties in each zone are assessed to 
provide funding for landscape maintenance and the repair and replacement of 
monuments, lights, irrigation systems and park amenities. Annually, staff analyzes the 
revenues, expenses and reserves of each Landscape Benefit Zone to determine 
assessment rates. 
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Staff is proposing an election in Benefit Zone 2 only at this time. Benefit Zone 2 includes 
the street-side and street median landscaping south of Herndon Avenue, between Locan 
Avenue and Sunnyside Avenue. 

Expend itures exceeded revenue in Zone 2 in FY14-15. In FY15-16 an assessment 
increase election was held and it failed by an equivalent of 171 single family residential 
votes. It then became necessary to decrease expenditures in Zone 2. Staff negotiated 
with the Zone 2 landscape contractor for a cost reduction. This resulted in revenues 
exceeding expenditures in FY16-17. However, in FY18-19, contractor cost will not be 
able to be maintained at the current level and expenses are projected to again exceed 
revenue. Therefore, an assessment rate election is needed. Francisco & Associates, Inc. 
is an engineering firm that specializes in the administration of LMD's. Joe Francisco has 
served as Clovis' LMD Engineer since 1995, and has contracted with Clovis previously 
on three LMD elections. Staff is recommending contracting with Francisco & Associates, 
Inc. for services associated with the election. 

Motion by Councilmember Ashbeck, seconded by Councilmember Flores, to authorize 
City staff to proceed with an assessment increase election; and to authorize the City 
Manager to enter into an agreement with Francisco & Associates, Inc. to administrator 
the Landscape Maintenance District assessment increase election. 

11 :15 ITEM 3 - CITY MANAGER COMMENTS 

City Manager Luke Serpa commented on negotiations with the Fresno Irrigation District 
and need to appoint a subcommittee of two council members at a future date. 

11 :16 ITEM 4 - COUNCIL COMMENTS 

Councilmember Bessinger commented on an invitation for himself and Mayor Whalen to 
luncheon with the Latino Mayor's Caucus regard ing Deferred Action for Childhood 
Arrivals (DACA). Mayor Whalen commented that they intended to attend but would bring 
any request back to the full council for consideration . 

Councilmember Ashbeck commented that staff centered items should have followed the 
more public items. 

Councilmember Mouanoutoua commented on attending the Magnolia Crossing grand 
opening. He also requested we look into investing in a document camera so that 
documents handed over to council could be shown on the screen. 

Mayor Whalen showed a picture and presented a plaque from meeting with Fresno 
County District 3 Supervisor Sal Quintero he recently attended. 

ADJOURNMENT 
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Mayor Whalen adjourned the meeting of the Council to February 12, 2018 

Meeting adjourned: 11 :19 p.m. 

Mayor City Clerk 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 1CC-A-2 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE CITY COUNC IL 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: City Clerk Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

-
SUBJECT: Approval - Award the Request for Proposals and approve the purchase of 

the Microsoft Enterprise Agreement from Software House International Corp. 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
None 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the Council award the RFP and approve the purchase of the Microsoft Enterprise 
Agreement from Software House International Corp. for $41 ,520.00 per year for three 
years. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
In order to remain in compliance with Federal and State licensing laws, the City must 
renew its Microsoft Client Access Licensing agreement. Microsoft offers Enterprise 
Agreement (EA) levels of licensing for three-year terms through specified vendors. The 
three year term provides for a more flexible, consistent and overall lower-cost option for 
Microsoft licensing. · 

There are six (6) vendors certified by Microsoft as Large Volume Resellers (L VR) for 
California State and Local Government from which the City could purchase from. Staff 
requested proposals from the six vendors and is recommending that the City Council 
approve the purchase of the Microsoft Enterprise Agreement from Software House 
International Corp. 

BACKGROUND 

As computer systems were introduced into the City, the decision was made to standardize 
on the Microsoft operating system and Microsoft-compliant applications. This has allowed 
the City to take advantage of the industry-standard applications that have been developed 
for the Microsoft platform. 
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Microsoft Enterprise Agreement 

February 20, 2018 

As systems become more complex and integrated into the City's processes, managing the 
various support agreements and licensing requirements also becomes more complex. 
With the number of users and computers City-wide, the City qualifies for the volume 
licensing levels Microsoft offers with three-year Enterprise Agreements (EA) through 
specific vendors certified · as Large Volume Resellers (L VR) for California State and Local 
Government. These agreements provide for more flexible and lower-cost solutions than 
purchasing licenses individually, as well as help to manage Microsoft licensing and 
assurance that the City will remain in compliance through a single agreement. 

Staff deveioped and issued a Request foi Pmposais foi Micmsoft Enterprise Agreement 
(EA) volume licenses that would cover legal requirements for each user with the Core 
Client Access License (CAL) or the Microsoft 365 CAL; as well as add system 
management functionality which would reduce maintenance costs over the next three 
years. A total of three (3) proposals were received as follows: 

Vendor Name Year 1 Amount Three-year Total (with 
no changes) 

Software House lntemational $41,520.00 $124,560.00 
(SHI) Corp. 

Crayon Software Experts $42,553.00 $127,659.00 

Saitech Inc. $50,605.00 $151 ,815.00 

Staff is recommending the City enter into the three year Microsoft Enterprise Licensing 
Agreement with SHI Corp for $41 ,520.00 per year for three years. 

FISCAL IMPACT 
The cost of purchasing the Microsoft EA volume licenses is included in the l.T. Division 
budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 
The City is required by State and Federal law to properly license the software used on City 
desktop computers and servers. The Microsoft EA volume license is the most appropriate 
and cost effective program. Software House International Corp. submitted the lowest cost 
proposal. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 
The City will enter into a contract with Software House International Corp. to provide 
Microsoft EA licensing and coverage. 

Prepared by: Jesse Velez, Information Technology Manager 

;l\A; ~ Submitted by: 
John Holt, Assistant City Manager 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

I AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-A 3&4 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

Mayor and City Council 

Administration 

February 5, 2018 

Adopt - Ord . 18-05, R2017-06, A request to approve the rezone from R-
1-7500 (Single-Family Residential 7,500 minimum) to C-2 (Community 
Commercial) and R-2 (Low density multiple family residential). (Vote: 
5-0) 

Adopt - Ord. 18-06, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of 
Clovis Amending Section 4.5.1600, of Chapter 4.5, of Title 4 of the 
Clovis Municipal Code pertaining to the Establishment, 
Reestablishment and Modification of Speed Zones and Limits. (Vote: 
5-0) 

Please direct questions to the City Manager's office at 559-324-2060. 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-E-1 
City Manager: 6 

- - ------<I 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: General Services Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Receive and File - 2nd Quarter FY 2017-18 General Services 
Department Report 

The General Services Department Quarterly Report contains statistical data and 
information related to the Personnel/Risk Management section, Department Support 
section, and Community Services section. 

GENERAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
Personnel/Risk Management Division 

Quarterly Report 
October-December 2017 

Departmental Performance Measures 
• Employee recruitment will be conducted with the objective of recruiting, testing, 

and selecting the most qualified candidates for departmental hiring. As a 
benchmark, the Personnel/Risk Management Division wi ll complete 95% of all 
recruitments within 90 days 

900 R - ay "t t ecrw men: 
FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 FY 2017-2018 

(current) 
95% 95% 95% 
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City Council Report 
General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

• Employee Benefit programs will be administered in a manner that will ensure 
quality services and cost containment. The benchmarks will measure cost 
savings whenever possible, to continue to contain costs in the Employee Health 
Plan at or below the annual medical inflation rates, and maintain quality health 
services without reducing benefit levels. 

S Ah" d avmgs c 1eve : 
FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 FY 2017-

2018(current) 
Contained to 1.1 % Contained to 10.99% Increase Contained to 4.0% 

Increase Increase 

• The Risk Management Section will continue to emphasize the protection of the 
public, City employees, and City assets through training, risk identification, risk 
transfer, and insurance coverage procurement. As a benchmark, the number of 
annual work-related employee accidents resu lting in lost workdays will be 15 or 
less, and safety/risk management train ing programs will be offered to all 
employees. 

I I I. L tWI kD n1unes nvo vmg os or. ays: 
FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 FY 2017-2018 

Total Total To Date 

9 13 9 

S fit '/R. k M a ery IS anagemen tT . . P ram mg rograms: 
FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 FY 2017- 2018 

Total Total To Date 
211 100 94 

Personnel Section 
Personnel received and processed 1,258 employment applications for the months of 
October, November, and December. 

The chart below reflects the number of applications processed by month during 
the last five years. 

Yr. Jan. Feb. Mar. Apri l May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Total 

2013 696 498 434 822 307 231 839 640 710 629 140 144 6090 5.17% 
2014 313 651 293 306 505 818 532 480 1293 404 223 223 6041 -0.80% 
2015 542 246 166 716 633 321 897 294 120 705 330 401 5371 -1 1.7% 
2016 737 604 510 450 234 365 415 412 274 673 390 258 5322 -0.9% 
2017 545 285 367 239 347 866 161 333 313 554 456 248 4714 -12.12% 
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City Council Report 
General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

Applications Processed By Month 

Jan. Feb. Mar. April May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

Month 

• 2013 

• 2014 

0 2015 

0 2016 

• 2017 

This chart shows the number of applications received for each of the recruitments 
during the months of October, November, and December. 

Following staff training of our current NeoGov recruitment software in October, 2017, 
changes were made to how applications are processed and scored. Applications are 
scored electronically according to the applicant responses to supplemental job 
application questions. Electronic scoring reduces errors that can occur with manual 
application review, can immediately notify those candidates who do not meet minimum 
qualifications, and find the most qualified candidates in the pool. Using electronic 
scoring has reduced applications by those candidates who apply for any and every job, 
even if they don't qualify. It has also reduced by half the amount of applications that are 
reviewed by staff thus allowing for faster processing during the recruitment. Additional 
modules of the software including electronic hiring requests, management reviews of 
applications with name and identifying information redacted, and faster scoring 
following interviews are being implemented. 
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General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

Applications by Recruitment 

Accounting Intern Part-lime/Temporary 

Assistant Engineer Promotional Opportunity 

Building Inspector Part-lime/Temporary 

Bus Driver Part-lime/Temporary 

Bus Driver 

Cl eri ca I Part-Ti me IT em porary 

Community Service Work Program Supervisor Part­
lime/Temporary 

Construction Manager 

Engineering Program Supervisor 

Fleet Logi stics Clerk Part-Time/Temporary 

Junior Engineer 

Lead Bus Driver 

Office Assistant 

Police Cadet Part-Time/Temporary 

Principal Account Clerk 

Program Instructor Part-Time/Temporary 

Recreation Leader Part-Time/Temporary 

Right-Of-Way Acquisition Specialist (Contract)/Temporary 

Senior Information Technology Analyst 

Utility Worker 
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Exams were administered and eligibility lists were established for the Assistant 
Engineer Promotional Opportunity, Information Technology Specialist, Junior Engineer, 
Principal Account Clerk, Senior Information Technology Analyst, and Utility Worker 
classifications. 
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February 20, 2018 

There were two (2) Personnel Commission interview panels conducted from October to 
December for the Office Assistant, Police Officer, Police Service Officer, and Utility 
Worker classifications. 

Workers' Compensation 
In an effort to ensure a cost effective Workers' Compensation program, the 
Personnel/Risk Management Division utilizes a bill review process through the City's 
Third Party Administrator. While the California Labor Code caps a majority of the costs 
associated with Workers' Compensation treatment, the City has been able to realize 
additional savings through the use of contract physicians. The chart below describes 
the savings obtained by using a bill review service. 

$1 ,400,000 

$1 ,200,000 

$1 ,000,000 

$800,000 

$600,000 

$400,000 

$200,000 

$-

11 Series1 

• Series2 

Bill ReviewSavings2017 N 
0 
co_ 

Series one represents the total medical expenses that were charged and series 
two represents the total amount paid for the medical charges after the bill review. 

In addition to bill review savings, the Personnel/Risk Management Division utilizes 
nurse case managers to attend appointments with employees. Nurse case managers 
achieve additional savings by working with physicians to return employees back to 
work sooner and reduce the frequency and costs of various treatments that may not be 
necessary. 
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General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

Workers' Compensation Claims 
There were 19 work related injuries reported in the period of October through 
December 2017. The chart below shows the number of claims by department during 
this quarter. 

October - December Claims By Department 
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These injuries have gone through a job analysis/assessment to determine what causes 
contributed to the incident and any future preventative measures that can be taken to 
avoid future incidents. None of the injuries suffered were serious. 

Liability Claims 
The City received 12 liability claims during October through December 2017. 

Safety Training: 
Avoiding the Flu 
Backing, Parking, Intersections 
Bloodborne Pathogens Training 
CLIMB Video 
Cold Weather Clothing - Layering is Key 
Crash Prevention 
DOT Training 
Driver's Refresher for Trucks in the Construction Industry 
Driving Safely 
Emergency First Aid 
Emergency Preparedness 
Emergency Preparedness - EOD Training 
Ergonomics 
Fire Safety Tips for Fall 
Forklift Training 
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Hand Injury Prevention 
Hazard Communication Training 
Holiday Safety 
Housekeeping 
How to Safely Check Playground Equipment 
Intersection Safety 
Ladder Safety 
Lockout!T agout 
Nighttime Driving Tips 
Overhead Technology Inc. Fall Protection 
Power Tool Safety 
Practical Guide to Workplace Stretching 
Prohibition of Harassment 
Protection and Preparedness Against an Active Shooter 
Respirator Protection Program 
Review Lift Racks and Concerns 
Seeking Shelter in Containers 
Shop Vehicle Lift Capacity Review/Know Your Lift 
Vehicle Maintenance Safety - Agriculture 
Walk Like a Penguin on Icy or Wet Surfaces Handout 
Winter Driving 
Working in Cold Conditions 
Your Shop, Your Safety 

Computer Loans 
During the months of October, November and December, eight (8) computer loans 
were issued by Personnel/Risk Management staff. 
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GENERAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
Department Support Division 

Quarterly Report 
October - December 2017 

Facilities Maintenance Section 

Scope of Duties 

• This Section performs routine monthly maintenance as required. Routine 
monthly maintenance is defined as those tasks performed on a schedule once a 
month or more frequently. These tasks include interior lighting replacement, light 
fixture repairs, emergency stand-by generator monitoring (required by the San 
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District), and HVAC filters in the areas not 
covered by a contract. 

• This Section maintains all facility systems, including HVAC, lighting, security, 
solar systems, electrical, plumbing, and daytime janitorial services. The section 
also performs new construction projects involving office remodels and complex 
HVAC upgrades. 

• Facilities Maintenance staff also responds to daily service requests not classified 
as routine in nature. 

Departmental Performance Goal 

• The goal of the Section is to respond to each service request within 24-hours of 
notification. This Section is meeting that goal. 

Quarterly CRM Service Request Activity 

The Facilities Maintenance Section received 233 internal "Citizen Relationship 
Manager' (CRM) service requests this quarter, with Facilities Maintenance staff 
responding to and completing 246 CRM's. Following is a historical chart showing 
typical CRM activity for the last three (3) years during the 2nct Quarter and totals for the 
respective fiscal years. 

CRM Requests: 2nd Qtr. FY15-16 2 nd Qtr. FY16-17 2nd Qtr. FY17-18 

144 161 

Totals: Year to Date FY15-16 FY16-17 

567 747 
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Quarterly Service Responses 

The quarterly service responses are the total number of on-site responses that 
occurred during the course of the 2nd Fiscal Quarter. These responses include non­
routine service requests and new construction projects. This chart reflects the number 
of service responses by city department I facility during October - December 2017. 

Facilities Maintenance Customer Responses October - December 2017 
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Yearly Service Request Activity 

The charts below reflect the number of non-routine service requests processed by 
quarter for the last five (5) fiscal years. 

YEARLY SERVICE REQUEST ACTIVITY 

Cl) 

300 I w 
t/) 

249 z ---0 250 
c.. 
Cl) 
w 
a:: 200 

w 11 FY-13/14 

u 
O FY-14/ lS > 150 a:: C FY-lS/16 w 

Cl) 

.~ 
O FY-16/17 u.. 100 ~ 

0 

==1 ll FY-17/18 a:: 

:I ~ 
w 
Ill 
:e 
::I 
z 

~e( ~e( ./'"'( ~e( 
o.~~ o.~~ o.~ o.~~ 

""" '),~b ,._,(b t.~ 

GS Staff Report 2nd Qtr. 17-18 2/12/2018 2:32:34 PM Page 9of19 



City Council Report 
General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

Facility Maintenance Project Highlights for October-December 2017: 

• Facilities Maintenance Staff replaced a 35-year 
old 100 gallon water heater at the Senior Center 

• Facilities Maintenance Staff worked with the Planning 
Department in assisting the Eagle Scouts with a project 
to place a park bench adjacent to the Veteran's 
Memorial at Miss Winkles Pet Adoption Center. 
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• Facilities Maintenance Staff renovated the office at the 
Animal Control's Rusty's Place with new flooring , window 
coverings and paint. 

• Facilities Maintenance Staff installed new air-conditioning 
units at the Corporation Yard's server room. 

• Facilities Maintenance Staff installed Sharp's needle 
collection units at Fire Station #2 and Fire Station #5 
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• Staff met on-site with a mechanical engineer to begin the process of collecting 
data and generating construction drawings for the change out of water boilers at 
the Corporation Yard's Fleet building. 

• Staff is generating construction documents for the modular office to be relocated 
adjacent to the Animal Control building at Villa Yard. 

• Staff assisted our energy vendor with access and tours of city facilities for the 
purposes of a citywide LED lighting feasibility study. 

Purchasing Section 

The Purchasing Section is responsible for the purchasing and acquisition of goods and 
services utilized for department support functions. 

Purchasing Section's Monthly Highlights for 2nd Quarter FY17/18: 

• Staff met with an office equipment vendor to obtain lease pricing on a postage 
machine to replace City Hall's current machine 

• Staff met with a copier vendor to obtain pricing and initiate a lease for a single 
copier whose lease was nearing expiration. 

• Staff began generating RFP documents that will be distributed during March , 
2018 to replace (12) leased copiers whose leases expire in June, 2018. 

• Staff attended the Central Valley Purchasing Group's quarterly meeting in 
Tulare, CA for a training on contract management and to network with other 
Central Valley public agencies. 

• Staff drafted and initiated a service agreement between the City and a carpet 
contractor to install floor covering at Fire Station #3. 

• Staff generated a staff report for City Council approval to install LED lighting at 
various city facilities and drafted appropriate contract documents for City 
Attorney and vendor review. 

• Staff met with a furniture vendor to obtain pricing and purchase chairs , cabinets 
and ergonomic upgrades for various city staff. 
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GENERAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
Community Services Division 

Quarterly Report 
October-December 2017 

The following programs, services and activities are highlights of the activities occurring 
within the Community Services Division during the second quarter of FY17-18. 

Senior Services Section 
Tracking of senior program participants occurs as seniors sign-in for services and 
activities. New senior participants are tracked when they complete a confidential form. 
**During this quarter, a new participant tracking software program was implemented. 
This required a reset of the participant database which reduced the number of 
newsletters sent. As participants complete registration for the program, these metrics 
will return to previous levels, likely by the end of the third quarter.** 

Program Participants FY17 FY18 YTD YTD --
F.Y17 FY18 

Information and Assistance 34,679 35,462 64,021 73,751 
Outreach 315 303 630 696 
Newsletters 12, 132 8,254 24,001 20,946 
Community Services 18,628 17,984 37,622 36,453 
Health Services 1,806 1,607 3,593 2,923 
Senior Nutrition 

In Center (includes special meals) 2,687 2,901 5,695 6,333 
Frozen Meals for Homebound 6,790 4,914 13,090 9,674 

Consumer Services 994 2,299 2,775 4,002 
Volunteers 179 174 332 355 
Volunteer Hours 2,884 . 2,712 5,494 5,724 

Revenue Generated FY17 FY18 YTD YTD 
FY17 FY18 

Rental $10,462 $9,220 $22,462 $18,692 
Older American Act Funding $4,675 $5,779 $6,008 $7,112 
Memorial District $0 $0 $0 $0 
Sales: Taxable & Non-Taxable & Misc. $675 $1,425 $3,378 $1,425 
Special Events $3,916 $3,457 $4,351 $3,857 
Class User Fees $16,416 $19,455 $38,309 $41 ,901 
Project Income $4,315 $4,976 $6,533 $9,679 
In House Nutrition ProQram $3,415 $3,231 $7, 195 $6,731 
Homebound Nutrition Program $150 $110 $200 $310 
Donations $1 ,477 $640 $1 ,727 $1 ,597 
Total ~451501 ~481293 ~901163 ~911304 
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• The Fall Rummage Sale was held October 5, 2017. A new layout and additional 
vendors made this event a tremendous success. The center raised over $2,500 
in revenue from the sale. 

• The annual Clovis Senior Activity Center Classic Car Show was held on October 
20, 2017. Over 50 classic cars were entered for judging. In addition to the cars, a 
live band provided music and a bar-be-que lunch was available for purchase 
along with homemade desserts. 

• Our Halloween Party has become the place to be on October 31 st. This year, 
over 25 participants dressed up, danced, and enjoyed hot and cold appetizers. 
Live music was provided. Costumes were judged and prizes awarded in a 
variety of categories. 

• The annual Thanksgiving meal at the Clovis Senior Activity Center was bigger 
than ever. Additional tables in an adjoin ing room were set up to accommodate 
the more than 350 people who arrived to enjoy the food , music, and 
conversation. Lenny from Pappy's Fine Foods cooked 35 turkeys and all the side 
dishes. Clovis Salvation Army served the food and volunteers delivered meals to 
homebound seniors in the community. 

• The annual Clovis Kiwanis Christmas lunch was held on December 16, 2017 at 
the Clovis Veteran's Memorial District hall. Over 425 seniors enjoyed a hot 
turkey lunch with all the trimmings. Clovis Boy Scout Troop 60 served the food 
and did the clean up after the event. A live band provided country music for 
entertainment. Meals were delivered by volunteers to homebound seniors along 
with a Christmas gift. 
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Clovis Transit Quarterly Report 
FY17/18 2nd Quarter 

Revenue generated FY17/18 2nd Quarter 

Stageline: 

Funding Source FY17 

Fares $24,688 

Bus Passes/Metro Pass $15,335 

Sub Total $40,023 

Trolley Rentals/Advertising $8,134 

Measure C $0 

L TF-Article 4 $0 

STA $0 

Proposition 1 B Grant $0 

TOTAL $48,157 

Roundup: 

F d" S un mg ource FY17 
Fares $14,449 

Bus Passes $12,634 

Sub Total $27,083 

Trolley Rentals/Advertising $0 

Measure C $0 

L TF-Article 4/4.5 $0 

STA $0 

Proposition 1 B Grant $0 

TOTAL $27,083 

City Council Report 
General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

FY18 YTD FY17 YTD FY18 

$18,182 $37,546 $26,757 

$12,023 $20,306 $20, 150 

$30,205 $57,852 $46,907 

$0 $17,294 $24,923 

$0 $0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 

$30,205 $75,146 $71,830 

FY18 YTD FY17 YTD FY18 
$12,149 $21 ,890 $22,893 

$14,433 $25,039 $26,456 

$26,582 $46,929 $49,349 

$0 $0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 

$26,582 $46,929 $49,349 
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RIDERSHIP 

St r age1ne 

City Council Report 
General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

FY 16/17 FY 17/18 
W-Mart W-Mart 

Month 10 50 70 80 Shuttle Total 10 50 70 80 Shuttle Total 
July 5,338 2,679 0 0 44 8,061 4,805 2,831 0 0 31 7,667 

Aug 6,764 3,749 155 89 54 10,811 6,225 3,709 127 134 67 10,262 

Sept 7,810 4,690 519 240 48 13,307 7,217 4,249 490 245 45 12,246 

Oct 7,628 4,532 606 241 48 13,055 8,484 4,315 399 537 28 13,763 

Nov 6,979 4,082 505 212 18 11 ,796 6,634 3,284 298 293 44 10,553 

Dec 6,250 3,646 411 176 24 10,507 6,173 3,923 331 266 25 10,718 

TOTAL 40,769 23,378 2,196 958 236 67,537 39,538 22,311 1,645 1,475 240 65,209 

Roundup 
FY 16/17 FY 17/18 

Month Fresno Clovis Total Fresno Clovis Total 

July 1,754 2,900 4,654 1,648 2,522 4,170 

August 2,219 3, 101 5,320 2,262 3,002 5,264 

Sept 1,954 3,041 4,995 1,888 2,628 4,516 

Oct 1,876 2,665 4,541 2, 113 2,530 4,643 

Nov 1,833 2,671 4,504 1,794 2,360 4,154 

Dec 1,784 2,662 4,446 1,555 2,605 4,160 

TOTAL 11,420 17,040 28,460 11,260 15,647 26,907 

Ro d U P un p assenger N Sh o- ows 
FY 17/18 

% of Total 
Month No-Shows Trips Warnings Suspensions 

July 78 1.87% 0 3 

August 77 1.46% 1 0 

Sept 67 1.48% 2 0 

Oct 61 1.31 % 1 1 

Nov 44 1.06% 0 0 

Dec 70 1.67% 1 0 

TOTAL 397 Avg. 1.59% 4 4 
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c l"tCll/T ompam a s rac mg 

Rude Missed Unsafe 
Month Driver Passenger Driving 

July 0 0 0 
August 0 0 0 

Sept 2 1 2 

Oct 0 0 0 

Nov 1 1 0 

Dec 1 3 0 

TOTAL 4 5 2 

Stageline On-Time Performance 

FY 17/18 
Month % On Time 

July 96.7% 
August 97.0% 

September 97.4% 

October 98.2% 

November 98.0% 

December 97.4% 

Fleet Information 

FY 17/18 

Month Collisions Road Calls 

July 1 0 

August 1 1 

Sept 2 0 

Oct 0 0 

Nov 0 0 

Dec 0 0 

TOTAL 4 1 

City Council Report 
General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

FY 17/18 
Late Device 
Bus Use Full Bus Other Total 

0 0 0 1 1 

0 0 0 1 1 

0 0 0 2 7 

0 0 0 1 1 

0 0 0 1 3 
0 0 0 1 5 

0 0 0 7 18 
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Recreation Section 

Quarter 2 
Revenue Generated This Quarter: FY 17 

User Fees $25,899 
Project Income $0 
Batting Cage $274 
Donations $0 
Totals $26, 173 

Food Services 

Candy Machines $14 
Batting Cage Snack Bar $5 
Totals $19 

Adult programs 

City Council Report 
General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

FY 18 YTD 17 YTD 18 

$44,540 $55,596 $87,938 
$21 $340 $327 
$1 ,040 $10,003 $9, 130 
$0 $0 $0 
$45,601 $65,939 $97,395 

$21 $76 $73 
$26 $322 $280 
$47 $398 $353 

• The Clovis of Clovis Recreation indoor coed soccer, basketball , Floorball and 
hockey league finished up the fall league the second week of December. The 
winter adult programs are scheduled to start the second week of January. 32 
teams participated in these sports and generated $5,992 in revenue through the 
second quarter. 

• The 2017 fall adult softball season ended with the end of the season Coed and 
Men's league tournaments. The softball leagues brought in a total of $1 ,897 in 
the second quarter. 

Youth Programs 
• During the second quarter, the Recreation Section continued to increase 

participation in our youth programs. The recreation section offered four (4) new 
youth programs during the second quarter, which brought in $2,841 in revenue. 

Clovis Batting Range 

• The Clovis Batting Range closed down for the winter on October 15, 201 7. It had 
507 participants for the second quarter which brought in $1 ,040 in revenue. 

• The Clovis Batting Range is scheduled to reopen on January 15, 2018. 

Skate park 

• The current Skatepark hours are Monday - Sunday 10:00 AM - 9:00 PM. The 
Skatepark had 24, 182 participants for this quarter. 
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Special Events 

City Council Report 
General Services Department 2nd Quarter Report 

February 20, 2018 

• On December 4, 2017, Clovis Area Recreation held its annual Christmas Tree 
Lighting. The evening was fil led with Christmas music provided by the Clovis 
High School and the Clark Intermediate school choirs. Santa rode to the event in 
a City of Clovis Transit trolley with a police escort. Mayor Whalen, with 
assistance from Santa, lit the City of Clovis Christmas Tree. Following the tree 
lighting, Santa went in the City Hall Foyer to take pictures with the participants. 
Hot chocolate and cookies were served to the excited crowd by Clovis Senior 
Activity Center volunteers. This year's event had 450 people in attendance. 

Program Participation Qtr 2/17 Qtr 2/18 YTD FY17 YTD FY18 

Program Participation 36,696 34, 189 78,070 78,871 

These numbers are not taking into consideration participants that use the Recreation 
Center on a walk in basis or spectators. Some duplication may be included. 

Class User Fee Quarter 2 Participation and Revenue Numbers 
Program Sessions Participants for Quarter Daily Averag~ Volunteers Total 

Arts and Crafts 2 6 3 0 6 
Basketball Adult Men's Comp 10 465 138 0 465 
Basketball Adult Men's Rec 10 1000 300 0 1000 
Basketball Little Dribblers 0 0 0 0 0 
Basketball Teen League 0 0 0 0 0 
Basketball Youth League 0 0 0 0 0 
Basketball Youth Skills and Drills 4 43 11 0 43 
Batting Cages 1 507 507 0 507 
Christmas Tree Lighting 2 950 950 17 967 
Daily Drop In 32 593 37 0 593 
Drop-In 50 608 43 0 608 
Drop-In Reservation 36 1752 170 0 1752 
Floorball 4 300 150 0 300 
Rugby Youth Camp 4 48 24 4 52 
Skate Park 174 24182 417 0 24182 
Slow Pitch Softball Coed 20 2310 231 0 2310 
Slow Pitch Softball Men's 8 600 150 0 600 
Soccer Adult Coed 9 560 187 0 560 
Soccer Little Kickers 0 0 0 0 0 
Soccer Youth League 0 0 0 0 0 
Soccer Youth Skills and Drills 1 7 7 0 7 
Start Smart Basketball 0 0 0 0 0 
Start Smart Football 3 18 6 0 18 
Start Smart Soccer 9 138 46 0 138 
Tiny Tumblers 10 80 22 0 80 
Tiny Tumblers II 0 0 0 0 0 
Middle School Basketball Camp 1 10 10 0 10 
Santa Lil Helpers 4 12 6 0 . 12 
Basketball develpmently Disabled 0 0 0 0 0 

Total 394 34189 21 34210 

Revenue 
$34 

$1,915 
$1 ,940 
$1 ,799 
$992 

$19,035 
$0 

$1 ,040 
$0 
$0 

$1,268 
$6,919 
$1,650 
$545 

$0 
$1,897 

$0 
$2,067 
$826 
$996 

$0 
$310 

$0 
$515 
$305 
$19 
$0 

$116 
$1 ,393 

$45,581.00 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-F-1 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO T H E C I T Y CO UN C I L 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Approval - Final Acceptance for CIP 14-14, Shepherd & N. Temperance 
Traffic Signal. 

ATTACHMENTS: (A) Vicinity map 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the City Council to accept the work performed as complete and authorize recording of 
the notice of completion. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The project consisted of earthwork, grading, asphalt concrete, pavement grinding, 
installation of Class 2 aggregate base, asphalt concrete paving, median island stamped 
concrete, concrete sidewalk, ADA curb return, traffic signal facil ities, traffic loops, 
accessible pedestrian system , countdown pedestrian signal modules, PG&E Rule 16, and 
traffic signage at the intersection of Shepherd and N. Temperance Avenues. 

BACKGROUND 

The bid opening was on November 29, 2016, and the project was awarded by City Council 
on December 12, 2016. Asphalt Design by Juan Gomez was the low bidder and was 
awarded the project. The project was completed in accordance with the construction 
documents. 
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City Council Report 
Final Acceptance for CIP 14-14 

February 20, 2018 

The work installed a traffic signal and associated appurtenances at the intersection of 
Shepherd and N. Temperance Avenues. The subject project is intended to regulate access 
into the intersection to minimize traffic conflicts. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Award 

Cost decrease resulting from differences 
between estimated quantities used for 
award and actual quantities installed. 

Contract Change Orders 

Final Contract Cost 

$517,317.26 

($973.90) 

$7,524.68 

$523,868.04 

The project was approved in the Community Investment Program 2016-2017 fiscal year 
budget and is funded by a Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) grant, and by 
Measure C. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The Public Utilities Department, the City Engineer, the engineering inspector, and the 
project engineer agree that the work performed by the contractor is in accordance with the 
project plans and specifications, and has been deemed acceptable. The contractor, 
Asphalt Design by Juan Gomez, has requested final acceptance. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

1. The notice of completion will be recorded; and 

2. All remaining retention funds will be released pursuant to Federal requirements and the 
Prompt Payment of Funds Withheld to Subcontractors clause of the Local Assistance 
Procedures Manual. 

Prepared by: 

Submitted by: 

CIP 14-14 

John Cross, Assistant Engineer 

~&L. Recommended by: _ ___.ll~. ,__'--1-¥---'-N+------
Michael Harrison 
City Engineer 

2/9/201 8 4:25:49 PM 

Dwi ht K~ll . AICP 
Dire ~tor of Planning and 
Dev "opment Services 

Page 2 of 2 

\ 



VICINITY MAP 
CIP 14-14 Shepherd & N. Temperance Traffic Signal 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-F-2 
City Manager: 

CITY 0 / CL 0 V I S 
R EPORT TO THE CITY COUN C IL 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Approval - Final Acceptance for CIP 15-05, Fowler Avenue Street 
Improvements - Ashlan Avenue to Gettysburg Avenue. 

ATIACHMENT: (A) Vicinity Map 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the City Council to accept the work performed as complete and authorize recording of 
the notice of completion . 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This project consisted of street improvements on Fowler Avenue from Ashlan Avenue to 
Gettysburg Avenue. New construction addressed pavement deficiencies as well as existing 
curb return ramps that were not in compliance of ADA standards. This project was solely 
funded by Measure C. 

BACKGROUND 

The bid opening was on April 18, 2017, and the project was awarded by City Council on May 
1, 2017. AS Dezign, Inc. was the low bidder and was awarded the project. The project was 
completed in accordance with the construction documents. 

CIP 15-05 Fowler Avenue Street Improvements - Ashlan Avenue to Gettysburg Avenue 
2/12/201 8 9:20:15 AM 
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FISCAL IMPACT 

1. Award 

City Council Report 
CIP 15-05- Final Acceptance 

February 20, 2018 

2. Cost Increase resulting from differences between estimated 
quantities used for award and actual quantities installed. 

$ 505,359.55 

$ 23,503.61 

3. Contract Change Orders 

4 . Liquidated Damages Assessed 

Final Contract Cost 

$ 3,015.14 

$ 0.00 

$ 531,878.30 

This project was approved in the Community Investment Program 2017-2018 fiscal year 
budget and is fully funded by Measure C. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The Public Utilities Department, the City Engineer, the engineering inspector, and the project 
engineer agree that the work performed by the contractor is in accordance with the project 
plans and specifications, and has been deemed acceptable. The contractor, AS Dezign, 
Inc., has requested final acceptance from City Council. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

1. The notice of completion will be recorded; and 

2. All remaining retention funds will be released no later than 35 calendar days following 
recordation of the notice of completion, provided no liens have been filed . Retention 
funds may be released within 60 days after the date of completion , provided no liens 
have been filed , with "completion" defined as the earlier of either (a) beneficial use 
and occupancy and cessation of labor, or (b) acceptance by the City Council per 
Public Contract Code Section 7107(c)(2). 

Prepared by: John Armendariz, ssistant Engineer 

Submitted by: -- Recommended by: 
Michael Harrison 
City Engineer 

CIP 15-05 Fowler Avenue Street Improvements - Ashlan Avenue to Gettysburg Avenue 
2/9/2018 12:05:47 PM 

or of Planning and 
opment Services 
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VICINITY MAP 
CIP 15-05 Fowler Avenue Street Improvements 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-F-3 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Approval - Final Acceptance for CIP 16-06 Minnewawa/Cherry Lane and 
Cherry Lane/Oxford Alley Improvements. 

A TI ACHMENT: (A) Vicinity map 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
None 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the City Council to accept the work performed as complete and authorize recording of 
the notice of completion . 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The project consisted of alley reconstruction including installation of asphalt concrete 
paving, concrete valley gutters, drive approaches, curb and gutter, sidewalk and 
miscellaneous concrete work for the Minnewawa/Cherry Lane Alley from Cherry Lane to 
Ninth Street and the Cherry Lane/Oxford Alley from Ninth Street to Eighth Street. 

Staff has evaluated the project sites and all design aspects within the scope of this project 
for compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility standards as of 
December 27, 2017. The project was constructed to meet current ADA standards. 

CIP 16-06 Acceptance 2/12/2018 9:22:10 AM Page 1of2 



BACKGROUND 

City Council Report 
CIP 16-06 Acceptance 

February 20, 2018 

The bid opening was on August 29, 2017, and the project was awarded by City Council on 
September 5, 2017. Pierce Construction was the low bidder and was awarded the project. 
The project was completed in accordance with the construction documents and within the 
total contract time allotted. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

1. Contract Award Amount 

2. Contract Change Orders 

3. Liquidated Damages Assessed 

Final Contract Cost 

$ 125,402.25 

$ 

$ 

0.00 

0.00 

$ 125,402.25 

This project was approved in the Community Investment Program 2016-2017 fiscal year 
budget and is fully funded by the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The Public Utilities Department, the City Engineer, the engineering inspector, and the 
project engineer agree that the work performed by the contractor is in accordance with the 
project plans and specifications, and has been deemed acceptable. The contractor, Pierce 
Construction, has requested final acceptance. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

1. The notice of completion will be recorded; and 
2. All remaining retention funds will be released no later than 35 calendar days following 

recordation of the notice of acceptance, provided no liens have been filed. Retention 
funds may be released within 60 days after the date of completion , provided no liens 
have been filed , with "completion" defined as the earlier of either (a) beneficial use 
and occupancy and cessation of labor, or (b) acceptance by the City Council per 
Public Contract Code Section 7107 (c)(2). 

Prepared by: Colleen Vid noff, Project Engineer 

Submitted by :--11'---"=---""'-'"---"-'-~-='--'=--· _ 
Michael Harrison 

City Engineer 
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VICINITY MAP 
Minnewawa/Cherry Lane and Cherry Lane/Oxford Alley 

Improvements - Ninth to Cherry Lane and Eighth to Ninth 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-F-4 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
RE PORT TO THE CITY COU N C I L 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Approval - Res. 18-_, Amending the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District 
(FMFCD) Schedule of Drainage Costs and Fees for 2018-2019. 

ATTACHMENTS: (A) Res. 18-
(B) FMFCD Fee Adoption Letter and Exhibits 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the City Council to approve Res. 18-__ , amending the FMFCD Storm Drainage per-acre 
costs and fees for 2018-2019. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (District) is the agency responsible for the orderly 
construction of storm drainage systems within Clovis, including establishment of drainage 
impact fees. The Clovis Municipal Code provides for annual updates to the schedule of drainage 
fees by resolution. The District has adopted a new schedule of drainage fees and has submitted 
the schedule of rates for adoption by the City of Clovis pursuant to the Municipal Code and 
Government Code section 66017. Staff is requesting approval of the resolution adopting the 
new fee schedule. 

FMFCD Fee Amendment 2/9/2018 11 : 16:34 AM Page 1of3 



BACKGROUND 

City Council Report 
FMFCD Fees 

February 20, 2018 

In 1961 , the Cities of Fresno and Clovis and the County of Fresno adopted, as an element of 
the Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Area General Plan , a Storm Drainage Master Plan prepared by 
the Flood Control District for the metropolitan area. In 1969, these agencies adopted virtually 
identical drainage fee ordinances to provide for the funding of planned drainage facilities 
concurrently with development activity which created the need for such facilities . 

The District has updated the master plan and the costs associated with construction of the new 
infrastructure needed to serve new development. The local drainage plan shows the drainage 
area boundaries as well as proposed and existing master plan facilities in each watershed area. 

The rate structure associated with each master plan drainage area is based on the total cost of 
the urban drainage system including land, improvements and any engineering required to serve 
the subject area. As the facilities are constructed the estimated costs will be replaced by the 
actual costs. The total cost is divided into the total land area using appropriate proportionate 
ratios (related to storm runoff characteristics) between the various contributing/benefiting land 
uses. 

The drainage fees paid pursuant to the ordinance (with the exception of the 5% development 
review fee) are deposited into a separate trust account by the District. The monies are not 
commingled with District general funds, are not used to fund any administration, operations or 
maintenance costs, and must be expended within the drainage area in which they are paid. The 
5% development review component of the fee reimburses the District for the cost of engineering 
services provided by the District. 

The fee ordinance, enacted under the authority of the State Subdivision Map Act, requires the 
identification of the estimated or actual cost of the planned facilities through the adoption of a 
resolution. Because the fees are based on the cost of facilities , the resolution serves also as 
the schedule of fees. 

The Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District consists of three zones. Zone 3 is generally 
comprised of the core area of the City of Clovis. Zone 2 is mostly in the City of Fresno, except 
for some portions of Drainage Areas "Q" and "S", which are predominately within Clovis. Zone 
1 includes all of the areas with in the District's jurisdiction that are not in Zone 2 or Zone 3. 

Exhibit "A" lists the proposed drainage fee adjustments. City staff has had the opportunity to 
review the proposed adjustments with FMFCD staff and believes the adjustments are supported 
by the recently completed cost studies. District staff has indicated that the District contacted 
the Building Industry Association in reviewing the proposed drainage fee update. The District 
did adopt the revised rates on December 13, 2017 with an effective date of March 1, 2018 and 
is requesting adoption by the City Council pursuant to the provisions of the ordinance. 

FMFCD Fee Amendment 2/9/2018 11 : 16:34 AM Page 2 of 3 



REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

City Council Report 
FMFCD Fees 

February 20, 2018 

In accordance with the District's and the City's drainage fee ordinances, the drainage fee 
schedule is to be adjusted annually, or as warranted. This year the update was based upon 
examination of all drainage systems and their related costs and fee schedules. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

Adopt and implement the 2018-2019 FMFCD Drainage Fees for local drainage fees. 

Prepared by: Hien Ma, Engineering Technician 

{' 
Submit by: -~-----~---)_...___...._, ___ Recommended by: --1r-' ~ __. ).ui.+j ______ _ 

Michael Harrison Dv ·gnt ~ roll , AICP 
City Engineer Dir ctor \)f Planning and 

De elopment Services 
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RESOLUTION 18-

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS, CALIFORNIA, 

AMENDING THE STORM DRAINAGE AND FLOOD CONTROL MASTER PLAN 

AND ADOPTING THE DRAINAGE FEES AND COSTS FOR ALL DEVELOPMENTS 

WITIDN THE JOINT AREA OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS, CALIFORNIA AND 

THE FRESNO METROPOLITAN FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 

(2018-2019) 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Clovis has enacted Chapter 7, Title 8 of the Clovis 

Municipal Code, which ordinance is hereby incorporated herein by this reference, creating and 

establishing the authority for imposing and charging fees for the construction of planned local 

storm drainage facilities; and 

WHEREAS, an amended Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan Map 

(Exhibit "A" hereto) specifying public faci lities and improvements, existing and proposed, 

which are necessary to provide drainage service and flood control within the respective local 

drainage areas specified therein has been presented to the Council of the City of Clovis; and 

WHEREAS, a study has been conducted of the impacts of contemplated future 

development on the existing storm drainage services and facilities in the local drainage areas of 

the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District ("District") and the City of Clovis ("City'") listed 

in Exhibit "B" attached hereto, along with an analysis of new, improved or expanded public 

facilities, the estimated costs of those improvements, and the schedule of per gross acre fees 

calculated to raise the sum of money necessary to pay the estimated total cost of said local drainage 

in said local drainage areas; and 

WHEREAS, this study was available at the District's office for public inspection and 

review ten (10) days prior to this public meeting and notice was given in compliance with the 

requirements therefore, and 

Attachment A 



WHEREAS, a public meeting was held pursuant to the public notice cited herein at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the Council of the City of Clovis; and 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Clovis finds as follows: 

A. The purpose of said fees is to finance facilities within the City and District required 

for the removal of surface and storm waters attributable to development; to obviate the menace to 

the public health, safety and welfare arising from inadequate provision for removal of surface and 

storm waters occurring as the result of development of property; to prevent deterioration of 

property values and impairment of conditions making for desirable residential, commercial or 

industrial development, as the case may be, which would result from the fai lure to construct 

planned local drainage facilities relative to development of property; and to prevent deterioration 

of public streets and other public facilities which would result from failure to construct planned 

local drainage facilities concurrently with development. 

B. The fees adopted hereby and collected pursuant to Chapter 7, Title 8 of the Clovis 

Municipal Code and this Resolution are to be used to finance only the public facilities shown on 

Exhibit "A" hereto within each of the respective local drainage areas identified in Exhibit "B" 

hereto; 

C. After considering said Map and said study and analysis prepared by the District, 

entitled "Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan", and that prepared by the City Planning 

Department entitled "2035 Clovis General Plan," and the various community and specific plans of 

the City; and the information and testimony received at this public hearing, the Council of the City 

of Clovis approves said Map and said study, and incorporates such herein. The Council further 

finds that all development in the subject area will generate the need, as described in this recital, 

for storm drainage facilities therein, and generates an unmet need for storm drainage facilities and 

services within the impacted area; 

D. There is a need in this described impact area for storm drainage facilities which 

have not been constructed or have been constructed; said facilities have been called for in, or are 

consistent with, the City's General Plan. Development will contribute its fair share towards 

these facility costs in those local drainage areas listed in Exhibit "B" through payment of the 

respective drainage fees set forth therein; 



E. The facts and evidence presented establish that there is a reasonable relationship 

between the need for the described public facilities and the impacts of the types of development as 

described in Exhibit "A" and "B" for which the corresponding fee set forth in Exhibit ·'B" is 

charged. There is a reasonable relationship between the use of said fee and the development of 

the lands in the service area for which the fee is charged, as these reasonable relationships or 

nexuses are described in more detail in the study and Map referred to above; 

F. The Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan Map attached hereto as 

Exhibit " A" and the storm drainage fees set forth in Exhibit "B", as adopted by Paragraphs 2 

and 3 herein below, revise the Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan, are in 

conformity with the City ' s General Plan and are in compliance with Section 66483 of the 

California Government Code. 

G. The cost estimates set forth in Exhibit " B" are reasonable cost estimates for 

constructing these facilities and the fee schedule set forth therein is based on said estimates and is 

to generate fees from development which wi ll not exceed the total of these costs. 

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby resolved by the Council of the City of Clovis that: 

1. The above recitals are true and correct, and this Council so finds and 

determines. 

2. The Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan is hereby amended to 

include that Storm Drain and Flood Contro l Master Plan Map attached hereto as Exhibit "A" 

as supported by Exhibit "B" . 

3. The schedule of drainage fees for those respective local drainage areas listed in 

Exhibit "B" hereto is hereby adopted as set forth in said Exhibit "B". The District shall 

prepare, and provide to the City, a 2018-2019 schedule of drainage fees for each of its local 

drainage areas, which shall include the fees adopted hereby. Fees shall be paid in accordance 

with the Drainage Fee Ordinances accord ing to said 2018-2019 drainage fee schedule. 

4. The fee shall be solely used to pay: (a) costs related to the design, administration 

and construction of the described public storm water facilities; (b) for re imbursing the District 

for the development's fair share of those costs incurred by the District in the design and 

construction of the described public storm water facilities; or (c) to reimburse other developers 



who have constructed public facilities in each service area where those facilities were beyond 

that needed to mitigate the impacts of the other developers' project or projects and where 

reimbursement is provided for in the applicable Drainage Fee Ordinance or under a UGM 

Ordinance. 

5. The District, pursuant to Chapter 7 of Title 8 of the Municipal Code, shall review 

the estimated cost of the described capital improvements for which thi s fee is charged, the 

continued or expanded need therefore, and the reasonable relationship between such facility needs 

and the varying types and development. The Manager shall report the findings to the City Council 

and recommend any adj ustment to this fee or other action as may be needed. 

6. Pursuant to California Government Code Section 66022, any judicial action or 

proceeding to attack, review, set aside, void or annul this Resolution shall be brought within 

120 days of the effective date hereof, which shall be 60 days after the date of adoption hereof. 

Administrative appeal is a mandatory prerequisite to any such judicial action or proceeding. 

Such appeal shall be made in writing to the City Engineer of the City of Clovis. Such appeal 

must be made within 60 days after the effective date hereof. The City Engineer shall set the 

matter for hearing, conduct the hearing and render a decision within 40 days after such appeal 

is filed. 

7. The Ordinance of the C ity of Clovis has an administrative mechanism whereby 

a property owner who seeks to develop property within the boundaries of the City of Clovis 

and the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District can challenge the fees imposed thereunder 

only by first paying said fees under protest. Developers of property within the City of Clovis 

and the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District shall adhere to the applicable ordinance 

of the City of Clovis under which it is required that drainage fees must be paid before 

development is allowed, and that such fee may be paid under protest. 



THE FOREGOING was introduced and adopted at a regular meeting of the City 

Council of the City of Clovis held on the 20th day of February, 20 18, by the following vote, to 

wit; 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

DATED: 

Mayor City Clerk 
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EXHIBIT "B" 
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District 

2018 DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE 

City of Clovis 

Effective Date: 3/1/2018 
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City of Clovis Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 

Area 

AQ 

BC 

BT 

BU 

BW 

BX 

BZ 

CL 

CZ 

DL 

OM 

DO 

DP 

3/2018 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAl 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAl 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

BASIN 
PIPf 

TOTAl 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAl 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAl 

AE· 5, A·L, 0 

$ 1,750 
$3,670 

$5,420 

$1,610 
$2,620 

$4,230 

$1,910 
$3,400 

SS,310 

$400 
$1,380 

$1,780 

5970 
$1,090 

$2,060 

$2,130 
$2,660 

$4,790 

Al, A2, RR 

$1,750 
$3,670 

$5,420 

$1,830 
$2,960 

$4,790 

$2,180 
$3,840 

$6,020 

$450 
$1,560 

$2,010 

$1, 110 
$1,240 

$2,350 

$2,130 
$2,660 

$4,790 

R·l·E, R·l·EH, R·l·A, R·l-AH R·l·B, R·l·C, 
R·A RE 

$2,200 
$4,870 

$7,070 

52,300 
$3,930 

$6,230 

$2,740 
$5, 100 

$7,840 

$570 
$2,080 

$2,650 

Sl,390 
Sl,640 

$3,030 

$2,670 
S3,530 

$6,200 

$2,630 
$5,300 

$7,930 

$2,750 
$4,270 

$7,020 

$3,270 
55,540 

$8,810 

5680 
52,260 

52,940 

Sl,660 
$1,780 

$3,440 

$3,200 
S3,840 

$7,040 

$3,070 
$5,750 

$8,820 

$3,220 
$4,630 

$7,850 

$3,830 
16,010 

$9,840 

$800 
12,450 

13,250 

$1,940 
11,940 

$3,880 

$3,740 
$4,160 

$7,900 

R·l 400/o 

53,290 
55,980 

$9,270 

$3,440 
$4,820 

$8,260 

$4,090 
$6,250 

$10,340 

$850 
$2,550 

$3,400 

52,080 
52,010 

$4,090 

$4,000 
$4,330 

$8,330 

R· l 450/o 

$3,450 
56, 170 

$9,620 

$3,620 
$4,970 

58,590 

54,300 
56,460 

510,760 

$900 
52,630 

$3,530 

S2,190 
52,080 

$4,270 

$4,210 
$4,470 

$8,680 

• Not.e: A surcharge fl!!e is in effect. in addit.ion c.o t.he rates per Board Resolution ~o. 2008-HO adopted :>ecerrber 17. 2008. 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAl 

BASlN 
PIPE 

TOTAl 

BASIN 
PIPf 

TOTAl 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

$1,840 
$2,630 

$4,470 

$770 
$1,130 

$1,900 

5520 
Sl,150 

$1,670 

$2,220 
$3,090 

$5,310 

$1,520 
$3,900 

$5,420 

Sl ,510 
$3, 170 

$4,680 

$2,100 
$2,970 

$5,070 

$880 
$1,280 

$2,160 

$590 
Sl,300 

Sl,890 

$2,220 
$3,090 

$5,310 

$1,740 
$4,410 

$6, 150 

$1,5 10 
$3, 170 

$4,680 

· Note: A •urc h.llr1e t a• i• in effect 

BASIN 
PIPf 

TOTAl 

$1,330 
$4,260 

$5,590 

$1,520 
$4,820 

$6,340 

$2,640 
$3,950 

$6,590 

$1,100 
Sl,690 

$2,790 

$740 
$1,720 

$2,460 

$2,790 
$4, 100 

$6,890 

$2, 180 
$5,850 

$8,030 

$1,890 
$4,200 

$6,090 

53,150 
$4,290 

$7,440 

$1,310 
$1,840 

$3,150 

$880 
Sl,870 

52,750 

$3,330 
$4,450 

$7,780 

$2,600 
$6,350 

$8,950 

$2,260 
$4,570 

$6,830 

13,690 
54,660 

58,350 

$1,540 
$2,000 

53,540 

$1,030 
$2,030 

$3,060 

$3,900 
$4,840 

$8,740 

sl,040 
$6,900 

$9,940 

$2,650 
$4,960 

$7,610 

$3,940 
$4,840 

$8,780 

$1,640 
$2,080 

$3,720 

$1,110 
S2,lt0 

S3,220 

$4,170 
$5,030 

$9,200 

53,260 
$7,170 

$10,430 

12,830 
15,160 

57,990 

$4,150 
$5,000 

$9, 150 

Sl,730 
$2,150 

$3,880 

Sl,160 
S2,180 

$3,340 

$4,390 
$5, 190 

59,580 

53,420 
$7,410 

$10,830 

$2,980 
$5,320 

$8,300 
•ddition to the r•t•• per ao.rd Re•ohH lcm !'lo 201•-i06 adopced Cet:errher lO, 

$1,900 
S6,400 

$8,300 

$2,270 
$6,950 

$9,220 

$2,660 
$7,550 

110,210 

12,850 
17,850 

510,700 

$2,990 
18, 100 

$11,090 

2017 FMFCD 

R-1500/o 

$3,620 
56,340 

$9,960 

$3,800 
$5, 100 

$8,900 

$4,510 
$6,630 

511,140 

$940 
$2,700 

13,640 

$2,300 
s2, 130 

$4,430 

54,410 
$4,590 

$9,000 

$4,350 
$5, 130 

59,480 

$1,810 
$2,200 

$4,010 

$1,220 
S2, 240 

$3,460 

$4,600 
$5,330 

$9,930 

$3,590 
$7,600 

$11,190 

$3,120 
$5,460 

$8,580 

53, 140 
$8,310 

511,450 

R-2, M·H 

$3,620 
56,340 

S9,960 

$3,800 
$5,100 

$8,900 

$4,510 
56,630 

Sll, 140 

$940 
$2,700 

13,640 

$2,300 
S2,130 

S4,430 

S4,410 
54,590 

59,000 

$4,350 
$5, 130 

S9,480 

$1,810 
S2,200 

$4,010 

Sl,220 
52,240 

$3,460 

$4,600 
S5,330 

$9,930 

$3,590 
57,600 

Sll, 190 

$3, 120 
$5,460 

SB,580 

SJ, 140 
$8,310 

$11,450 

R-3 

54,050 
$6,790 

$10,840 

$4,250 
15,470 

$9,720 

$5,050 
$7, 100 

$12,150 

$1,050 
$2,890 

$3,<)4() 

$2,570 
S2,290 

S4,860 

$4,930 
$4,920 

$9,850 

$4,870 
$5,500 

$10,370 

$2,030 
$2,360 

$4,390 

Sl,370 
$2,400 

$3,770 

SS,150 
SS,710 

SJ0,860 

54,020 
$8,150 

112,170 

$3,490 
$5,860 

$9,350 

SJ,510 
$8,910 

$12,420 

R-4, T·P 

$4,930 
$7,240 

$12,170 

$5,170 
$5,840 

$11,010 

$6,140 
57,580 

$13,720 

$1,280 
$3,090 

$4,370 

$3,120 
52,440 

S5,560 

56,000 
55,250 

$11,250 

S5,920 
$5,870 

511,790 

$2,470 
$2,520 

$4,990 

Sl,660 
Sl,560 

$4,220 

$6,260 
$6,090 

$12,350 

$4,890 
$8,690 

113,580 

$4,250 
$6,250 

$10,500 

S4,270 
$9,510 

513,780 

M·l, M· 2, M·3, C·P, C·M, R·P C·l, C· 2, C·3, 
C·R, M·l·P, S-L C-4, C-5, C-6, 

$7, 170 
$8,410 

$15,580 

$7,520 
$6,780 

$14,300 

$8,930 
$8,800 

$17,730 

$1,860 
$3,580 

$5,440 

$4,540 
52,830 

$7,370 

$8,730 
56,090 

514,820 

$8,610 
$6,820 

515,430 

$3,590 
$2,920 

$6,510 

12,420 
Sl, 970 

$5,390 

$9,100 
571080 

$16, 180 

$7, 110 
SI0, 100 

$17,210 

$6, 180 
$7,260 

$13,440 

$6,210 
$11,040 

$17,250 

57,680 
$8,900 

$16,580 

$8,050 
$7,170 

$15,220 

59,570 
$9,310 

$18,880 

$1,990 
$3,790 

$5,780 

$4,860 
$3,000 

$7,860 

$9,350 
$6,450 

$15,800 

59,220 
$7,210 

$16,430 

$3,840 
$3,090 

$6,930 

$2,590 
$3,140 

$5,730 

$9,740 
$7,480 

$17,220 

$7,610 
$10,680 

$18,290 

$6,620 
$7,680 

$14,300 

$6,650 

511,680 

$18,330 

C·L, P 

$8,230 
$9,390 

$17,620 

$8,630 
$7,570 

116,200 

$10,250 
$9,820 

$20,070 

$2, 130 
$4,000 

$6,130 

$5,210 
$3, 160 

$8,370 

$10,020 
$6,800 

$16,820 

$9,880 
$7,610 

517,490 

$4,1 20 
$3,260 

$7,380 

52,770 
$3,310 

$6,080 

$10,450 
$1,890 

$18,340 

$8, 160 
$11,270 

$19,430 

$7,090 
$8,100 

115, 190 

$7,130 
$12,320 

519,450 

Total Cost 

52,482,069 
$4,414,462 

56,896, 531 

$4,386,809 
$5,620,988 

510,007,797 

54,020,360 
$6,300,720 

510,321,080 

$1,790,200 
$3,647,720 

$5,437,920 

$1,211,930 
$1,082,900 

52,294,830 

57,691),715 
58,068,477 

515,759,192 

$2,324,242 
$2,834,949 

$5, 159, 191 

12,007,780 
52, 144,570 

$4, 152,350 

51,440,920 
$2,555,610 

$3,996,530 

$2,295,553 
12,166,492 

$5,062,045 

$3,575,530 
$7,757,310 

$11,332,840 

$3,920,734 
56,524,973 

SI0,445,707 

$4,998, 170 
$11,949,550 

516,947,720 
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City of Clovis Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 
AE-5, A·L, 0 Al, A2, RR R· l·E, R· l · EH, R· l · A, R· l ·AH R· l -11, R·l·C, R•l 40°/o R· 1 450/o R· l 50% R·2, M· H R·3 R-4, T•P M·l, M· 2, M·3, C·P, C· M, R·P C·l, C· 2, C·3, Toul Cost 

R·A RE C·R. M·l· P, S·l C· 4, C· S, C-6, 
Area C·l, p 

DQ BASIN $4,890 $5,570 $6,990 18,360 $9,770 $10,460 $10,990 $ 11,530 $11,530 $12,900 $15,680 $22,820 $24,430 $26,190 14,023,780 

PIPE $3,760 $-4,250 $5,640 16,130 $6,660 16,920 17,140 17,330 17,330 $7,860 $8,380 $9,740 $10,300 $10,870 12,678,420 

TOTAL $8,650 $9,820 I U.630 $14,490 $16,430 $17,380 118,130 $ 18,860 $ 18,860 120,760 12<,060 $32,560 134,730 $37,060 $6,702,200 

lG BASIN $1,330 $1,330 11,670 $1,990 12.330 $2,500 $2,620 $2,750 $2,750 $3,080 $3,740 15,450 $5,830 $6,250 $1,660,870 
PIP€ $1,380 $1,380 $1,830 $1,980 $2,150 12,240 $2,310 $2,370 $2,370 $2,540 $2,710 $3, 150 $3,330 $3,520 $1,541,159 

TOTAL $2,710 $2,710 $3,500 P,970 $4,480 $4,740 $4,930 $5,120 $5,120 $5,620 $6,450 $8,600 $9, 160 $9,770 $3,202,029 

JG BASIN $2,130 $2,430 $3,050 $3,650 $4,270 $4,560 $-4,800 15,030 $5,030 $5,630 $6,850 19,960 110,670 $11,430 $4,649,160 
PIP€ $2,260 $2,560 $3,390 $3,690 $4,010 $4,160 $-4,300 $4,410 $4,410 $4,730 $5,050 $5,860 $6,200 $6,5'!0 $4, 154,740 

TOTAL $4,390 $4,990 $6,440 $7,340 $8,280 $8,720 19,100 $9,440 $9,440 $10,360 $11 ,900 $15,820 116,970 $ 17,970 $8,803,900 

7C BASIN $1,810 $1,810 $2,260 $2,710 13,170 $3,390 13,560 13,740 $3,740 $4,180 $5,080 $7,400 $7,920 $8,490 $3,220,892 
PIP€ Sl,820 $1,820 12.410 12,620 !l.850 $2,960 13,060 $3,140 $3,140 $3,360 13,590 14, 170 $4,410 $4,650 $2,323,081 

TOTAL $3,630 $3,630 $4, 670 15,330 16,020 $6,350 $6,620 16,880 16,880 $7,540 18,670 111,570 112,330 $13,140 15,543,973 

7D BASIN $1,690 Sl ,920 12,410 $2,880 13,370 13,610 13,790 $3,980 13,980 $4,450 SS,410 $7,870 $8,430 $9,030 $2,955,400 
PIPE $1,660 $1,880 $2,490 $2,710 12,940 $3,060 Sl,160 $3,240 13,240 $),470 13,710 $4,300 $4,550 $4,800 $2,016,120 

TOTAL $3,350 $3,800 14,900 15,590 16,310 16,670 $6,950 $7,220 17,220 $7,920 19,120 $12,170 $12,980 .$13,830 $4,971,520 

•Note: A surchar ge tee is in effect. in addition t.o the rates per Board Re1olu:1ol"'. No . 2005· 4!0 adopted ~ovember Hi. 200S. 

7H BASIN $1,610 $1,840 $2,310 12, 760 s3,23o 53,450 13,630 13,810 Sl,810 $4,260 15,180 57,540 $8,070 $8,650 13,659,000 
PIPE Sl,030 $3,430 14, 550 $4,940 $5,370 $5,580 $5,760 $5,920 $5,920 $6,340 16,760 17,860 $8,310 $8,770 $4,870,870 

TOTAL $4,640 $5,270 16,860 $7,700 $8,600 $9,030 $9,390 $9,730 $9,730 $10,600 $11,940 115,400 $16,380 $17,420 $8,529,870 

•Note : A surcharge tee is in ettect ln add1t1on to the rates per Board Resolut io::i. Xo . 2005-,80 adopted ?;oven-ber 16. 2005. 
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City of Clovis Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 2: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 

Area 

Zone 2 BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

Area 

c 

D 

G 

H 

M 

N 

0 

T 

u 

v 

w 

AE-5, A·l, 0 

$610 
11,480 

$2,090 

Basin Cost 

11,9 19,667 

$851,913 

$479,953 

$801,394 

$616,828 

$253,137 

Sl,123,777 

$99,858 

$227,828 

Sl ,504,470 

$778,589 

$537,389 

$802,300 

$407,405 

$865,371 

1669,066 

11,488,906 

$1,020.891 

1630,005 

Sl ,737,142 

Al, A2, RR 

$100 
11,670 

12,370 

Pipe Cost 

Sl,062,326 

$140,986 

$319,598 

1694,153 

1226,879 

$302,016 

$157,007 

1214,682 

S2S4,359 

1346,121 

$679,595 

$491,234 

$259,796 

$437,326 

$193,195 

$278,<25 

$1,943,916 

$658,754 

$1,726,395 

$2,881,294 

R·l·E, R·l·EH, R·l·A, R·l·AH R·l·B, R·l·C, 
R·A RE 

$870 $1,040 $1,220 
$2,220 $2,410 12,610 

13,090 13,450 SJ,830 

R-1400/o 

$1,310 
12,720 

14,030 

R-1450/o 

11,370 
12,810 

$4,180 

R·l 500/o 

$1,440 
12,880 

$4,320 

Planned Local Drianage Areas: Zone 2 

Total Area Basin Cost Pipe Cost Total 

$~981,993 Sl,432,285 $449,059 $1, 881,344 

$992,899 $1,038,356 $2,267,715 $3, 306,071 

$799,551 $1,105,955 $2,528,057 $3, 634, 012 

$1,495,547 AA $941,661 ll,186,976 $2,128, 637 

$843,707 88 $469,078 $822,774 $1,291,852 

$555, 153 cc $440,132 12,085,646 $2, 525,778 

$1, 280,784 C02 S874,040 Sl,424,260 $2, 298,300 

$314,540 DO $1,642,464 $7,519,802 $9,162, 266 

$482,187 EE $754, 118 $3,356,664 $4,110,782 

$1,850,591 Ff $1,430,542 $9,484,710 $10,915,252 

$1,458, 184 GG $1,918,839 Sl,418,733 $3,337, 572 

Sl,028,623 HH $3, 185,427 $4,502,078 $7,687, 505 

Sl,062,096 Ill $3,757,976 $16,004,994 $19,762,970 

$844, 731 ll2 $6,544,284 $1,234,305 $7, 778, 589 

$1,058,566 10 11,325,872 $1, 191,807 $2,517,679 

$947,491 114 Sl,778,852 ll,105,876 Sl,884,728 

$3,432,822 JJ $1,579,931 $3,836,869 $5,416,800 

$1,679,645 Kl( 11,422,053 $1,491,780 $2,913,833 

$2,356,400 LL $1,633,707 $2,791,939 $4,425,646 

$4,618,436 MM 1504,680 $957,296 $1,46 1,976 

R-2, M-H 

ll,440 
$2,880 

$4,320 

z •• Note: A surcharge fee is in effect in addition to the rates per Board Resolution No. 1386 adopted October 13, 1987. 

3/2018 2017 FMFCD 

R-3 

$1,610 
$3,090 

14,700 

R-4 , T-P 

$1,960 
13,290 

15,250 

M-1, M-2, M-3, C-P, C·M, R-P C·l, C-2, C·3, 
C-R, M-1-P, 5-l C-4, C-5, C-6, 

C-L, P 

12,850 $3,050 $3,270 
$3,830 14,050 $4,270 

16,680 17,100 $7,540 

Area Basin Cost Pipe Cost Total 

00 $1,561,845 $722,427 $2,284,272 

pp Sl,274,060 $1,175,222 $2,449,212 

RR $4,719,275 $17,602,417 $22,321,692 

SS S1,8ll,129 $2,200,730 $4,011,859 

n $1,389,683 $1,441,094 $2,830,777 

UUl $474,282 $769,970 $ 1,244,252 

UU2 $1,229,583 $1,683,909 $2,913,492 

UU3 $2,477,959 $7, 192,061 $9,670, 020 

w 134,124 $119,582 $153,706 

WW 118,653 $360,044 $378,697 

xx St,025,092 $2,158,267 $3, 183, 359 

lZ $2,119,189 12,374,123 $4,493,312 

Total Cost 

168,731,015 
ll 16,729,213 

1185,460,258 
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City of Clovis Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 3: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 
AE·S, A .. L, 0 Al, A2, RR R·l·E, R·l·EH, R·l·A, R·l·AH R·l·B, R·l· C, R·l 40°/o R-145% R·l so•t. R· 2, M·H R·3 R· 4, T• P M·l, M·2, M-3, C·P, C·M, R·P C-1, c .. 2, C·l, Total Cost 

R·A RE C•R, M·l·P, S·L C·4, C•S, C· 6, 
Are.. C·L. P 

Zone 3 BASIN $1,190 $1, 190 $1,490 $1,780 $2,090 $2,230 $2,350 $2,460 $2,460 $2,750 $3,350 $4,870 $5,210 $5,590 $19,205,863 

PIPf $1,890 $1,890 $2,510 $2,730 $2,960 $3,080 $3, 180 $3,260 $3,260 $3,500 $3,730 $4,340 $4,590 $4,840 $22,085,509 

TOTAL $3,080 $3,080 $4,000 $4,510 $5,050 $5,310 $5,530 $5,720 $5,720 $6,250 $7,080 $9,210 $9,800 $10,430 $41,291,372 

Planned Local Drlanage Areas: Zone 3 

Area Basin Cost Pipe Cost Total 

Q $293,655 $427,641 $721,296 

$931,088 $2,124,469 $3,055,557 

lE $1,689, 187 $925,282 $2,614,469 

20 $618,300 $1,117,604 $1,735,904 

3A $345,790 $783,260 $1,629,050 

30 Sl,181,858 Sl,043,289 Sl,.225,147 

3F $862,762 $ 1,224,098 $2,086,860 

48 1961,583 $826,244 $1,787,827 

4C $ 1,001,364 $Z,.23,300 $3,424,664 

40 $3,321,389 $873,053 14,194,442 

4E $2,420,366 $2, 116,810 $4,537,176 

SB/SC $3,311,968 $2, 165,483 $5,477,451 

SF $1,274,564 11,550,385 $ 2,8 24,949 

60 $1,303,823 $1,607,529 $2,911,3 52 
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3/2018 

Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District 

2018 DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE 

Fresno County 

Effective Date: 3/1/2018 
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Fresno County 

Ar9 

R 

Al 

~ 

Al> 

Al 

"' 
AG 

AN 

Al 

AJ 

AK 

AL 

AM 

l/2018 

llASIN 
I'll£ 

TOTAi. 

llASIH 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASIH 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
l'1l'f 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASDI 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

-PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASIH 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASlN ..... 
TOTAi. 

Af-5,A· l,O 

$1,410 
Sl,840 

$3,250 

$170 
$1,0lO 

,1,900 

$640 
Sl90 

$1.SlO 

$190 
$680 

, 1,670 

$1,430 
$620 

SZ.050 

$650 
$500 

$1,150 

$440 
Sl,340 

$1,780 

$ 1,100 
,2,060 

Sl,160 

Sl,440 
$2.570 

$4,010 

$1,490 
$Sto 

SZ.080 

S7!iO 
Sl,820 

sz.sao 

$880 
Sl,UO 

SZ.760 

SZ,170 
$5,J.50 

$8.Jlll 

At, 112, Rll 

$1,610 

sz.oao 

$3,690 

$990 
$1, 170 

$2, 160 

$730 
$1,0 10 

$1,740 

11,130 
$760 

Sl,890 

11,630 
$700 

SZ.130 

$740 
$570 

$1,llO 

$S IO 
$1,520 

SZ.030 

$1,260 
$2,320 

$3,580 

$1,650 
SZ.900 

$4,550 

•l.!190 
$670 

SZ.360 

$870 
$2,060 

$2,930 

$1,000 
SZ.120 

Sl, 120 

S2.l70 
U ,950 

$8,320 

Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 
R-1-E, 11-1-EH, 11· 1-A, ll· l · AH 11-1-1, R· 1·C, 

II-A Rf 

$2.020 
$2.760 

$4,780 

$ 1,250 
$1,550 

s2,aoo 

$920 
S l,340 

S2.260 

Sl,420 
St,010 

sZ.•30 

SZ.040 
$940 

$2.980 

'930 
$760 

$1,690 

$630 
SZ.010 

SZ.640 

$1,SIO 
$3,080 

,.,660 

$2.060 
$3,860 

$5,9.20 

SZ.IJO 
saao 

Sl,010 

Sl ,090 
$2,730 

$3,820 

$ 1, 250 
sz.a20 

$4,070 

$2.970 
$7,900 

$10,870 

SZ.420 
SZ.990 

$5,410 

$1,490 
11,680 

$3, 170 

$1, 100 
Sl.460 

$2.560 

$1,700 
fl, 100 

sz.aoo 

SZ.440 
$1,020 

$3,460 

Sl,110 
$8l0 

$1,930 

$760 
$2,190 

$2.950 

SI.MO 
$3,350 

$5,230 

SZ.470 
$4,190 

$6,660 

$2.540 
$960 

$3,500 

$1,310 
SZ.t70 

$4, 280 

$1,500 
f l,060 

$4,560 

ll.SSO 
111.590 

$ 12,140 

sz.a20 
SJ.250 

$6.070 

$1,740 
$1,830 

$3,570 

Sl.280 
$1,580 

$2,860 

Sl,990 
$1,200 

$3,190 

$2,860 
$1,100 

$3,960 

11,300 
$890 

12,190 

$890 
$2,370 

$3,260 

sz.zoo 
$3,640 

$5,8"0 

$2,890 
$4,550 

$1,440 

~Z.970 
~l,o40 

$4,010 

$1.530 
u.220 

~4,750 

l l.750 
13,320 

15,070 

~.150 
$f,ll0 

SU,480 

ll· 140'MI 

Sl,020 
$3,380 

$6,400 

$1,860 
Sl,900 

S3,760 

$1.370 
$1,650 

$3,020 

I Z.130 
11.240 

Sl,370 

$3,060 
$1,150 

$4,210 

$1,390 
$930 

$2,320 

$950 
SZ,470 

$3,420 

S2, l60 
fl,780 

$6,140 

Sl,090 
$4,730 

$7,820 

$), 180 
$1,090 

$4,270 

Sl,640 
Sl,350 

$4,990 

Sl,870 
Sl.460 
$5,330 

. ..... 50 
19,700 

114,150 

R· 1 45'MI 

$3,180 
$3,490 

U,670 

$1,960 
11,960 

$3,920 

11.440 
Sl,700 

$), 140 

$2.240 
$1,290 

Sl,530 

ll,210 
11,180 

$4,390 

$1,470 
$960 

$2,430 

$1,000 
$2,550 

Sl.550 

12,480 
$!,910 

$6,390 

$),250 
$4,880 

sa, 130 

$3,340 
$1,120 

14,460 

11,no 
$3,460 

$5,180 

$1,970 
Sl,570 

U ,540 

$4,670 
f lO,OtO 

114,680 

2017 FMFCD 

11·150'MI 

Sl,l 30 
$!,580 

$6,910 

SZ.060 
sz.010 

$4,070 

Sl,S20 
$1,740 

$3,260 

SZ.340 
11.320 

$),660 

$),370 
$1,220 

$4,590 

S l,5~ 

$980 

IZ.520 

$1,050 
IZ.610 

$3,660 

$2,600 
$4,010 

$6,610 

ll.410 
$S.010 

$8,420 

$3,SIO 
Sl, ISO 

$4,660 

$1,800 
$),550 

$5,)50 

$2,070 
1),660 

$5,730 

$4,900 

$10.280 

SIS,180 

R·:Z.M·H 

fl,330 
!l,580 

$6.910 

$2,060 
1z.010 

$4,070 

$1,520 
$1,740 

Sl,260 

fZ.340 
Sl,320 

Sl,660 

$),)70 
$1,220 

$4,590 

ll,540 
1910 

$2,520 

$1,050 
SZ.610 

$1,660 

fZ.600 
$4,010 

$6.610 

Sl.410 
SS.010 

$8,420 

$3,SIO 
11,150 

14,660 

11.aoo 
Sl ,550 

$5,)50 

$2,070 
ll.660 

U,730 

... 900 
$10.280 

$15, l lO 

11-J 

$),7)0 
Sl,840 

$7,570 

$2,300 
12.160 

$4,460 

$1,700 
$1,870 

f),570 

I Z.620 
Sl,410 

$4,0JO 

U ,770 
$1,300 

$5,070 

fl ,720 
$1,050 

IZ.770 

$1,170 
$2,900 

1),970 

I Z.910 
$4,300 

$7,210 

$),810 
$5,370 

$9,180 

$),920 
$1,230 

$5, 150 

12,020 
u.aoo 
u .azo 

S2,JIO 
$),920 

16,230 

...... 
$11,0l O 

$16,490 

11·4,T·I' 

$4,SJO 
$4,100 

$1,630 

12.800 
fZ.JOO 

15,100 

$2.060 
l l.990 

$4,050 

$3,190 
$1,510 

$4,700 

$4,580 
$1,390 

$5,970 

$2,090 
$1, 120 

$3, 210 

$1,420 
$2.990 

$4,410 

Sl,540 
$4,590 

sa.110 

$4,630 
$5,730 

$10.360 

$4,770 
11,320 

$6,090 

$2.450 
$4,060 

$6,SIO 

IZ.110 
$4, 190 

$7,000 

Mi.67'0 
$l1,750 

$18,420 

M·l , M-2, M-3, C·P, c .. M, R·P C·1, C· 2, c-3, 
C-R, !4•1•1', S-L C-4, C-5, c-e, 

$6,600 
$4,760 

111,360 

'4.070 
$2,670 

16,740 

$3,000 
12.320 

$5,320 

14,640 
$1,750 

$6,390 

$6,670 
$1,610 

111.280 

$3,040 
11,)10 

$4,350 

12.070 
Sl,470 

SS.540 

$5, l «l 
15,330 

$10,470 

$6,740 
$6,660 

Sll,400 

$6,940 
51.SlO 

$8,470 

!l,570 
$4,710 

$9,280 

$4,090 
$4,860 

$8,950 

$9,700 
sll,650 

$23,350 

17,060 
SS.030 

$12,090 

$4,350 
fZ.830 

$7,180 

$),210 
$2,450 

15,660 

$4,970 
$1,150 

$6,820 

17,140 
f l ,710 

$8,150 

SJ.260 
$1,380 

$4,640 

$2,220 
$3,670 

$5,190 

$5,510 
$5,630 

111,140 

17.220 
$7,040 

$14,260 

$7,430 
fl,620 

$9,050 

fl.820 
$4,990 

1a.a10 

$4,31!0 
U , 150 

$9,530 

$10,l)O 
$14,440 

$24,830 

C·l, I' 

$7,570 
$5,310 

llZ.tao 

$4,670 
fZ.980 

$7,650 

Sl.440 
sz.sao 
$6,020 

$5.JlO 
S l,960 

$7,290 

$7,650 
$1,800 

$9,450 

ll,490 
11,460 

14,950 

IZ.330 
$3,MO 

$6,260 

15,900 
$5,940 

$11,840 

$7,740 
17,430 

$15,170 

$7,970 
$ 1,700 

$9,670 

$4,100 
$5,260 

19.360 

$4,690 
$5,430 

110,120 

$11,llO 
$15,230 

$26,360 

Tollll Cost 

$2,891,960 
$2.780,680 

$5,672.640 

$1, 501,130 
$1,470,000 

$2,971, IJO 

$1,095,117 
11,164,819 

12,259,936 

$7)1,166 
$442,64) 

Sl,17),809 

$2,008,950 
$705,970 

$2,714,920 

$1,094,720 
$510,250 

11,604,970 

11.236,580 
$2,27J,S70 

$3,510,150 

$3,479,440 
$3,742,290 

$7,221,730 

$2,)36,450 
$2,7:14,830 

$5,071,280 

$1,344, 160 
$433,0IO 

Sl,n7,240 

$2,329,130 
$4, lll,UO 

$6,463,050 

$2, 139,050 
$3,514,SOO 

$5,653,550 

$l,Z60,966 
$2,886,860 

$4, 147,826 
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Fresno County 

--Alf IJAS1N 
PD'E 

TOTAL 

"" llAS"' PIPE 

TOTAL 

AQ 11AStH 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

Alt 8ASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

AS BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

AU IJASlN 
PIP£ 

TOTAL 

AV IJAS1N 
PIPE 

l'OTAL 

AW1 MSlll 
PD'E 

TOTAL 

AWl IJASlN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

AX MSIN 
PIA! 

TOTAL 

AY 11AS1H 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

AZ MSIH 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

IC IJAS1N 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

3/2018 

Af.S,A·I. 0 

$1,340 
$1,710 

$3.050 

$1,llO 
13,070 

$4,400 

$1,750 
13,670 

$5,420 

$1.J?O 
$],820 

IS,190 

11,0llO 
$],260 

14,340 

u .120 
$2,.760 

U.580 

$1,060 
$4,350 

$5,410 

$950 
$4,850 

ss.aoo 

1720 
$990 

$1,710 

11,290 
12..UO 

$],510 

s1.-
11.110 

$l,JIO 

$470 
$1,740 

$2..2.10 

11.uo 
$2,.620 

$4,DO 

Al,Al,1111 

$1,520 
$1,940 

$3,460 

$1,510 
$3,410 

$4,980 

11,750 
$3,670 

$5,420 

$1,560 
$4,320 

$5,880 

$1,ZJO 
$l,690 

$4,920 

$l,210 
u .uo 
$6,330 

$1,210 
$4,910 

$6,120 

$1.090 
$5,480 

$6,570 

$8lO 
$1,120 

$1,950 

$1,470 
$2,.510 

$],960 

$1,640 
$2..110 

$1,750 

$530 
$1,960 

$2..490 

$1,llO 
$2.."60 

"'·"" 

Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 
11-1-f., ll·l-, ll· l ·A.11-l-AH 11-1-1, ll·l·C, 

ll·A ltE 

$1,910 $2..190 $2,.e70 
$2,570 $2,790 13,030 

$4,480 

$1,900 
$4,600 

$6,500 

Sl,200 
$4,170 

$7,070 

$1,960 
$5,730 

$7,690 

$1,540 
$4,890 

$6.430 

$4,030 
$4,140 

$8,170 

$1,510 
$6.520 

SS,030 

$1,360 
$7,270 

$8,630 

$1,040 
$1,480 

$2..520 

$1,150 
$],JJD 

$5,llO 

$2..060 
$2..800 

$4,860 

$610 
$2..610 

U,2.80 

12..JOO 
U,930 

16,lJO 

$5,080 

12..170 
$5,000 

$7,270 

$2,630 
$5,JOO 

$7,930 

$2..340 
$6,220 

$8,5«> 

$1,150 
$5,JlO 

$7,170 

14,820 
$4,500 

$9,320 

$1,810 
$7,090 

$6,900 

$1,630 
$7,900 

$9,530 

$1,240 
$1,610 

$2..150 

$2,210 
Sl,620 

$5,830 

$2..~ 
$3,040 

$5,500 

$800 
$2..830 

U ,630 

$2..750 
$4,270 

$7,020 

$5,700 

12..650 
15,430 

sa.oao 

ll,070 
15,750 

11.120 

ll,740 
16,760 

19.SOO 

12,160 
$5,770 

17,930 

$5,640 
$4,890 

$10,530 

$l,llO 
$7,700 

$9,810 

11,910 
sa.sao 

$10,490 

$1,450 
11,750 

l l.200 

ll,590 
j.l,930 

16.S20 

12.880 
U,300 

S61l 80 

$930 
u.oao 
14,1110 

ll,UO 
14,630 

f7,850 

ll·l40¥o 

$2,.860 
$3,150 

$6,010 

$2..840 
$5,640 

$8,480 

ll,290 
$5,980 

19,170 

$2,930 
$7,030 

$9,960 

$2,110 
$6,000 

$8.JlO 

$6,040 
15,080 

$11,120 

12,260 
$8,000 

$10,260 

$2..040 
$8,920 

$10,960 

$1,550 
$1,820 

$3,370 

$2..770 
$4,0SO 

$6,150 

$3,llSO 
$],430 

$6,510 

11,000 
U,200 

14,200 

$3,440 
$4,820 

18.260 

R·l45'MI 

$],010 
$3,250 

$6,260 

$2,980 
$5,830 

$8,810 

$3,450 
$6,170 

$9,610 

$3,080 
$7,260 

$10,340 

$2,430 
$6,200 

$8,630 

$6,350 
$5,250 

$11,600 

$2..380 
$11.260 

$10,640 

$2..150 
$9,210 

$11,360 

$1,630 
11.aao 
13,510 

$2,.910 
$4,220 

$7, 130 

$3,240 
U.S«> 

$6,780 

$1,050 
$),JOO 

$4,350 

$),620 
$4,970 

11.500 

2017FMFCD 

ll·l!IO'MI 

$3, 150 
$l,340 

$6,490 

$3,130 
$5,980 

$9,110 

$l,620 
$6,340 

19,960 

$3,230 
$7,450 

$10,680 

$2,550 
$6,360 

18,910 

16,660 
15,390 

$12,050 

$2,SOO 
$8,480 

$10,980 

12..250 
$9,450 

$11,700 

$1,710 
$1,930 

$3,640 

$3,1150 
$4,330 

$7,380 

$3,400 
$3,640 

$1,040 

$1,100 
$3,)90 

$4,490 

$3,800 
$5,100 

18,900 

R•J, M·H 

$3,150 
$3,340 

$6,490 

$l,130 
$S,980 

$9,110 

U ,620 
$6.340 

$9,960 

$3,ZJO 
$7,450 

$10,6'0 

$2,550 
16,360 

$8,910 

$6,660 
$5,390 

$12,llSO 

$2,500 
$6,480 

$10,980 

$2,250 
$9,450 

$11 ,700 

$1,7LO 
$1,930 

U.640 

sJ.050 
$4,330 

$7,380 

$3,400 
$3,640 

$7,040 

$1,100 
U.1'0 

$4,490 

$3,800 
$5. 100 

$8,900 

R•J 

$3,530 
$3,580 

$7,110 

$3,500 
$6,410 

$9,910 

$4,050 
$6,790 

$10,840 

$3,610 
$7,980 

$11,600 

$2,850 
$6,820 

$9,670 

$7,450 
$5,770 

$13,210 

12..790 
$9,090 

$11,880 

$2..520 
$10,130 

112,650 

$1,910 
$2,060 

$3,970 

$),420 
$4,640 

$8,060 

$3,800 
$3,900 

$1,100 

$1,230 
13,630 

$4,860 

$4,250 
$5,470 

$9,720 

11-.f, T·P 

$4,290 
ll,820 

$6,110 

$4,260 
$6,840 

$11,100 

$4,9JO 
$7,240 

112,170 

14,400 
18.520 

$ll,920 

$3,470 
$7,270 

110,740 

19,050 
$6,160 

$15,210 

$3,390 
$9,700 

lll,o90 

$3,060 
$10,810 

$Jl,870 

$2,320 
$2..200 

$4,520 

$4,150 
$4,950 

$9,100 

$4,620 
$4,160 

11,780 

$1,500 
$),870 

$5,310 

$5,170 
$5,840 

$11,010 

M-1, M•2., M·l, C·P, C·N, R·P C·l, C·l, C· 3, 
C.R. N·l·P, S-L C-.f, C·S, C·6, 

C-1.,, 

$6,240 $6,680 $7, 170 
$4,440 $4,690 $4,950 

$10,680 

$6, 190 

$7,940 

$14,130 

$7,110 
18.410 

$15,580 

$6,400 
$9,890 

$16,290 

$5,040 
18,450 

lll,490 

lll, 170 
$7,150 

120,JIO 

$4,910 
$11,260 

$16,200 

$4,450 
$12,550 

$17,000 

$3,380 
12..560 

$5,940 

$6,ll40 
$5,750 

Stl,790 

$6,730 
$<.830 

$11,560 

$2,180 
$4,500 

$6,680 

$7,520 
$6, 780 

$14,JOO 

$11,l70 

$6,630 
18,400 

$15,0JO 

$7,680 
$8,900 

$16,580 

$6,850 
$10.~ 

$17,JIO 

$5,400 
$8,940 

$14,340 

$14,100 
17,570 

121,670 

ts,190 
$11,910 

$17,200 

$4,770 
$13,280 

$18,050 

$3,620 
$2..710 

$6,330 

$6,470 
$6,080 

$ll.SSO 

$7,200 
$5, 110 

$12..JlO 

$2,330 
$4,760 

$7,090 

18,050 
$7,170 

$15,220 

$l2..120 

$7,110 
$6,860 

$15,970 

$8,2.30 
$9,390 

$17,620 

$1,340 
$11,114() 

$18,.380 

$5,790 
19,430 

$15,220 

$15,120 
$7,980 

$23,100 

U,070 
$12..570 

$18,240 

$5,110 
$14,010 

119,120 

u.aao 
$2,.860 

$6,740 

$6,930 
$6,410 

$13,340 

$7,720 
$5,390 

$13,110 

$ 2,500 
$5,020 

$7,510 

$8,630 
$7,570 

$16,200 

Total Colt 

$1,818,310 
$2,040,880 

$3,919,190 

12,387,070 
$4,1)3,060 

16.520, 130 

$1,482..069 
$4,414,462 

$6,196,531 

$2..I06.S70 
$4,846,790 

$7,653,360 

$3,376,140 
$7,2Jl,740 

SI0,589,880 

ll,440,610 
$1,9S6,SOO 

14,397,110 

$3, 574,160 
$8,325,130 

111,899,290 

$1,403,090 
$3,954,090 

$5,357,180 

$1,124,260 
$850,940 

11,975,200 

$2,047,230 
$1,947,650 

13,994,880 

12,626,250 
$1,815,870 

$4,511,120 

11,246,020 
$2,699,370 

$],945,390 

14,386,809 
$5,62:0,988 

$10,007,7'97 
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Fresno County 

#9 

ID 

SI! 

., 

.. 
IH 

11.J 

IK 

llL 

IM 

IO 

IP 

IQ 

IR 

3/2018 

BASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTA!. 

&\SIN 
P!Pf 

TOTA!. 

BASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTA!. 

l!ASlN 
PIP£ 

TOTAL 

l!ASlN 
PIP£ 

TOTA!. 

B.\SIN 
Pll'f 

TOTA!. 

BASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

&\SIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAL 

B.\SIN 
PIP£ 

TOTA!. 

llASIH 
Pll'f 

TOTAL 

B.\SIN 
Pll'E 

TOTA!. 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTA!. 

B.\SIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

AE· 5,A·L.O 

$~110 
$2,120 

$3.230 

$1,180 
$1,590 

sz.no 

$1,650 
$1,120 

$2,770 

$1,430 
$2,440 

$1,170 

$190 
$1,010 

$),900 

S6'JO 
$2,250 

$2,940 

$1,700 
$2,000 

$),700 

$1,320 
13.220 

$4,540 

1650 
U.310 

U,960 

$1,o!IO 
t2.2lll 

$l,310 

$2,650 
$2.690 

$5,340 

$1,110 
$2.150 

$),960 

$1,740 
12.350 

... 090 

A1,A2,M 

$1,260 
I Z.400 

$3,660 

$1,)50 
$1,790 

$),140 

$1,880 
$1,260 

$3,140 

$1,6:10 
SZ.750 

$4.380 

$1,010 
$],400 

$4,410 

$780 
$2,540 

$3,320 

$1,940 
IZ.260 

$4,200 

$1.SlO 
$1,640 

$5,150 

$740 
$),740 

$4,480 

$1,250 
SZ.510 

$),760 

$1,020 
$3,040 

$6.060 

$1.260 
$),220 

$4,480 

$1,980 
$2.liSO ...... 

Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 
R· l · ll!, 11·1-EH, R· l · A, ll· l · AH 11·1· .. ll· l ·C, 

ll•A llE 

$1,590 
U,180 

$4,770 

$1,690 
$2,180 

$4,070 

SZ.150 
$1,680 

$4,030 

$2.040 
$3,650 

$5,690 

$1,270 
$4,SlO 

$5,780 

$980 
$],370 

$4,350 

$2,430 
$3,000 

$5,430 

$1,890 
$4,830 

$6.720 

$930 
$4,970 

$5,900 

$1,560 
$l.J30 

$4,890 

$),790 .. .-
$7,830 

$1,560 
$4,280 

15,160 

IZ.480 
$],520 

$6.000 

$1,900 
l l,460 

$5.360 

IZ.030 
$2.580 

$4,610 

SZ.810 
11.120 

14,630 

$Z.440 
$3,970 

$6,410 

$1,510 
$4,910 

$6,420 

$1,180 
$),670 

$4,850 

IZ.910 
ll,250 

16.160 

IZ.260 
15.240 

$7,SOO 

$1, llO 
$5,400 

16,510 

$1,170 
$3,620 

$5,490 

$4, 530 
$4,l!IO 

$8,920 

11,190 
$4,650 

16,540 

SZ.970 
U ,IZO 

$6,790 

$2,220 
$3,750 

$5,970 

$2,370 
$2,110 

$5,180 

ll,290 
$1,980 

$5,270 

$2,850 
$4.llO 

$7,160 

$1,770 
$5,JlO 

$7,100 

$1,380 
U ,980 

$5,360 

U,410 
$),530 

16,940 

$2,650 
$5,700 

$8.350 

II.JOO 
15.860 

$7,160 

SZ.190 
$l,9l0 

$6,120 

15.JOO 
$4,760 

$10,060 

$2,220 
15.050 

$7,270 

$J,470 
$4,150 

17.620 

11· 140'111 

$2.l70 
$],900 

$6,270 

IZ,540 
$2,920 

$5,460 

$3,520 
$2,060 

$5,580 

$3,050 
$4,480 

$7,530 

$1.890 
$5.540 

$7,430 

$1,470 
$4,140 

$5,610 

$3,640 
$),670 

$7,llO 

52,830 
$5,920 

$1,750 

$1,l90 
$6,090 

$7,480 

$l.l40 
$4,090 

$6,430 

15,670 
$4,950 

Sl0,620 

SZ.l70 
SS,240 

$7,610 

$l,720 
14.320 

18.040 

11· 1 45'111 

sz.soo 
$4,030 

$6,530 

SZ.670 
Sl.010 

$5,680 

$3,700 
$2,llO 

IS.830 

$l.210 
$4,630 

17.840 

$1,990 
15.720 

$7,710 

$1,550 
$4,270 

15,820 

$3,'30 
U.790 

$7,620 

$2,980 
16.llO 

$9,090 

$1,460 
$6,290 

$7,750 

$2,460 
$4,220 

16.680 

$5,970 
$5,110 

$11,080 

IZ.490 
15.420 

$7,910 

$],910 
$4,460 

H,370 

2017FMFCO 

11·150'Mo 

SZ.620 
$4,130 

$6,750 

IZ.IOO 
ll,090 

$5.890 

ll.880 
IZ.180 

$6,060 

$l,l60 
$4,750 

$1,110 

SZ.090 
$5,170 

$7,960 

$1,620 
$4,190 

$6.010 

$4,020 
$],190 

$7,910 

$3,130 
$6.270 

$9,400 

11,540 
$6,460 

$8,000 

$2,580 
$4,130 

$6.910 

$6,260 
15,250 

lll,510 

12,610 
$5,560 

S8,170 

$4, 100 
$4,570 

SS, 570 

11· 2,M·H 

SZ.620 
$4,130 

$6,750 

$2,800 
$1,090 

$5,890 

$3,880 
$2,180 

$6,060 

$],)60 

$4.750 

$1,llO 

IZ.090 
$5,870 

17,960 

$1,620 
$4,l90 

16,010 

$4,020 
$l,l90 

$7,910 

$l,130 
$6,270 

$9,400 

$1,540 
$6.460 

18,000 

IZ.580 
$4,330 

$6,910 

$6.260 
$5.250 

$11 ,510 

$2.610 
$5,560 

$8,170 

14,100 
14.570 

H.610 

11· 3 

IZ.930 
$4,4l0 

$7,l60 

ll,130 
l l,310 

$6,440 

$4,340 
$2,340 

$6,680 

$3,760 
$5,090 

$I.ISO 

SZ.340 
16,290 

$1,630 

$1,820 
$4,700 

$6,SlO 

$4,490 
$4,170 

$8,660 

13.500 
$6,7l0 

110,220 

$1,720 
$6,920 

$8,640 

$2.890 
$4,640 

$7,530 

$7,000 
$5,630 

112.630 

SZ.920 
15,960 

$8,880 

$4,SIO 
iA.900 

$9,480 

11-4, T· P 

Sl.560 
$4,730 

$8,290 

$3,800 
$3,540 

$7,340 

$5,280 
sz.soo 
$7,780 

$4,SIO 
$5,430 

SI0,010 

IZ.840 
16,710 

$9,550 

12,210 
$5,020 

$7,230 

$5,470 
$4,450 

$9,920 

$4,250 
$7, 180 

111,430 

$2,090 
$7,380 

$9,470 

$3,510 
$4,950 

$8,460 

$8,510 
16,000 

114.SlO 

IS.S60 
$6,360 

$9.920 

15,570 
$5,2.JO 

$10,SOO 

M· l, M·:I, M·3, C·P, C·M, ll· P C·l, C•2, C· l , 
C·lt, M·l·P, S-l C-4, C•S, C.11, 

15,180 
$5,490 

$101670 

$5,530 
$4,110 

19.640 

17,680 
IZ.900 

$10.580 

16,660 
16,llO 

llZ.970 

$4,130 
$7,100 

111,930 

$3,210 
$5,130 

19,040 

17.950 
$5, 170 

$13,120 

16,190 
$1,)30 

$14,520 

$3,040 
ss.seo 
$11,620 

15, 110 
$5,750 

$10"60 

$12,JIO 
$6,970 

$19,150 

$5,170 
$7,llO 

$12,550 

$1,110 
$6.090 

$14,190 

$5,550 
SS,SIO 

Sll,360 

$5,920 
$4,340 

$10,260 

$8,230 
$3,070 

Sil.JOO 

$7,130 
$6,680 

Sll,810 

$4,430 
$8,250 

SIZ.680 

$3,440 
16,160 

$9.600 

SS.510 
$5,470 

sll,980 

16.620 
$1,820 

$15,440 

13.250 
$9,070 

$12,320 

$5,470 
16,090 

$11,560 

Sll,260 
$7.380 

$20,640 

$5,540 
$7,810 

$13,350 

Sl,680 
$6,4)() 

$15,110 

C·L. P 

15,950 
16.130 

$12,080 

16,l50 
$4,580 

$10,930 

$8.820 
$3,230 

SlZ.050 

$7,640 
$1))40 

114.NO 

$4,740 
11,700 

$11,440 

$3,690 
$6,SOO 

$10,190 

$9,130 
15,770 

$14,900 

$7,100 
S9.JOO 

$16.400 

$3,490 
$9.570 

Sll,060 

$5,870 
$6.420 

$12.290 

$14,210 
$7,780 

12 1,990 

$5,940 
$8,240 

$14,180 

S9.l10 
$6,780 

$16,090 

Totll Colt 

ll.840.NO 
Sl.!57,880 

$4,198,560 

11,085,590 
$1,244,830 

$2,330,420 

Sl,418,810 
1714,970 

IZ,203,780 

$3,294,140 
$3,795,U O 

$7,089,360 

Sl,751,900 
15,266,000 

17,017,900 

$856,090 
$1,548,UO 

IZ.404,320 

Sl ,735,600 
$1,296,270 

13,0ll,170 

$3,719.340 
S5,n6,030 

$9,65,370 

$2,652,540 
$9,969,040 

112.621,580 

$1,016,954 
11.SH. 183 

$2,605,137 

$1,740,120 
$979.SSO 

$2,720,000 

$2,16',110 
Sl,562,850 

$5,730,960 

$2,214,270 
t l ,659,0SO 

ll.173,llO 
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Fresno C.ounty Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 

"'-
a 

.,. 

IU 

., 

IW 

Ill( 

MSIH 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

il'SIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

""5lN 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

llAS!H 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

llASl• 
Pll'E 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

M · S,A-L.0 

$ 1,2)0 
$3,990 

$5,220 

$1,910 
$1,400 

$5,3 10 

$400 
$1.380 

$1,780 

$750 
$2,440 

$3,l.90 

$970 
$1,090 

U.060 

$2,130 
$2.660 

$4,790 

Al, Al, 1111 

$1,400 
$4,510 

15,910 

$2,lllO 
$l,ll40 

$6,020 

$450 
$1,560 

$2,010 

$850 
$2,760 

$3,610 

$1,110 
$L,240 

$2,)50 

$2,130 
$2,660 

$4,790 

ll• l •IE, 11•1 -EH, ll•l•A, ll•l •Mt 11·1 •9, ll·l·C, 
ll· A 1t1 

$1,760 
15,990 

17,750 

12,740 
$5,100 

$7,140 

$570 
$2,080 

12.650 

$1,070 
$3,670 

$4,740 

$1,390 
$1,640 

$.l,Ul 

$2,670 
$3,530 

$6,200 

$2,100 
$6,510 

$8,610 

$3,270 
$5,540 

13,110 

$680 
$2,160 

$2,940 

$1,280 
U ,980 

$5,260 

$1,660 
ll,7llO 

$3, 440 

$3, 200 
$3,&40 

$7,040 

$2,460 
17,D70 

$1,530 

ll,&JO 
16,010 

$9,140 

$800 
$2,450 

ll,250 

11,490 
14.JJO 

15,120 

$1,940 
11,940 

$1.880 

$1,740 
$4, 160 

$1,900 

11·1-

$2,6JO 
17,350 

$9,980 

14,090 
16,250 

$10,140 

1150 
$2,550 

$3.400 

$1,600 
$4,500 

16,100 

12.0llO 
12,010 

$4,090 

$4,000 
$4,)30 

$8.JJO 

11·1 45"' 

12,770 
$7,590 

$10,J60 

$4,300 
$6,460 

$10,760 

$900 
Sl,610 

ll,510 

ll,680 
$4,640 

16,J20 

Sl,190 
$2,080 

$4,270 

14.210 
14,470 

IS.050 
•Mou: A 1tUrCh a.rge fee i• in eff•c:t. in addition t o th• utcu per Jloa.rd l.eaolution No , 2 001-SID adopted D•c•!llbor 1.7 . 2001 

111'1 MSIH 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

IY2 MSIH 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

llZ 114SJN 
Pll'f 

TOTAi. 

CD llAStll 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

Cl llASIN 

CP 

CG 

3/2018 

PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

llASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

$&IO 
$580 

$l.42D 

$1,540 
$4,150 

$5,690 

Sl.840 
$2,6JO 

$4,4 70 

$1,650 
$], 191 

$4,&40 

$960 
$] ,7llO 

$4,740 

$680 
$3,630 

$4.JIO 

$2.020 
$),420 

~--

$960 
$660 

$1,620 

$1,760 
$4,690 

$6,450 

$2,100 
$2,970 

$5,070 

11,880 
$3,610 

S5.<90 

$1,090 
$4, 270 

$5,360 

$780 
$4,110 

$4,890 

u .1 10 
$3,860 

$6, 170 

11,200 
$M0 

$2.0llO 

12.210 
$6,220 

18.430 

$2,640 

$3,950 

$6,590 

$2,)60 
$4,790 

$7,150 

$1,.l70 
$5,660 

$7,030 

$970 
$5,450 

$6,420 

$2,890 
U ,130 

$1,020 

$ 1,440 
$950 

$2,190 

$2,640 
$6,760 

$9,400 

$),150 
$4,290 

$7,440 

12.120 
15.200 

$1,020 

$1,640 
16,150 

$7,790 

$1,160 
$5,920 

17,0llO 

$3,460 
15,570 

$9,DlO 

11,680 
Sl,D30 

12.710 

$l,D81l 
17,)40 

$10,420 

$1,690 
f<,660 

13,350 

$1,JOO 
$5,650 

11.950 

11,920 
16,6ll0 

11,600 

$1,360 
S6,430 

S'7,7'90 

14,050 
$6,D50 

SIO, lOO 

l l,800 
11,070 

12.&70 

$],JOO 
$7,630 

S I0,930 

$3,940 
14,MO 

$8,780 

Sl,530 
$5,170 

19,400 

$2,050 
16,950 

$9,DOO 

l l ,460 
16.690 

$8.150 

$4,130 
16,290 

$10,620 

$1,890 
$1,110 

ll.000 

$],470 
$7,880 

$11,JSO 

$4,150 
$5,000 

$9,150 

$3,710 
$8,050 

19,770 

$2,160 
$7,170 

$9,330 

$1,510 
16,900 

$8,430 

$4,550 
$6,500 

$1 1,050 

2017 FMFCD 

11-1~ 

$2,910 
$7,790 

$10,700 

$4,510 
$6,610 

111,140 

1940 
$2,700 

$],640 

$1,760 
f<,760 

16,520 

ll,300 
12,130 

$4,430 

$4,410 
$4,590 

59.000 

$ 1,980 
$1,140 

$3, 120 

$],640 
$8,D90 

111,730 

$4,.l50 
$5,130 

$9,480 

$3,890 
$6,220 

$10,110 

$2,270 
17,160 

$9,610 

$1,600 
17.090 

18,690 

$4,770 
16.670 

Sll,440 

ll·J, 111-H 

$2,910 
$7,790 

$10,700 

$4,llO 
$6,630 

$11,140 

$940 
$2,700 

IJ.640 

$1,760 
$4,760 

16, 520 

12,JOO 
12,130 

14.<lO 

14,410 
$4,590 

19,000 

l l.980 
11, 140 

11.120 

$3,640 
$1,090 

111,730 

$4,)50 
$5,IJO 

$9,480 

IJ,890 
$6,220 

$10,110 

$2.270 
$7,)60 

19 ,630 

$1,600 
$7,090 

$8,690 

$4,770 
$6,670 

$11"40 

11·3 

$],250 
$8,150 

$11,600 

15,050 
$7,100 

112, 150 

11,050 
12.190 

ll.940 

$1,970 
15, 110 

17,0llO 

$2,570 
ll,290 

$4,860 

$4,930 
$4,920 

$9,850 

$2,220 
$l,22D 

$3,440 

$4,070 
18.670 

$12,740 

$4,870 
15,500 

$10,)70 

$4,350 
16,670 

Sl1,D20 

$2,530 
$7,890 

$10,420 

11 ,800 
17,590 

$9,)90 

$5, )40 
$7,UO 

112,490 

lt-4,T·P 

$],950 
$1,900 

Sl2,850 

$6,140 
'7.580 
$ll,720 

$1,280 
$1,090 

$4,170 

fZ,400 
$5, 450 

17,150 

$),120 
12,440 

15,560 

16,000 
IS.250 

$11.250 

12,690 
$1,JOO 

$3,990 

$4,950 
$9,250 

$ 14,200 

$5,920 
$5,170 

$11,790 

$5,290 
$7, 120 

$12,410 

$3,080 
$1,410 

$11,500 

$2, 180 
$8, 100 

110,280 

16, 490 
17,630 

$14,120 

M·l , M•J, M·J, C-f', C·M, ll·P C·J, C•l, C·J, 
C·ll, M·H'. 5-l C-4, C·S, C· I, 

C·l, P 

15,750 
$10,)40 

$16,D90 

11.930 
11,100 

117,730 

$1,860 
$3,580 

$5,440 

$J,490 
16,330 

$9,SZO 

$4,540 
$2.SlO 

17,170 

$8,730 
$6,090 

114,820 

13,920 
$1,510 

SS.410 

$7,200 
110,740 

$17,940 

$8,610 
16,82() 

$15,430 

17,700 
$8.270 

115,970 

$4,480 
lt,780 

$14,260 

ll,180 
$9,410 

112,590 

$9,450 
11.160 

tll,310 

16,150 
110,940 

ll7,D90 

19,570 
19, JlO 

$ll,881l 

11,990 
$],790 

$5,780 

$3,730 
$6,700 

ll0,430 

14.860 
$3,000 

$7,860 

19,)50 
16,450 

$15,800 

l4.l00 
$1,600 

$5,800 

$7,710 
$11,360 

$19,D70 

$9,220 
17,210 

$15,430 

$8,250 
$8,750 

$17.000 

$4,800 
$10,)50 

$15,150 

$3,400 
19,960 

$13,160 

110,120 
19,370 

Sl9,490 

$6,600 
$11,540 

$18,140 

110,250 
19,820 

$20,070 

$2,130 
$4,DOO 

$6,130 

$4,000 
$7,060 

111,DllO 

$5,210 
Sl,160 

$1,370 

110,020 
$6,800 

$16,&lO 

14,500 
11,690 

16,190 

$8,270 
$11,980 

$20,250 

$9,880 
$7,610 

$17,490 

$8,&'lO 
$9.220 

118,DllO 

15,140 
$10,910 

$16,D50 

13,650 
$10,500 

$14,150 

$10.&40 
t9.l80 

U0,72.D 

T-CoK 

$],736,510 
13,164,650 

lll,621,160 

$4,020,160 
$6,100,720 

$10,J21,0llO 

ll,790,200 
$3,647,720 

$5,437,920 

1999,921 
12.807,417 

$J,ll07,l31 

$1,211,910 
$1,1182,900 

12,294,aJO 

17,690,715 
18,068,477 

115,759,192 

12.309,150 
Sl,511,240 

$3.890.J90 

$3,650,760 
$8,191,890 

$11,844,650 

12,124,242 
$2,834,949 

$5,159,191 

$2,577,780 
$3,848,000 

$6,425,780 

$2,137,)20 
16,190,690 

$9,028,DlO 

$2,094,540 
$6,207,040 

18,JOl,SllO 

$3.819,720 
15,>90,070 

n.zn,790 
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Fresno Coooty Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 

-Qt 

a 

CJ 

ex 

a. 

CM 

llASIN 
Pll'f 

TOTAL 

8ASlN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

BASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAL 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

llASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAL 

A!-S, A·L. o 

ll,420 
14.l lO 

15, 650 

$1,460 
$2,990 

14,450 

SZ.llO 
ll,100 

SS,2.lO 

IUlO 
IJ,420 

15, 050 

mo 
Sl, llO 

Sl,900 

$300 
S730 

$1,0lO 

At, AZ, llll 

11,620 
$4, 7llO 

$6,400 

$1,660 
ll,180 

$5,040 

IZ.420 
IJ,510 

15,9)0 

$1,l60 
IJ,170 

$S,1l0 

1180 
ll, 2llO 

I Z.160 

$340 
1120 

ll,160 

ll·l·l!, ll·l·Dt, ll·l·A. ll·l·AH ll·l·a, ll·l·C, 
ll·A RE 

$2,0lO 
16,350 

$1,380 

IZ.OllO 
$4,490 

$6,570 

$!,040 
$4,660 

$1,700 

$2.]40 
15,140 

17,480 

Sl, 100 
$1,690 

SZ.790 

14l0 
11,()90 

$1,520 

$2,430 
111.900 

$9,130 

$2,490 
$4,170 

17,] 60 

$3,640 
15,060 

$1,700 

$2.790 
$5,580 

$1,370 

$1,JIO 
$1,840 

$3,150 

$5 10 
$1,190 

$1,700 

Sl.840 
$7,490 

110,ll O 

12,910 
15,290 

$8,200 

14,250 
15,500 

$9,750 

ll.270 
$6,l)60 

$9,]JO 

11,540 
12.000 

$!,540 

$600 
11,290 

11,890 

R•l40¥t 

ll,040 
$7,780 

SI0,820 

$],120 
15,500 

18,620 

$4,550 
$5, 710 

110,260 

$],490 
16,JOO 

19.790 

Sl,640 
12.080 

$3,720 

$640 
11,l40 

11,980 

ll· l 45¥t 

$],200 
$8,G40 

111,240 

$],280 
$5,680 

11,960 

$4,790 
15,llOO 

110,690 

$],670 
$6,5 LO 

$10, l llO 

l l ,7l0 
SZ.150 

U ,880 

1670 
ll.JllO 

I Z.050 

•Note · A a1.1 r chArge tee L• i n effect in addi tion t o the r at• • per Board l••olutlon No. 1 228 •dobt •d OCtober 10, 1913 

CN llASIN 
Pll'I' 

TOTAL 

llllO 
$880 

11.060 

1210 
$990 

11.200 

$260 
11,l lO 

$1,570 

$!10 
$ l ,4l0 

l l ,740 

1160 
11,550 

11,910 

Sl90 
$1,610 

IZ.000 

1410 
ll,660 

IZ.070 

•Hote1 A •urch&rge tee j• in atfec t in •ddit. i on to th• ratH per Board RHolution No. 1159 adob t a d Sept ellltier 14 . 1911. 

COl 11AS1N 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

CP 11AS1N 
Pll'f 

TOTAL 

CQ l!ASIH 
PIP£ 

TOTAL 

cs llASlN 
PIP£ 

TOTAL 

QI llASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAL 

OI llo\SIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

l/2018 

15l0 
ll,640 

I Z.170 

I Z.560 
IJ,'lllO 

16,S40 

$2.lllO 
ll,210 

IS,390 -$2.670 

$),160 

11,270 
12.290 

ll,560 

$1,010 
1860 

Sl.11'0 

$600 
ll,150 

IZ.450 

$2,920 
$4, 500 

17,420 

12.490 
$1,620 

$6.ILO 

$S60 
$],020 

Sl, 580 

$1,440 
$2,590 

$4,0lO 

$1, 150 
$970 

u . 120 

1750 
I Z.460 

ll,210 

ll, 660 
$5, 970 

$9, iJO 

$3, 120 
$4,110 

$7,930 

1700 
$4,010 

14,710 

11.810 
$],440 

$5,250 

11,450 
$1.290 

n,140 

$900 
$2.670 

$3, 570 

$4, JllO 
$6,490 

llU70 

$l,7l0 
$5,2.lO 

$1, 960 

1840 
$4, ] 50 

$5, 190 

12.160 
$3,740 

$5,900 

$1, 7.lO 
Sl,410 

t.J, 140 

$1,050 
$2,900 

$],950 

$5, 120 
17.000 

Sl2, 160 

.. ~ 
15,680 

110,040 

$980 
14,7311 

$5,710 

$!,5l0 
14,060 

$6,590 

12.020 
$1,SJO 

u .sso 

$1,1.lO 
Sl.020 

14.1 50 

15,480 
$7,320 

112,.800 

14,670 
SS,900 

$10,570 

Sl.050 
$4,9 10 

$5,960 

S2,.7 l0 
$4,220 

16,910 

12.160 
Sl,590 

$],750 

11, l llO 
$),120 

$4,300 

15,760 
17,560 

$1 ],]20 

$4,910 
$6,090 

111.000 

11. 110 
15,070 

16.180 

$2..&50 
$4,]60 

$7,210 

$2,280 
$1,640 

$J,920 

2017 FMFCD 

R·150¥t 

Sl,lSO 
SS.250 

111.600 

13,440 
15,830 

19,270 

15,020 
$6,050 

111,070 

$!,850 
$6,6llO 

$10, 530 

$1 ,1110 
$2.200 

14,010 

$71ll 
$1,420 

$2, 120 

S4l0 
$1,710 

12,140 

$1,240 
U ,200 

$4,440 

$6,050 
$7, 760 

$11,810 

15,150 
$11.250 

1 11,400 

$1, 160 
$5,210 

$6, l70 

IZ.990 
$4,470 

$7,460 

12,390 
11,680 

.... 010 

R·Z,M-H 

$J,J 50 
18.250 

$11,600 

11,440 
15,llO 

$9, 270 

15,0 20 
$6,050 

111.070 

$],1150 
$6.680 

110,530 

$1,110 
$2.21ll 

$4,0 10 

1700 
$1,420 

$2, 120 

$430 
$1,710 

$2.140 

$1,240 
$3,200 

$4,440 

16,050 
$7,760 

Sll.1110 

15,150 
16,250 

111.400 

11,160 
$5,ZlO 

16.170 

$2.990 
$4,470 

$7,460 

I Z.l 90 
$ l , 6IO 

$4,070 

R·l 

$],750 
$1,840 

112,590 

$],150 
$6,250 

110, 100 

$5, 610 
16,490 

112,100 

$4,JIO 
$7, 160 

Sll,470 

$2,0JO 
12.360 

$4,390 

1790 
11,520 

12.JIO 

$4llO 
$1,11.lO 

12,JIO 

$1,390 
$l,4l0 

$4,820 

16,760 
$S,l20 

115,DIO 

SS,760 
$6,700 

$12,.460 

11,JOO 
15, SllO 

16,lllO 

$J, J40 
$4,790 

$1, llO 

$2,.670 
SL,llOO 

.... 470 

ll-4, T· P 

$4, 560 
$9,4l0 

111,990 

$4,680 
$6,670 

$11,350 

S6,8l0 
$6,920 

lll,750 

$5,240 
S7,640 

$12,110 

$2,470 
$2, 520 

$4,990 

19611 
11,620 

12,580 

1580 
$1,950 

$2,5l0 

11 ,690 
ll,660 

15,150 

$1,220 
$1,lllO 

117,100 

$7,000 
17,150 

$14,ISO 

$1, 580 
15.960 

$7, 540 

$4,060 
$5, 110 

$9,170 

ll,250 
$1.920 

U , l 70 

M· l , M•l, M·l, C·P, C·M, ll·P C· l , C·l, C·l, 
C•R, M· l ·P, 5-L C-4, C·5, C·I, 

C· L, p 

16,640 
$10,9611 

$17,600 

16.810 
17, 740 

114 ,550 

$9, 9)0 
11. 040 

$17,970 

17, 630 
$8,170 

$16,500 

$] , 590 
I Z.920 

$6.510 

11.390 
11,190 

U ,l80 

ssso 
$2.270 

ll, 120 

$2,460 
$4,250 

$6,710 

111.960 
110,310 

122, 270 

110, lllO 
18,JOO 

$11,480 

$2,JOO 
$6, 920 

19, 220 

$5,910 
S5,!MO 

$ 11,450 

14,720 
$2,lJO 

$6,9SO 

$7,110 
Sll, 590 

$18,700 

17,290 
$8, 190 

$15,480 

$10,610 
$8,510 

$19,140 

$1,1 70 
19,lBO 

$17,550 

$),540 
SJ,()90 

16,9]() 

11,490 

12.000 

$],490 

$910 
12,400 

S3,l 10 

$2,630 
$4,490 

17,120 

112,1110 
110,910 

123,no 

110,900 
$8, 790 

119,690 

$2,460 
$7,]20 

$9,780 

$6.]30 
$6,280 

$12,610 

15,060 
$2,.]60 

$7,420 

17,620 
$12,230 

$19,150 

$7,110 
18,640 

$16,450 

111,400 
11,970 

120,]70 

$1,750 
$9,900 

$11,650 

$4,120 
$3,260 

17,]80 

11,600 
I Z.100 

Sl,700 

$970 
$ 2,.SJO 

$3,500 

I Z.820 
$4,740 

$7,560 

Sll,730 
111,500 

S25,2l0 

lll,690 
19.270 

$20,960 

12,640 
$7,720 

110,360 

s &.780 
$11.630 

$1l;410 

15,420 
12,490 

t:7,910 

Total COit 

$2.756,970 
16,890,680 

19,647,650 

11,421,100 
$2,444,720 

Sl,872,120 

$4,046,710 
15.011,360 

$9,058,070 

$2,542,270 
14,510,290 

$7,051, 560 

$2, 007.780 
$2,144,570 

$4,152.350 

1m.• 90 
$1, 247,040 

$2,025,530 

S597,9 JO 
ll,802,660 

12,400,590 

$446,571 
$1, 191,940 

$1,631,511 

$1,911,200 
$2,454,nO 

$4,442,970 

$2,116,260 
$2, 554,480 

$4,870,740 

11,926,400 
15,796,190 

17,n2,590 

$1.149,140 
$1,157,680 

$],706,820 

$1,188,000 
1751,080 

$2,ll9,0llO 
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Fresno County Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 

Ar9 

cw 

ex 

CY 

CZ 

DI 

Df 

D8 

Dff 

DJ 

DK 

DI. 

.,.. 

Dfl 

3/2018 

8ASlll 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASlN 
Pll'f 

TOTAi. 

llASOI 
PIPE 

TOTAi. -PIPE 

TOTAL 

AE·5,A•L,O 

$530 
$620 

$1, 150 

$150 
$1,190 

$1,940 

$650 
11,000 

11,650 

$120 
$1,1 50 

$1,610 

$1,JIO 
$2,ZZO 

$l.S30 

Al. A2, llR 

$600 
$700 

$1, 300 

$150 
$1,350 

n.zoo 

$740 
$1,130 

tt,870 

$590 
$1,JOO 

$1,890 

$1.SOO 
$2,510 

$4,0lO 

ll-l·f, lt-1-fH, lt-1-A, lt-1-AH lt·l·l, lt·l-C. 
lt·A ltf 

$760 
$920 

St,680 

St,070 
$1,190 

$2,860 

$9ZO 
$1,500 

SZ.4ZO 

$140 
$1,7ZO 

$2,460 

$1,880 
$J,JJO 

$5,210 

$900 
$1,000 

11,900 

$1,280 
11,940 

$3,220 

11.100 
$1 ,630 

$2,130 

$880 
11,810 

$2,150 

sz.zso 
SMZO 

$5,870 

Sl,ll60 
$1,090 

Sl,150 

Sl,500 
S2,110 

1),610 

St.290 
Sl,770 

Sl.060 

Sl,030 
$2,030 

SJ,060 

12,630 
1),930 

16,560 

lt·140'¥t 

11, IJO 
11,130 

sueo 

$1,600 
$2, 190 

SJ,190 

$1,380 
St.840 

$3,ZZO 

$1,110 
$2,110 

13,lZO 

$2,810 
$4,090 

$6.900 

lt·l45'¥t 

11,190 
$1,110 

SZ,360 

11,690 
$2,260 

IJ.950 

11,450 
$ 1,900 

$3,350 

$1,160 
$2,110 

Sl.340 

•Nor.• A .urdwi.rge: tea h in e tte:cr. in addit. i on t o tM n t.H per SO.rd Re90lu.tion Mo. 2 006- 416 adopted J e nua.ry 25 , 2006 

llASIH 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASlN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIPf 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

-PIPE 

TOTA&. 

llASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASlN 
PIPE 

TOTA&. 

1570 
$1,070 

$1,640 

$120 
$1,260 

$1,980 

$860 
$960 

Sl.820 

~ 
$150 

$1,ZIO 

$ZOO 
$1,390 

$1,590 

$2,220 
$J,G90 

$S.l10 

11,520 
SJ,900 

$S,4ZO 

S2,040 
$3,)50 

$5,390 

$650 
Sl, ZlO 

$1,860 

$8JO 
St,4JO 

$2,Z80 

$980 
$1,080 

$2,060 

$SZO 
$150 

$1,370 

$230 
$1,510 

$1,800 

sz.zzo 
$l,090 

$5, JIO 

Sl,140 
$4,410 

$6,LSO 

$2,320 
SJ,190 

f4l10 

sazo 
$1,610 

$2,430 

$1,040 
$1,900 

$2,940 

$1,Z30 
$1,440 

$2,610 

$650 
$1, llO 

$1,110 

$290 
$2,090 

$2,180 

SZ.190 
$4, 100 

$6,890 

$2,180 
15,150 

sa.o:so 

$2,9ZO 
$5.0lO 

$7,950 

$910 
$1,750 

S2,7ZO 

St. 240 
$2,060 

$3,300 

$1,470 
St,560 

SJ,030 

$780 
$1,lZO 

$2,000 

$340 
S2,27Q 

$2.610 

Sl.JJO 
$4,450 

$7,780 

$2,60D 
$6.350 

$8,950 

$3,490 
SS.460 

""" 

11,140 
11.900 

1),()40 

$1,450 

Sl,240 

Sl.690 

$1,7ZO 
11,690 

ll.410 

l9ZO 
11,330 

S2,250 

$400 
$2,460 

IZ,860 

13,900 
14.840 
$8,740 

S3,G40 
16,900 

19,940 

14.080 
I S.930 

$10,010 

$1,ZZO 
$1,910 

$3,190 

$1,550 
SZ,3ZO 

$3,870 

$ 1,840 
$1,760 

SJ,600 

1980 
St.J80 

Sl,360 

1430 
12,560 

$2,990 

$4, 170 
$5,0JO 

$9,ZOO 

$3,Z60 
$7,110 

$10,430 

$4,360 
$6.170 

110,SJO 

11,280 
12,040 

13,320 

$1,630 
$2,400 

$4.030 

11.930 
11,820 

SJ,750 

$1.030 
$1,420 

12,450 

$450 
$2,650 

u .100 

$4,J90 
I S,190 

19.SIO 

$J,420 
17,410 

110,no 

$4,590 
$6,370 

$10,960 

•Note z A 1uccbarge fee la in effect in addition to tb. ratH per Board Reaolutlon Ko 2016·14 0 adopted January 11, 201' . 

2017 FMFCD 

lt·150'ilo 

$1,250 
$1,200 

$2,450 

Sl,770 
12,320 

$4,090 

Sl.SZO 
$1,950 

$3,410 

$1,220 
$2,240 

$),460 

$1,J50 
SZ.090 

$3,440 

$1,710 

$2,460 

$4,110 

$2,030 
St .810 

$3,900 

Sl.080 
$1,460 

$2,540 

$410 
$2,710 

$J,180 

$4,600 
$5,330 

$9,930 

$3,590 
$7,600 

$11, 190 

$4,810 
S6.sl0 

$11,340 

lt·J,M· H 

$1,250 
$1,200 

$2,450 

$1,110 
$2,lZO 

$4,090 

$1,5ZO 
11,950 

$3,410 

Sl,2ZO 
$2,240 

SJ,460 

$3, 100 
$4, JJO 

17,430 

Sl,350 
12.090 

$3,440 

f l ,710 
$2,460 

$4,110 

12,030 
SL.870 

$3,900 

11.oeo 
$1,460 

$2,540 

1470 
$2,710 

U , l lO 

$4,600 
IS,330 

$9,930 

Sl,590 
$7,600 

Sll,190 

$4,810 
SMlO 

111,340 

lt·:S 

$1,400 
$1,290 

$2,690 

11.980 
$2,490 

$4,410 

$1,700 
$1,090 

$3,190 

$1,l70 
12,400 

$3,170 

Sl,470 
$4,640 

$8,110 

$1,510 
11,240 

$3,150 

$1,910 
Sl,640 

$4,550 

12,270 
SZ.000 

$4,270 

$1,210 
$1,510 

$2,780 

1530 
$2,910 

U ,440 

$5,150 
$S,710 

$10,860 

$4,0ZO 
$8,150 

$12,170 

$5,380 
$1,000 

$12,380 

lt-4, T•P 

11,100 
$1,370 

$3,070 

SZ.400 
$2,660 

15.060 

$2.010 
S2,Z30 

$4,lOO 

$1,660 
IZ.560 

$4, 220 

$4,ZZO 
$4,950 

$9,170 

$1,8JO 
$2,390 

$4,ZZO 

$2,320 
$2,820 

15,140 

$2,760 
$2,130 

$4,890 

$1,470 
$1,670 

SJ,140 

1640 
13,100 

Sl,740 

$6,260 
56,090 

$12,350 

$4,890 
$8,690 

m.sao 

$6,550 
$7,470 

$14,0ZO 

M·l, M·2, N·J, C· P, C-N, R·I' C-1, C· Z, C-3, 
C·R. H-1-P, 5-L C-4, C·S, C·6, 

12,410 
$1,590 

14,060 

U,500 
$3,090 

$6,590 

$3,010 
$2,590 

$5,600 

12.420 
12,910 

15.J90 

$6,140 
$5,750 

$11,890 

Sl,660 
Sl,780 

15,440 

$3,380 
Sl.210 

16,650 

$4,010 
$2,4«1 

$6,490 

$2,140 
$1,940 

$4,080 

1930 
SJ,610 

$4,540 

$9,100 
$7,080 

116, 180 

$1,110 
110,100 

$11,210 

$9,520 
$8.680 

$11,ZOD 

$2.650 
S l,690 

$4,340 

$3,150 
$3,210 

$7,020 

Sl,230 
12,740 

SS,970 

$2,590 
$3,140 

$5,730 

$6,570 
$6,0SO 

$12,650 

12,850 
$2,940 

$5,790 

$3,620 
Sl,460 

$7,080 

$4,290 
$2,620 

$6,910 

$2,290 
$2,050 

$4,340 

$1,000 
SJ,810 

$4,8 10 

$9,740 
11,480 

l l1,220 

f],610 
110,680 

111.290 

$10,200 
$9, l80 

$19,)90 

C-1.,P 

IZ.840 
$1,780 

$4,6ZO 

$4,0ZO 
$3,440 

$7,460 

13,460 
$2,890 

$6,350 

sz.no 
Sl,310 

16,090 

17.o40 
$6,420 

SIJ,460 

SJ.060 
Sl,100 

$6,160 

SJ,880 
$3,650 

$7,530 

$4,600 
SZ.170 

17,310 

SZ.450 
$2,110 

S4,6ZO 

Sl,010 
$4,0ZO 

SS.090 

$10,450 
$7,890 

$18,340 

sa. 160 
$11,270 

$19,430 

110,930 
19,680 

120,610 

Total Colt 

$1,ill,139 
11,036,749 

Sl,361,881 

$1,327,077 
$1, 744,171 

ll,071,248 

$971,280 
$1,ZOl,510 

$2, ln,790 

11,440,920 
Sl,555,610 

U .996,130 

$2,464,lJO 
SJ,JJJ,241 

$5,797,471 

$165,172 
Slll.883 

$449.055 

1447,419 
tno,11• 

$1,167,133 

$1,590,510 
Sl,109,580 

Sl,700,o90 

$219.705 
Sll6,191 

$545,896 

1918,510 
15,401,110 

la,)19,620 

SZ.Z95,553 
$2,766,492 

15,062,045 

$l,S75,5JO 
17,757,3 10 

111,3)2,840 

14,505,120 
$6,269,020 

$10,77-t,1'40 

8of12 
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Fresno County Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 1: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 

"'-
Ill 

!O 

"" 
u; 

,. 

7C 

7D 

7H 

3/2018 

llASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAl 

llASlN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

BASIN 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

llASIH 
P1'E 

lOTAI. 

llASIH 
PIP£ 

TOTAi. 

llASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

llASIH 
PIPE 

TOTAi. 

M-5,Aof..O 

$1,4l0 
$4, 190 

$5,620 

$1,350 
$l,llO 

$4,460 

$700 
$2,950 

$),650 

$1,)30 
tl,380 

$2,710 

$2,130 
$2,260 

$4,390 

$1,810 
$1,820 

$J,6l0 

$1.690 
$1,660 

SJ,350 

Al,A2, llll 

$1,6l0 
$4,730 

$6, )60 

$1,540 
$3,510 

$S,050 

$800 
$),340 

$4,140 

$1,3l0 
$1,JIO 

$2,710 

$2,430 
$2,560 

$4,990 

$1,110 
$1,820 

U,6l0 

$1,920 
$1,880 

$J,IOO 

ll· l · f, ll· l ·fff, ll· l·A, ll-1-AH ll· 1· .. R+C, 
R· A Ill! 

$2,040 

$6,ZIO 

$8,320 

$1,930 
$4,870 

18,800 

11,000 
14,430 

$5,430 

11,670 
11,llO 

$),500 

$],050 
$),390 

$6,440 

$2,260 
Sl,410 

14,670 

$2,410 
12.490 

14,900 

$2,440 
$6.120 

$9, 260 

12,JIO 
15,070 

f?,380 

$1,200 
$4,120 

$6,020 

$1,990 
$ 1,990 

$3,970 

$l,6SO 
$3,690 

$7,310 

$2,7LO 
$2,620 

$5,JJO 

$2,18() 
$2,710 

$5,590 

12,860 
17,4 10 

$10,270 

12,700 
15,510 

1"210 

11,«>0 
15,230 

16,630 

12,330 
12,150 

14,480 

14.270 
14,010 

$8,260 

13,170 
12,850 

16,020 

ll,370 
12,910 

.$6,JIO 

R· 140'ill 

$1,060 
$7,700 

$10,760 

$2,890 
$5,720 

$1,610 

$1,500 
U ,440 

$6.9«> 

$2,500 
$2,240 

$4,740 

$4,560 
$4,160 

$8,720 

Sl,390 
12,ffO 

$6,350 

$1,610 
U,060 

16,670 

ll·145'Mt 

13,210 
$7,ffO 

111,170 

13,040 
15,910 

$8,950 

$1,SIO 
$S,6l 0 

$7,190 

12,620 
$2,310 

14,930 

$4,800 
14,300 

19,100 

$),560 
13,060 

16,620 

13,790 
$3,160 

$6,950 

• Note A 1urcharge tee ia ln cfhct l n addit i on to che ratu per eou·d Reaolution No 200,- 41 0 adopted Nove~r 16 , 2005 

MS!ll 
P1'E 

lOTAI. 

$1,610 
$3,030 

$4,640 

$1,840 
$l,4l0 

$5,270 

$2,llO 
$4,550 

$6,860 

$2,760 
14.9«> 

$7,700 

$3,230 
$5,370 

H.600 

13, 450 
$5,SIO 

$9,030 

13,6l0 
$S,760 

$9,390 

•Note: A. au.rcMrge t'•• 1• 1n e!tec::c in addltion tot.he raua per Board Rnol ution No. 2005-410 adopt.*<! Nove..,.r 1', 2 005 . 

2017FMFCO 

lt·150'MI 

13,370 
$8,160 

$11,530 

$.l,190 
$6,070 

$9,260 

$1.650 
$5,760 

$7,4 10 

12,750 
12,370 

$5, 120 

SS,030 
$4,410 

$9,410 

$3,740 
$3,140 

$6,llO 

$3,960 
SJ,240 

$7,220 

$.l,110 
15,920 

19,730 

ll· J,M-H 

$!,370 
$1,160 

$11,530 

$],190 
$6,070 

$9,260 

ll,6SO 
$5,760 

$7,410 

$2,750 
$2,)70 

15,120 

$5,030 
14,410 

$9,440 

$3,740 
$.l,140 

$6,880 

13,980 
SJ, 240 

$7,220 

Sl,110 
$5.920 

$9,730 

ll·3 

$3,770 
$8,750 

$12,520 

U,570 
$6,500 

$10,070 

$1,150 
$6, 180 

$8,0lO 

U,080 
$2,S«> 

U ,620 

$5,630 
$4,7l0 

$10,]60 

$4, l lO 
$3,360 

$7,540 

$4,450 
$.l,470 

$7,920 

14.260 
$6,340 

$10,600 

ll-4,T· P 

$4,580 
$9,340 

$13,920 

$4,340 
$6,9«> 

111,210 

$2,250 
$6,590 

$8,840 

$3,740 
$2,710 

$6,450 

$6,150 
$5,050 

$11,900 

$5,0IO 
U ,590 

$1,670 

$S,410 
$],710 

$9,120 

$5,180 
$6,760 

$11,940 

M· l , M·Z. M· 3, C.P, C-M, R•P C·J., C·J, C·3, 
C·ll, M·l·P, S-L C ... , C·S, C·I, 

$6,670 
JI0,14() 

$17,510 

$6,310 
ll.060 

$14,370 

$3,270 
$7,650 

110,920 

$5,450 
$3,150 

$8,600 

$9,ffO 
SS,860 

$15,820 

$7,400 
14, 170 

$11,570 

$7,870 
$4,300 

112,170 

$7,S«> 
$7,860 

115,400 

$7,140 
$11,410 

$18,610 

$6,750 
$8,520 

$15,270 

$3,500 
$8,100 

1 11,800 

$5,830 
$),330 

$9,160 

$10,670 
$6,200 

116,170 

$7,920 
$4,410 

$12,llO 

IMlll 
$4,550 

$12,980 

$8,070 
$8,310 

$16,380 

C-L.P 

$7,660 
112,100 

$19,760 

$7,240 
18,990 

116,llO 

U,750 
$8,540 

$12,290 

$6,250 
U,5lll 

$9,770 

$11,430 

$6.s«> 
$17,970 

18,490 
$4,650 

$ll,140 

$9,030 
$4,IOO 

$ll,ll0 

11,650 
$8,770 

$17,420 

T-Colt 

$2,114,525 
$5,170,357 

$7,284,812 

$2,182,432 
$4,273,150 

$6,4S5,Sl2 

$1,758,140 
$1,754,110 

$7,512,250 

$1,660,170 
11,541,159 

$.l,202,029 

14,649,160 
14, 154,740 

18,803,900 

$.l,220,892 
$2,32J,031 

$5,543,973 

$2.9SS,400 
$2,018,120 

$4,971,520 

$3,659,000 
$4,170,170 

$8,529,170 
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Fresno Col.flty Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 2: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 

-Zane 2 llASIN 
PIPE 

TOTAL 

A-

A 

c 

D 

G 

H 

M 

H 

0 

u 

v 

w 

3/2018 

M · S.A-t.,O 

1610 
$1, 480 

$Z,O'lO 

a.Ille.It 

11,919,667 

$851,913 

$479,953 

$801.]94 

$616,828 

S2S3, ll7 

Sl,IZl,m 

$99,851 

1221,828 

Sl,504,470 

$778, 589 

$5]7.]19 

$802,300 

$407,40S 

$865,371 

1669.066 

11.488,906 

Sl,020,191 

$630,005 

S-l,737,141 

Al,Al,M 

$700 
$1,670 

$2,370 

PlpeC.. 

Sl,062,326 

$140,986 

$319,598 

$694,153 

$226,179 

$302,016 

$157,007 

$214,682 

$254,359 

$346,121 

$679,595 

1491.234 

$259,796 

$437.]26 

1193,195 

$278,42.5 

Sl,943,916 

$651.754 

s1,n6.l9s 

SUll.294 

ll·l·E, ll-1-01, ll-1-A, ll-1-AH ll·l·a, ll-1--C, 
ll·A Ill 

$870 $1,040 11,220 
$2.220 $2.410 ll,610 

Sl,090 Sl,450 ll,830 

ll·140~ 

Sl,JIO 
$2,720 

$4,0JO 

R·l4S~ 

$1,370 
12,110 

14,160 

R·150~ 

$1,440 
$2,UO 

14,320 

Planned Local Drtanage Areaa: Zone 2 

Telal 

tJ.•S.ttJ 

... a,lff 

-.-1 
f&,4ff,147 

...,.,.7 

...-.al 

$J.JU,7M 

.,..,_ 
$412,117 

.......,.1 

.~ ... 
•.i..en.au 

•i.eu.­
-.n1 

~ 

-,411 

AQJ,UJ 

f1.,Rf,MI 

~ 

~ 

ANI 

AA 

68 

cc 

C02 

DO 

EE 
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Fresno C.oooty Effective Date: 3/1/2018 

DRAINAGE FEE SCHEDULE FOR ZONE 3: PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE AREAS 
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FRESNO METROPOLITAN FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 

January 24, 2018 

Mr. Mike Harrison, Acting City Engineer 
City of Clovis 
1033 Fifth Street 
Clovis, CA 93612 

Dear Mr. Harrison, 

Adoption of Resolution Confirming 
Schedule of Drainage Costs and Fees 

File 140.3143 
210.81 

The drainage ordinances of the District, Cities, and County are, as required by Section 66483 
of the Government Code, predicated upon adoption of a Resolution, which identifies the actual 
(or estimated) cost of the.planned drainage facilities. Because the development fees imposed 
pursuant to the Code Section are the same as these costs, the same Resolution serves as the 
Schedule of Fees. 

On December 13, 2017, the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District conducted the 
prescribed noticed public hearing, in accordance with Government Code Section 6062a, and 
subsequently approved and adopted the subject schedule of costs. The District provides the 
required noticing of public hearing to effect the drainage fee update in accordance with law 
and has in the past suggested that the City may possibly rely on the District notice and hearing, 
in that they effect the same drainage fee cost schedule, or the City may wish to provide an 
additional ten (10) day noticing prior to action if it disagrees with this interpretation. No 
objection to the drainage fee update was presented at the District' s hearing. 

The District strives to adopt the fees at the end of the year so they become effective beginning 
in March of each year in accordance with the Ordinance. Section 660 l 7 of the Government 
Code requires a 60-day period before the rates take effect. Therefore, the drainage fees, with 
no changes in the rates, become effective on March 1, 2018 based on the District's adoption 
of the Resolution on December 13, 2017. 

ATIACHMENT "B" 

k:\leners\drainage fee letters\clovis\2018 fee adoption !tr-city clovis.docx 
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Mr. Mike Harrison 
A4option of Resolution Confirming 
Schedule of Drainage Costs and Fees 
January 24, 2018 
Page2 

It is requested that the attached Resolution identifying drainage costs and fees, as provided by 
the Drainage Fee Ordinance of the City of Clovis, be presented to the City of Clovis Council 
for adoption at the earliest possible date. To assist in expediting this matter, District staff has 
attached a Draf1 Resolution, the system plan summary map (Exhibit "A") and the 2018 
Drainage Fee Schedule which should be included in Clovis' Resolution to Council. Also 
attached is the December 13, 2017 District Board Memorandum, which provides a discussion 
regarding the adoption of the 2018 Drainage Fee Schedule. 

Your assistance is greatly appreciated. If additional information is needed, please contact us. 

Very truly yours, 

~~ 
Debbie Campbell 
Design Engineer 

DC/lrl 

Enclosure(s) 

c: Luke Serpa, City of Clovis 
Mike Prandini, Building Industry Association 

k:\lcttersldrainagc fee lettcrslclovis\2018 fee adoption ltr-city clovis.docx 



BOARD MEETING: 

AGENDA ITEM NO.: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Summary 

December 13, 2017 

7.C. 

MEMORANDUM 

File 140.3123, 140.3133, 140.3143 

Peter Sanchez, District Engineer-Assistant General Manager 

Storm Drainage Master Plan and Drainage Fee Schedule 
Update: 

1. Adoption of Resolution to Amend the Storm Drainage 
Master Plan and Drainage Fee Schedule for Drainage 
Area "AV" (Central & State Route 41) 

2. Adoption of Resolution to the Storm Drainage Master 
Plan and Drainage Fee Schedule, Rescinding Drainage 
Area "BY" Surcharge and Establishing "BYl" and 
"BY2" Fee Structures within Drainage Area "BY" 
(Sunnyside & Behymer). 

3. Adoption of Resolution Amending the Storm Drainage 
and Flood Control Master Plan and Amending 
Schedule of Drainage Fees, Surcharges, and Costs for 
Local Drainage Areas (2018 Rate Schedule) 

1. Adoption of Resolution to Amend the Storm Drainage Master Plan and Drainage Fee 
Schedule for Drainage Area "AV" 

Amendment of the Storm Drainage Master Plan and Drainage Fee Schedule for Drainage Area 
"AV" includes a revised Master Plan location of Basin "AV" (refer to Exhibit No. 1) and 
revisions of storm water collection facilities. The current Drainage Area "AV" Master Plan 
identifies a joint use basin shared between the Fresno Irrigation District (FID) and the District 
The use of the FID basin, located east of the intersection of Elm A venue and the Muscat A venue 
alignment, was no longer a viable alternative once the adopted City of Fresno's 2035 General 
Plan changed the land use from residential to industrial and FID's basin storage capacity no 
longer was sufficient to meet both FID's and District's operational demands. Cost savings 
associated with a shared basin facility are mostly responsible for the fee increases for 2018. 
Increased unit prices account for the rest of the fees increase. 
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BOARD MEETING: Decen:iber 13, 2017 
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 7.C. 

The selected site location for the relocated Basin "AV" is on the easterly half of APN 329-030-
03. The proposed basin net site area is approximately 20.0 acres, with a gross site area 
(including street frontage) of approximately 21.5 acres. District staff found this site location to 
be the topographically and hydraulically logical location within Drainage Area "AV". In the 
series of studies perfonned by staff, this location was also found to be the most cost effective 
location in terms of system and storage cost. Its location is favorable in that it provides a balance 
in terms of system cost between minimizing storm drain diameter increases for the 
predominantly industrial land use areas it will serve north of the basin, and the length of storm 
drainage relief pipeline to the Central Canal south of the basin. This option, compared to other 
locations studied, also is favorable in that staff does not foresee potential severance costs for 
unusable adjacent property. 

In response to several industrial development proposals located along East A venue between 
Central Avenue and the North Central Canal, approximately 53.4 acres were shifted from 
Drainage Area "AV" to Drainage Area "AX". The drainage area boundary shift provided 
permanent drainage service to several acres of businesses within the drainage area and 
eliminated the need for temporary ponds. The developers agreed to meet the fill requirements on 
their properties to surface drain easterly to Drainage Area "AX" facilities and funded the 
additional costs to the Drainage Area "AX" system to account for the additional runoff conveyed 
from their developments. 

The shift in the drainage area boundary, reducing the area in the Drainage Area "AV" by 53.4 
acres, had little effect on the Drainage Area "AV" fee structure due to the elimination and/or 
downsizing of proposed Master Plan storm drain pipelines. Drainage Area "AX" fees and 
changes resulting from the drainage boundary adjustment will be evaluated with the finalization 
of the Economic Development Administration (EDA) grant in 2019. As a reminder, a 
substantial portion of the Drainage Area "AX" Master plan facilities are eligible for 
reimbursement from the EDA grant. 

2. Adoption of Resolution to the Storm Drainage Master Plan and Drainage Fee Schedule, 
Rescinding Drainage Area "BY" Surcharge and Establishing Drainage Areas "BYl" and 
"BY2" Fee Structures with Drainage Area "BY" (Sunnyside & Behymer) 

Revision to the Storm Drainage Master Plan and Drainage Fee Schedule for Drainage Area 
"BY" includes rescinding the "BY" surcharge (Resolution No. 2015-835) and separating the 
rural drainage area, located east of Sunnyside A venue and north of Copper A venue, from the 
urban area, located within the City of Clovis's Sphere of Influence (SOI), and establishing a 
separate fee structure for each (see Exhibit No. 2). The surcharge fee, adopted on December 16, 
2015, was implemented to obtain revenue to offset increased system costs due to City of 
Clovis's densification within the Northwest Urban Center. Further, the surcharge was only 
applied to those areas within the SOI that benefited from the increased land uses, so that costs to 
landowners living outside the SOI were not adversely impacted. Since adopting the surcharge, 
it has become apparent that the drainage fee rates calculated to include costs for a rural system 
and applied to the total area within Drainage Area "BY"(including the area where the surcharge 
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BOARD MEETING: December 13, 2017 

AGENDA ITEM NO.: 7.C. 

is applied) were not an equitable way to split costs. To provide equity between the two areas it 
is proposed that the drainage area be split at the SOI line into Drainage Areas "BYl" and "BY2" 
and separate drainage fees be adopted for the two areas. 

3. Adoption of Resolution Amending the Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan 
and Amending Schedule of Drainage Fees, Surcharges, and Costs for Local Drainage 
Areas (2018 Rate Schedule) 
Urban storm drainage systems are funded by the payment of drainage fees at the time of 
development. Fees in the original area of the District or core area of the City of Fresno (Zone 2) 
are calculated at a uniform rate by spreading the aggregate of the total systems cost to the entire 
original area. The core area of the City of Clovis (Zone 3) utilizes the same approach. Zone 2 is 
unique in that the aggregated approach was intended to distribute the benefits of the long-term 
tax payments and early formation and subsidies via assessment districts. All other areas referred 
to as the "Full Cost" zone (Zone I) are funded by spreading the individual system cost to its 
respective local drainage area. The zones are shown on the attached Exhibit No. 3. 

Exhibit No. 4 shows the proposed amendments to certain drainage and surcharge fee schedules 
for March 1, 2018 through February 28, 2019. Adoption of the attached resolution is necessary 
to formally amend the Master Plan and amend the fee schedule in certain drainage areas that 
have changes or an increased fee rate. Because of its large size, the updated Storm Drainage and 
Flood Control Master Plan Map (Exhibit "A") will be provided at the meeting for review and 
reference. A Public Hearing is required to increase drainage fee rates and the appropriate public 
notice regarding this hearing was published in the Fresno Bee pursuant to the Government Code. 
Fee schedules may be updated annually, around January, to become effective not less than sixty 
(60) days after adoption. 

Zone 1 
With respect to Zone l , fifty-four (54) drainage areas and three (3) surcharge areas warrant a fee 
adjustment. Modifications significant enough to justify a revision to the drainage fee schedules 
included (i) increased unit prices for pipelines, outfalls, mowstrip, arterial and local street 
paving, curb and gutter, sidewalk., pump station/intake, existing and proposed reclaimed pu.Tips, 
and the telemetry system; (ii) drainage area or basin excavation adjustments due to High Speed 
Train; (iii) basin redesign; or (iv) higher than anticipated contract costs. As noted above, these 
drainage areas are set forth in Exhibit No. 4. The list shows the land use of greatest acreage in 
the drainage area as representative of the adjustments or rate change. The comment column 
indicates the type of adjustment associated with the 2018 Drainage and Surcharge Fee and 
Amendments. 

Also, this year' s study indicated that drainage fee rates for forty-four (44) Zone 1 drainage areas 
remain the same or showed a slight decrease. Based upon previous staff reviews, it is normally 
recommended that downward adjustments not be made due to the anticipated drainage fee 
revenue falling short of the total system costs within many of the full cost drainage areas. A 
decrease in the fee rate for Zone l areas must be supported by a fee audit for the specific area. 
The audit is necessary to evaluate the outcome of the total system costs to determine, ultimately, 
if funding collected will be less or more than the cost to complete the full cost Zone 1 drainage 
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AGENDA ITEM NO.: 7 .C. 

systems. This year's audit does not support a decrease in the remaining Zone 1 areas. Staff will 
continually monitor these areas and report its findings to the Board should a decrease in fees be 
warranted in the future. 

Zone2 
With respect to Zone 2 areas, unit cost updates in the previous year warrant a fee adustment. The 
percentage increase is shown in Exhibit No. 4. 

Zone3 
No adjustments are necessary for Zone 3 drainage areas. The study determined that 
modifications made to the drainage fees were not significant enough to justify a revision to the 
drainage fee schedule for these zones. 

Surcharge Areas 
Review of the fee rates identified three (3) existing surcharge areas, Drainage Area "BX" (RT 
Park), Drainage Area "DN" (Copper River Ranch), and "Drainage Area "DO" (Southeast Urban 
Area), that warranted fee adjustments (see Exhibit No. 5). The fee increases in these areas 
resulted from unit cost updates. Exhibit No. 5 also shows the per acre costs resulting from these 
surcharge fee adjustments. No adjustments for the surcharge fees in Drainage Areas "7D" and 
"7H" were necessary. 

Staff has posted the proposed 2018 amendments to the fee schedules on the District' s web site, 
circulated the proposed changes to the Building Industry Association (BIA) for comment, and 
informed the BIA of the public hearing date. The proposed changes in the fee schedule were 
also presented to the BIA at a regularly scheduled BIA/FMFCD liaison meeting on Wednesday, 
November 22, 2017. It was requested that the BIA make formal comments on the proposal for 
this year's adjustments prior to the public hearing. No comments have been received at the 
writing of this memorandum. In the past, the BIA has been non-committal and taken no 
position in regards to drainage fee adjustments. Following the District's adoption of the 2018 
amendments to the Drainage Fee Schedule, staff wi II request each of the local jurisdictional 
agencies adopt the amendn1ents. 

The adoption of fees is considered a project under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). Staff has evaluated the potential environmental impact of the adoption of these fees 
(excluding the amended Master Plan for Drainage Area "AV") and has determined that the 
action is exempt from CEQA pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080(b)(8)(D). This 
section exempts the modification of fees collected by public agencies for the purpose of 
obtaining funds for capital projects necessary to maintain service within existing service areas. 
Pursuant to Section 21080(b ), staff recommends the Board incorporate findings in the record 
that the proposed amendments to the drainage fees are exempt from CEQA pursuant to Section 
21080(b)(8)(D). 
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BOARD MEETING: December 13, 2017 

AGENDA ITEM NO.: 7 .C. 

Recommendation 

Staff recommends that the Board of Directors adopt the following: 

l) Adopt the attached Resolution Amending the Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan 
for Drainage Area "AV", amending the proposed cost and fee schedule as set forth therein. 

2) Adopt the Resolution to the Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan for Drainage 
Area "BY", Rescinding the Surcharge (Resolution No. 2015-835) and Establishing "BYl" and 
BY2" Fee Structures within Drainage Area "BY", amending the proposed cost and fee 
schedules as set forth therein. 

3) Adopt the attached Resolution updating the Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan 
Map and amending the proposed cost and fee schedules as set forth therein. 

4) Direct staff to transmit the map and fee schedule amendments to the City of Fresno, City of 
Clovis, and the County of Fresno for adoption. 

5) Find that adoption of said Resolutions that adopt fees are exempt from further CEQA 
assessment per the provisions of Public Resources Code Section 21080(b)(8)(D). 

Discussion 

The proposed drainage fee amendments shown on Exhibit No. 4 comply with the Government 
Code that requires the local agency to determine that the fees are fairly apportioned within the 
local drainage areas either on the basis of benefits conferred on property proposed for 
subdivision or on the need for such facilities created by the proposed subdivision and 
development of other property within such areas. In Zones I thru 3, fees are fairly apportioned 
based on the need to dispose of storm water runoff as determined by land use and anticipated 
impervious area. 

Staff continually monitors system costs as improvements are constructed yearly. By monitoring 
system costs, staff is able to make the necessary adjustments to the drainage fee automation 
program which re-calculates the drainage fee schedules immediately when new information is 
input into the accounting data and/or modifications are made to the GIS system. This process 
requires the comparing of actual contract unit costs with the current fee study unit costs as well 
as insight from contractors within the metropolitan area. With the use of actual costs the District 
is able to ensure our unit costs are current with the market and better re-coup funding for 
updated system costs without relying on the use of the General Fund. While adjustments to 
drainage fees are generally considered only once each year pursuant to the Drainage Fee 

Ordinance, the automated program allows for staff to view the effect on the future drainage fee 
rate schedule after any system modification. 
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AGENDA ITEM NO.: 7.C. 

To keep current with facility unit costs, the adjustments warranted for 2018 include an increase 
of the following: all pipe with trench resurfacing (2.0%), all pipe without trench resurfacing 
(17.l %), outfalls (29.4%), mowstrip (2.9%), arterial street paving (5.7%), local paving (6.7%), 
curb and gutter (37.0%), sidewalk (38.9%), pump station/intake (6.7%), reclaimed pump 
existing (13.3%), reclaimed pump proposed (30.0%), and telemetry system (33.3%). No 
adjustments in the costs and rate structures of other agencies (City of Fresno and City of Clovis) 
as applied to District basin properties are needed for the 2018 fee update. The 2018 drainage fee 
rate study reviews all drainage areas utilizing the adjusted unit costs along with accounting data 
for existing facilities. 

Review of the fee rates identified three (3) existing surcharge areas, Drainage Area "BX" (RT 
Park), Drainage Area "ON" (Copper River Ranch), and "Drainage Area "DO" (Southeast Urban 
Area), that warranted fee adjustments. The fee increases in these areas resulted from unit cost 
updates. 

The existing drainage ordinances require annual updating of the drainage systems cost 
schedules. This process assures fees are based on actual costs, ensures equity among all fee 
payers, assures reimbursement of those incurring construction costs in excess of their 
proportionate cost share, and protects the general taxpayer from the need to pay development 
subsidies. 

Pursuant to the Government Code, the fee increases become effective not less than sixty (60) 
days following adoption. Therefore, if adopted, the effective date of the new drainage fee rate 
schedule would be March I, 2018 in accordance with the Drainage Fee Ordinance. 

Respectfully submitted by: 

Debbie Campbell, Design Engineer 

Attachments 

1. Exhibit No. 1 
2. Exhibit No. 2 
3. Exhibit No. 3 
4. Exhibit No. 4 
5. Exhibit No. 5 
6. Exhibit "A" Place Holder 
7. Exhibit "A" 
8. Exhibit "B" 
9. Resolution to Amend the Storm Drainage Master Plan and Drainage Fee Schedule for 

Drainage Area "AV" (Central & State Route 41) 
10. Resolution to the Storm Drainage Master Plan and Drainage Fee Schedule, Rescinding 

Drainage Area "BY" Surcharge and Establishing "BYl" and "BY2" Fee S 
11 . Resolution Amending the Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan and Amending 

Schedule of Drainage Fees, Surcharges, and Costs for Local Drainage 
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2018 Drainage and Surcharge Fee Amendments 

2018 Draina1:;e Fee Amendments 
Draina1e Areas Within ~ne 1 {full 

Cost Areas) 

"AE" (Valentine and Barstow) 

"AH" (Cornelia and Gettysburg) 

"AI" (Blvthe and Belmont) 

"AL" (Brawley and Weldon) 

"AN" (Cornelia and Hedges) 

"AO" (Blythe and Belmont) 

"AR" (Cornelia and Whites Bridge) 

"AS" (Valentine and California) 

"AU" (West and Annadale) 

"AV" (Fig and Central) 

"AWl" (Orange and North) 

"AW2" (Cherrv and North) 

"A Y" (Cedar and Central) 

"AZ" (Chestnut and Muscat) 

"BD" (Willow and Vine) 

"BE" (Willow and Bel2ravia) 

"BF" (Chestnut and Church) 

"BG" (Peach and Annadale) 

"BJ" (Maple and Golden State) 

"BK" (Clovis and Montecito) 

"BL" (Annstron2 and Church) 

"BM" (Fowler and Butler) 

"BP" (Sunnvside and Harvey) 

"BQ" (Fowler and Belmont) 

"BR" (Clovis and Olive) 

Percent Maj~ri!I 
Cban2e 711neUse 

+2.43 R-1-40% 

+2.75 M-1 

+6.54 R-1-40% 

+7.89 C-1 

+3.98 R-1-40% 

+9.28 R-1-40% 

+7.67 M-1 

+4.14 R-140% 

+7.54 R-140% 

+14.25 M-1 

+6.38 M-1 

+6.45 M-1 

+10.20 M-1 

+4.38 M-1 

+6.45 R-1-40% 

+5.00 R-1-40% 

+4.30 R-1 40% 

+5.91 R-140% 

+5.12 M-1 

+3.33 C-1 

+5.20 C-1 

+3.17 R-1-40% 

+5.11 M-1 

+2.95 M-1 

+8.82 M-1 

Ellhlblt No. 4 
Pa1e 1 of4 

Comments 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 
Unit Cost Update, HST/CA-99 Area 
Adjustment 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 
Unit Coat UpdaUI, Remaster Plan Dn.tnago 
Area.Proposed Basin Rdoc.ation(Buin oo lonaer 
«hared w/PID 

Unit Cost Uodate 
Unit Cost Update, Higher 
Completed Contract Costs 
Unit Cost Update, Excavation not 
colllJ)leted by HST 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 
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27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

2018 Drainage and Surcharge Fee Amendments 

"BS" (Fowler and Floradora) 

"BT" (Sunnyside and Nees) 

"BU" (Clovis and Clinton) 

"BYi" (Sunnyside and Behymer) 

"BY 2" (Sunnyside and Behymer) 

"CD" (Garfield and Dakota) 

"CF' (Peach and Central) 

"CG" (Garfield and McKinley) 

"Clf' (Bryan and McKinley) 

"CK" (Polle and Belmont) 

"CP" (Marks and Jensen) 

"CQ" (Walnut and North) 

"CS" (Mjnnewawa and North) 

"CU" (Willow and North) 

"CV" (Willow and Central) 

"DK" (Friant and Champlain) 

"DM" (Peach and Coooer) 

"DN" (Friant and Willow) 

"DP" (Highland and Dakota) 

"DQ" (Leonard and Sierra) 

"DS" (Leonard and Clinton) 

"DV" (Temperance and Kings Canyon) 

+6.17 R-1-40% 

+5.30 R-1-40% 

+5.63 M-1 

+7.89 R-1-40% 

+10.85 R- 1-40% 

+8.17 R-1-40% 

+8.63 M-1 

+7.82 R-1-40% 

+9.18 R-1-40% 

+5.27 R-1-40% 

+7.93 R-140% 

+7.53 R-1-40% 

+9.76 M-1 

+8.12 M-1 

+5.62 M-1 

+2.05 R-1-40% 

+8.65 R-1-40% 

+7.34 R-1-40% 

+9.97 R-1-40% 

+6.43 R-1-40% 

+7.64 R-1-40% 

+10.73 C-1 

Exhibit No. 4 
Pace 2af4 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uoclate 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Update, Contract Costs 

Unit Cost Uodate, Basin Redesign 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Uodate 

Unit Cost Uodate 

- - --- --- --- - - -----



48 

49 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

1 

2 

3 

2018 Drainage and Surcharge Fee Amendments 

"EF" (Cornelia and Dante) +3.99 C-1 Unit Cost Undate 

"EH" (Golden State and Herndon) +3.88 M-1 Unit Cost Update 

"EJ" (Garfield and Sample) +7.33 R-1-40% Unit Cost Uodate 

"EL" (Barcus and Barstow) +5.70 M-1 Unit Cost Uodate 
Unit Cost Update, HST/CA-99 Area 

"EM" (Grantland and Barstow) +11.39 R-1-40% Adjustment 

"NN" (Valentine and Church) +5.31 R-1-40% Unit Cost Uodate 

"7H" (Temnerance and Bullard) +6.24 R-1-40% Unit Cost Uodate 

ZONE2AREAS +2.03 R-1-40% Unit Cost Update 

2018 Surcharge Fee Adjustments 

Surchart?e Areas 

"BX" (Locan and Nees) 

"DN" (Friant and Willow) 

"DO" (Locan and Ashlan) 

Percent M!i2ri!l: 
Cham!e Zone Use 

+6.00 C-P,C-M,R-P 

+3.20 R-1-40% 

+9.00 R-1-40% 

Exhibit No. 4 
Pap 3of4 

Comments 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 

Unit Cost Update 
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Surcharge Fee Summary Sheet 
Drainage Areas "BX", "DN", and "DO" 

"BX" (RT Park) 2018 Surcharge Rates: 

ZONING ACREAGE TOTAL 
C-P, C-M, R-P 102.7 $ 8,020.00 

"ON" (Copper River Ranch) 2018 Surcharge Rates : 

ZONING ACREAGE TOTAL 
Rl-40% 118.2 $ 6,740.00 
Rl-45% 59.1 $ 6,960.00 
Rl-50% 59.1 $ 7,140.00 
R-2 46.6 $ 7,140.00 
C-1 9.3 $ 10,590.00 

"DO" (Southeast Urban Area) 2018 Surcharge Rates: 

ZONING 
R-150% 
R-2, M-H 

R-3 
C-P, C-M, R-P 
C-1, C-2, C-3, C-4, C-5, C-6, C-L, P 

ACREAGE 
91.5 
25.0 
97.8 
11.9 
115.1 

Exhibit No. 5 

Page 1of2 

TOTAL 

$ 4,180.00 

$ 4,180.00 

$ 4,480.00 

$ 5,880.00 

$ 6,200.00 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2017-884 

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE FRESNO METROPOLITAN FLOOD 
CONTROL DISTRICT 

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE STORM DRAINAGE AND FLOOD CONTROL 
MASTER PLAN AND AMENDING THE SCHEDULE OF DRAINAGE FEES, 

SURCHARGES AND COSTS, ESTABLISHING SUCH COSTS AND FEES FOR LOCAL 
DRAINAGE AREAS (2018-2019) 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors enacted Resolution No. 1412 on February 9, 1988, 

establishing a schedule of drainage system costs and fees pursuant to the adopted Storm Drainage 

and Flood Control Master Plan, said schedule being an element of the drainage fee ordinances of 

the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District, Cities of Clovis and Fresno, and the County of 

Fresno, which ordinances are incorporated herein by this reference; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors enacted resolutions from time to time, amending said 

schedule, the last being Resolution No. 2016-859 adopted on December 14, 2016; and 

WHEREAS, an amended Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan Map, attached as 

Exhibit "A" hereto, specifying public facilities and improvements, existing and proposed, which 

are necessary to provide drainage service and flood control within the respective local drainage 

areas specified therein, has been presented to the Board of Directors; and 

WHEREAS, the District's Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan includes a study 

of the impacts of contemplated future development on the District's existing storm drainage 

services and facilities in the local drainage areas of the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District 

listed in Exhibit "B" attached hereto, along with an analysis of new, 2 improved or expanded public 

facilities and improvements required or appropriate to serve development in said local drainage 

areas; and 

board\reso\perm\2017-884 



RESOLUTION NO. 2017-884 
Page 2of6 

WHEREAS, as to each of said local drainage areas, said Map, said Plan and said study set 

forth the relationship between development and said services or facilities; the estimated cost 

thereof; and the schedule of per gross acre fees calculated to raise the sum of money necessary to 

pay the estimated total cost of local drainage facilities therein; and 

WHEREAS, said Map and said study were available at the District's office for public 

inspection and review ten ( 10) days prior to this public hearing, and notice was given in compliance 

with the requirements therefor; and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held pursuant to the public notice cited herein at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the Board of Directors of the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control 

District; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors finds as follows: 

A. That the purpose of said fees is to finance facilities within the District required for the 

removal of surface and storm waters attributable to development; to obviate the menace to the 

public health, safety and welfare arising from inadequate provision for removal of surface and 

stonn waters occurring as the result of development of property; to prevent deterioration of 

property values and impairment of conditions making for desirable residential, commercial or 

industrial development, as the case may be, which would result from the failure to construct 

planned local drainage facilities relative to development of property; and to prevent deterioration 

of public streets and other public facilities which would result from failure to construct planned 

local drainage facilities concurrently with development. 

board\rcso\pcnn\2017-884 



RESOLUTION NO. 2017-884 
Page 3of6 

B. The fees adopted and collected pursuant to the drainage fee ordinances and this 

Resolution are to be used to finance only the public facilities shown on Exhibit "A", within each 

of the respective local drainage areas identified in Exhibit "B" hereto. 

C. Aft~r considering said Map and said study and the analysis prepared by the District; the 

respective General Plans and community and specific plans prepared by the Development 

Departments of said County and Cities; and the information and testimony received at this public 

hearing, the Board of Directors approves said Map and said study, and incorporates such herein. 

The Board further finds that all new development in the subject area will generate the need for 

storm drainage facilities therein, and generates ~ unmet need for storm drainage facilities and 

services in said area 

D. There is a need in local drainage areas for storm drainage facilities that have not been 

constructed or have been constructed; said facilities have been called for in, or are consistent with, 

the General Plans. Development will contribute its fair share toward the facility costs in those local 

drainage areas listed in Exhibit "B" through payment of the respective drainage fees set forth 

therein. 

E. The facts and evidence presented establish that there is a reasonable relationship 

between the need for the described public facilities and the impacts of the types of development as 

described in Exhibits "A" and "B" for which the corresponding fee set forth in Exhibit "B" is 

charged. There is a reasonable relationship between the use of said fee and development of the 

lands in the service area for which the fee is charged, as these reasonable relationships or nexuses 

are described in more detail in the study and Map referred to above. 
board\reso\pcrm\2017-884 



RESOLUTION NO. 2017-884 
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F. The Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan Map attached hereto as Exhibit "A" 

and the storm drainage fee rate schedule set forth in Exhibit "B'', as adopted by Paragraphs 2 and 

3 herein, revise the District's Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan, to conform to its 

General Plan and comply with Section 66483 of the California Government Code. 

G. The cost estimates set forth in Exhibit "B" are reasonable cost estimates for constructing 

these facilities, and the fee schedule set forth therein is based on said estimates and is to generate 

fees from development that will not exceed the total of these costs. 

NOW TIIEREFORE, it is hereby resolved by the Board of Directors of the Fresno 

Metropolitan Flood Control District that: 

1. The above recitals are true and correct, and this Board so finds and determines. 

2. This Resolution is exempt from further California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

assessment per the provisions of Public Resources Code Section 21080(b )(8)(D). 

3. The Storm Drainage and Flood Control Master Plan is hereby amended to include that 

Storm Drain and Flood Control Master Plan Map attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and as supported 

by Exhibit "B". 

4. The schedule of drainage fees for those respective local drainage areas listed in Exhibit 

"B" hereto is hereby adopted as set forth in said Exhibit "B". The District shall prepare a 2018-

2019 schedule of drainage fees for each of its local drainage areas, which shall include the 

amendments adopted herein. Pursuant to California Government 5 Code Section 66017, said 

schedule of drainage fees shall become effective no sooner than sixty (60) days from the date of 

adoption of this Resolution. In compliance with California Government Code Section 66017, the 
board\reso\perm\2017-884 



RESOLUTION NO. 2017-884 
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District's 2018-2019 schedule of drainage fees shall be effective as of March 1, 2018, in accordance 

with the drainage fee ordinances. Fees shall be paid in accordance with the drainage fee ordinances 

and as specified in said 2018-2019 drainage fee schedule. 

5. The fee shall be used solely to pay: (a) costs related to the design, administration and 

construction of the described public storm water facilities; (b) for reimbursing the District for the 

development's f~r share of those costs incurred by the District in the design and construction of 

the described public storm water facilities; or ( c) to reimburse other developers who have 

constructed public facilities in each service area where those facilities were beyond that needed to 

mitigate the impacts of the other developers' project or projects and where reimbursement is 

provided for in the applicable Drainage Fee Ordinance. 

6. The District, pursuant to the Drainage Fee Ordinance, shall analyze and review the 

estimated cost of the described capital improvements for which this fee is charged, the continued 

or expanded need therefor, and the reasonable relationship between such facility needs and the 

varying types of development. The General Manager-Secretary shall report the findings to the 

Board of Directors and recommend any adjustment to this fee or other action as may be needed. 

7. Pursuant to California Government Code Section 66022, any judicial action or 

proceeding to attack, review, set aside, void or annul this Resolution shall be brought within one 

hundred twenty (120) days of the adoption of this Resolution. Pursuant 6 to California Government 

Code Section 66022, any judicial action or proceeding to attack, review, set aside, void, or annul 

the fee increase shall commence within one hundred twenty (120) days of the effective date of the 

increase, which is identified in Paragraph No. 4 hereinabove. Administrative appeal is a mandatory 
board\reso\perm\2017 -884 



RESOLUTION NO. 2017-884 
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prerequisite to any such judicial action or proceeding. Such appeal shall be made in writing to the 

Director of Development of Public Works of the political subdivision in which the property 

subjected hereto is located (i.e., the City of Fresno, the City of Clovis or the County of Fresno). 

Such appeal must be made within sixty (60) days after the effective date hereof. The Director shall 

set the matter for hearing, conduct the hearing and render a decision within forty ( 40) days after 

such appeal is filed. 

8. The Ordinances of the City of Fresno, City of Clovis, and the County of Fresno have an 

administrative mechanism whereby a property owner who seeks to develop property within the 

boundaries of the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District can challenge the fees imposed 

thereunder only by first paying said fees under protest. Developers of property within the Fresno 

Metropolitan Flood Control District shall adhere to the applicable ordinance of the City of Fresno, 

City of Clovis or the County of Fresno under which it is required that drainage fees must be paid 

before development is allowed, and that such fee may be paid under protest. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13th day of December 2017, by the following vote to wit: 

A YES: Directors Fowler, Burleson, Rastegar, Williams, Groom & Auston 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: Spina 

ABSTAIN: None 

board\reso\perm\2017-884 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-F-5 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
R EPORT TO T HE CITY CO UNCIL 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Approval - Final Acceptance for Tract 6072, located at the northwest corner of 
DeWolf and Richmond Avenues (Wilson Premiere Homes). 

A TI ACHMENT: (A) Vicinity Map 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

1. Accept the public improvements for Tract 6072; and authorize recording of the Notice of 
Completion; and 

2. Authorize release of the Performance Surety immediately and then release of the Labor 
and Materials Surety ninety (90) days after the recordation of the Notice of Completion, 
provided no liens have been filed; and release of Public Improvements Maintenance 
Surety upon the expiration of the one-year warranty period, and provided any defective 
work has been repaired to the City's satisfaction. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The owner, Wilson Premiere Homes, has requested final acceptance of the public 
improvements constructed or installed in conjunction with this tract. The public improvements 
include all those shown on the subdivision improvement plans approved by the City Engineer. 
The construction or installation of the public improvements is complete. The owner has 
requested final acceptance. Staff is recommending approval of their request. 

Tract 6072 Final Acceptance 2/13/2018 10:08:20 AM Page 1 of 2 



FISCAL IMPACT 

City Council Report 
Tract 6072 Final Acceptance 

February 20, 2018 

The costs for periodic routine maintenance, as well as repairs needed as the improvements 
deteriorate with age and usage, will be incorporated into the annual maintenance budget of 
the Public Utilities Department as these costs are identified. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The Subdivision Map Act requires that once construction of the required improvements has 
been completed in compliance with all codes, plans and specifications, and all other required 
documents have been completed and submitted , final acceptance is required and the 
appropriate sureties are released. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

Record the Notice of Completion and release the Performance, Labor and Materials, and 
Maintenance Sureties as appropriate. 

Prepared by: Gene G. Abella, Assistant Engineer 

I 
Submitted by:_M_~-~---..>-- Recommended by: ___;r_:::r;;;~c.....:...._._ ______ _ 

D~ ight 'Kroll , AICP Michael Harrison 
City Engineer 

Tract 6072 Final Acceptance 2/9/2018 3:40:12 PM 

Director of Planning 
An~ Development 
Services 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-F-6 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE C I TY COUNC I L 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Approval - Res. 18-_, Final Map for Tract 6120, located at the northeast area 
of Leonard and Barstow Avenues (BN 6120 LP, Bonadelle Neighborhoods). 

ATTACHMENTS: (A) 
(B) 

Res. 18-
Copy of Final Map 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the City Council to approve Res. 18-_, which will: 

1. Accept the offer of dedication of street and public utility easements within Tract 6120, 
and; 

2. Authorize recording of the final map. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The owner and subdivider, BN 6120 LP (Bonadelle Neighborhoods), has submitted a final 
map and is requesting final map approval. The improvement plans are being processed by 
City staff. The improvements to be installed include curb, gutter, sidewalk, street paving, 
sanitary sewers and water mains. The tract is located at the northeast area of Leonard and 

Tract 6120 Final Map 2/13/2018 8:45:40 AM Page 1 of 4 



City Council Report 
Tract 6120 Final Map 

February 20, 2018 

Barstow Avenues. It contains approximately 44.34 acres and consists of 171 units, zoned 
R-1 (Single-Family Residential) . 

FISCAL IMPACT 

The subdivider will be installing curb, gutter, sidewalk, street paving, sanitary sewers and 
water mains, which will be perpetually maintained by the City of Clovis. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The subdivision agreement has been executed by the subdivider and all development fees 
have been paid or deferred in accordance with Municipal Code. The agreement provides for 
the developer to complete a technically correct map and improvement plans and to complete 
all required improvements in compliance with the conditions of approval. The improvements 
are adequately secured. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

The final map will be filed with the Fresno County Recorder's office for recording . 

Prepared by: Gene G. A ella, Assistant Engineer 

Submitted by: ---t 

Michael Harrison 
City Engineer 

Tract 6120 Final Map 2/9/2018 3:38:07 PM 

DwigH Kr II, AICP 
Direct of Planning 
And Development 
Services 
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RESOLUTION 18-

City Council Report 
Tract 6120 Final Map 

February 20, 2018 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS 
APPROVING FINAL SUBDIVISION MAP FOR TRACT NO. 6120 

WHEREAS, a final map has been presented to the City Council of the City of Clovis for 
Tract 6120, by The City of Clovis, a Municipal Corporation; and 

WHEREAS, said final tract conforms to the requirements of Chapter 2, Part 2, of Division 
4 of the Business and Professions Code and to local ordinances. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Clovis as 
follows: 

1. The final map of Tract 6120, consisting of four (4) sheets, a copy of which is on file 
with the City Clerk, be and the same is hereby approved. 

2. Approval of the Subdivision improvement plans for said tract, consisting of thirty-four 
(34) sheets are being completed by City Staff. 

3. The preliminary Engineer's Cost Estimate of development cost of said tract, a copy of 
which is on file with the City Clerk, be and the same is hereby approved and adopted as the 
estimated cost of improvements for said subdivision in the sum of $7,280,266. 

4. The offer and dedication for public use of the parcels, streets and easements specified 
on said map are accepted by the City of Clovis and the City Clerk is authorized and directed 
to execute said subdivision map. 

5. This Council finds that the proposed subdivision , together with the provisions for its 
design and improvement, are consistent with applicable general and specific plans of the City 
of Clovis. 

6. Improvement Security, as provided hereunder and in said Subdivision Agreement, is 
fixed at one hundred percent (100%) of remaining improvements to be installed or 
constructed, or the sum of $5,616,000, for guaranteeing specific performance of said 
agreement and fifty percent (50%) of remaining improvements to be installed or constructed, 
or the sum of $2,807,000, for payment of labor and materials furnished by contractors, 
subcontractors, labormen and materialmen in connection with the improvements required to 
be made or constructed by said subdivider in conformity with said subdivision map or said 
agreement. 

7. Subdivider shall furnish a bond in the sum of $728,000 being the amount determined 
by the City Council of the City as necessary for the guarantee and warranty of the work for a 
period of one year following the completion and acceptance of the tract against any defective 
work or labor done, or defective materials furn ished. Said bond is required to be furnished 
prior to acceptance of the tract by the City Council. 

Tract 6120 Final Map 2/13/201 8 8:45:40 AM Page3 of 4 



* * * * * 

. 
City Council Report 

Tract 6120 Final Map 
February 20, 2018 

The foregoing resolution was introduced and adopted at a regular meeting of the City 
Council of the City of Clovis held on February 20, 2018 by the following vote, to wit. 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN : 

DATED: 

Mayor City Clerk 
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OWNER'S STATEMENT 
THE UNDERSIGNED, BEING ALL PARTIES HAVING ANY RECORD TITLE INTEREST IN THE 
LAND WITHIN THIS SUBDIVISION, HEREBY CONSENT TO THE PREPARATION AND 
RECORDATION OF THIS MAP AND OFFER FOR DEDICATION FOR PUBLIC USE THE 
PARCELS AND EASEMENTS SPECIFIED ON SAID MAP AS INTENDED FOR PUBLIC USE FOR 
THE PURPOSES SPECIFIED THEREIN. 

BN 6120 LP, A CALIFORNIA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 

BY: BONADELLE HOMES INC., A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION, 
ITS GENERAL PARTNER 

BY:=-,----c===::-7="' 
JOHN A. BONAOELLE, PRESIDENT 

U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, D/B/A HOUSING CAPITAL COMPANY, 
AS BENEFICIARY 

BY: 
~J~As=o=N-s=u-B-1A-,=s=eN-1=o~R-v-1c=E=P~RE=s-1o~E-NT 

FRESNO IRRIGATION DISTRICT, AS EASEMENT HOLDER 
A SEPARATE CONSENT TO FINAL MAP PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT 
CODE SECTION 66435.1 FOR PARCEIJTRACT MAP NO. 6120 HAS BEEN 
EXECUTED BY THE FRESNO IRRIGATION DISTRICT, AS RECORDED 

F=R=E=s-N~o-c=o-u-NTY~ R~o~~·:O~CUMENT No.-------

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY 
THE IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS 
CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VALIDITY OF 
THAT DOCUMENT. 

STATE OF CALFORNIA 
COUNTY OF _____ _ 

ON . 2018, BEFORE ME , NOTARY 
PUBLIC, PERSONIALL Y APPEARED JOHN A BONAOELLE , WHO 
PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE 
NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME 
THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS/HERITHEIR AUTHORIZED CAPACITY(ES), 
AND THAT BY HIS/HERITHEIR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE PERSON(S), OR THE 
ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT. 

I CERTIFY UNDER PENAL TY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
THAT THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE ANO CORRECT, WITNESS MY HANO. 

SK>NATURE ----------­

COUNTY OF -----------MY COMMISSION EXP~ES -------

COMMISSION NUMBER--------

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY 
THE IDENTITY OF THE INOllllOU/\L WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS 
CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VALIDITY OF 
THAT DOCUMENT. 

STATE OF CALFORNIA 
COUNTY OF _____ _ 

ON , 2018, BEFORE ME , NOTARY 
PUBLIC, PERSONALLY APPEARED JASON SUBIA , WHO 
PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE 
NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME 
THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS/HERITHEIR AUTHORIZED CAP/\CITY(IES), 
AND THAT BY HISIHERITHEIR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE PERSON(S), OR THE 
ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT. 

I CERTIFY UNDER PENAL TY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
THAT THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT, WITNESS MY HANO. 

NAME __________ _ 
SIGNATLRE ----------­

COUNTY OF - ----------MY COMMISSl'.lN EXP~ES -------

COMMISSl'.lN NUMBER-------

SUBDIVISION MAP OF 

TR~CT NO~ 6120 
IN THE CITY OF CLOVIS, FRESNO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

SURVEYED AND PLATIED IN JUNE, 2017 BY HARBOUR & ASSOCIATES 
CONSISTING OF 4 SHEETS 

SHEET 1 OF 4 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
PARCEL A: 
A PORTION OF PARCEL 3 OF PARCEL MAP NO. 3473, ACCORDING TO THE MAP THEREOF RECORDED IN BOOK 25 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGES 79 AND 
80, FRESNO COUNTY RECORDS AND ALL THAT PORTION PARCEL 4 OF PARCEL MAP NO. 3012, ACCORDING TO THE MAP THEREOF RECORDED IN 
BOOK 22 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGE 43, FRESNO COUNTY RECORDS, LYING NORTHERLY OF THE CENTERLINE OF THE ENTERPRISE CANAL, BEING 
PORTIONS OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER AND THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF 
SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 13 SOUTH, RANGE 21 EAST, MOUNT DIABLO BASE AND MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE OFFICIAL UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT TOWNSHIP PLAT THEREOF, IN THE COUNTY OF FRESNO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ALL TOGETHER DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 12, SAID POINT BEING 
NORTH oo· 20' 18" EAST, 867.47 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAD SECTION 12; THENCE, ALONG THE 
CENTERLINE OF SAO ENTERPRISE CANAL, THE FOLLOWING ELEVEN (11) COURSES: (1) SOUTH 49• 01' 39• WEST, A DISTANCE OF 261.16 FEET TO 
THE BEGINNING OF AT ANGENT CURVE CONCAVE TO THE NORTHWEST HAVING A RADIUS OF 500.00 FEET; THENCE (2) SOUTHWESTERLY, 164.01 
FEET ALONG SAD CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 18" 4T 39"; THENCE (3) SOUTH 67" 49' 18" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 97.88 FEET TO THE 
BEGINNING OF A TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE TO THE SOUTHEAST HAVING A RADIUS OF 200.00 FEET; THENCE (4) SOUTHWESTERLY, 79.41 FEET 
ALONG SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 22" 44' 57": THENCE (5) SOUTH 45• 04' 21" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 167.54 FEET: THENCE (6) 
SOUTH 51" 16' 38" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 56.84 FEET; THENCE (7) SOUTH 60" 13' 48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 128.34 FEET; THENCE (8) SOUTH 57" 58' 
08" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 206.01 FEET; THENCE (9) SOUTH 58" 36' 44" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 133.37 FEET; THENCE (10) SOUTH 60" 24' 12" WEST. A 
DISTANCE OF 190.02 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE TO THE NORTHWEST HAVING A RADIUS OF 310.00 FEET; THENCE 
(1 1) SOUTHWESTERLY, 109.26 FEET ALONG SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 20"11'39" TO THE INTERSECTION OF SAID CURVE WITH 
THE WEST LINE OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 12, SAID WEST Li'IE ALSO BEING THE WEST LNE 
OF PARCEL 4 OF SAD PARCEL MAP NO. 3012 THENCE NORTH 00.22'40" EAST, ALONG SAID WEST LINE, A DISTANCE OF 11 .72 TO THE SOUTHEAST 
CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 12; THENCE NORTH 59•19·45• WEST, ALONG THE SOUTH 
LINE OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAD SECTK>N 12, A DISTANCE OF 155.58 FEET TO THE MERSECTKJN OF 
SAID CENTERLINE OF THE ENTERPRISE CANAL WITH SAD SOUTH LINE; THENCE, ALONG SAD CENTERLINE OF THE ENTERPRISE CANAL, THE 
FOLLOWING NINE (9) COURSES: (1) NORTH 71"53'16" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 79.02 FEET, THENCE (2) NORTH 66"26'47" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 91.87 
FEET; THENCE (3) NORTH 54"17'45" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 72.63 FEET; THENCE (4) NORTH 36"04'47" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.82 FEET; THENCE (5) 
NORTH 28"55'15" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 75.93 FEET; THENCE (6) NORTH 19"51'05" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 169.62 FEETTO A POINTON THE WESTERLY 
LINE OF SAID PARCEL 3: THENCE (7) NORTH 06. 17'11"WEST, ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL 3, A DISTANCE OF 412.35 FEET; THENCE 
(8) NORTH 13•53•14· WEST, ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL 3, A DISTANCE OF 262.43 FEET: THENCE (9) NORTH 25"45'19" WEST, ALONG 
THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL 3, A DISTANCE OF 337.60 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAD PARCEL 3: THENCE SOUTH 59•12'37" 
EAST, ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID PARCEL 3, A DISTANCE OF 2072.86 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF 
THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 12, SAID POINT BEING THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAD PARCEL 4; THENCE SOUTH 00"20'18" WEST, 
ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 12, AND ALONG THE EAST LNE OF SAID 
PARCEL 4, A DISTANCE OF 45169 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

THIS LAND IS SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING: 
1. SAID LAND LIES WITHIN THE FRESNO METROPOLITAN FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT AND IS SUBJECT TO DRAINAGE FEES AND/OR 
REQUIREMENTS TO CONSTRUCT PLANNED LOCAL DRAINAGE FACILITIES, AS DISCLOSED BY INSTRUMENT ENTITLED "RESOLUTION NO. 1816 • 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE FRESNO METROPOLITAN FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT, RECORDED JULY 31, 1995 AS SERIES NUMBER 
95092128, O.R.F.C. 
2. AN EASEMENT FOR CANALS AND BRANCHES AND INCIDENTAL PURPOSES, RECORDED IN BOOK J OF DEEDS, PAGE 36. 
3. THE LIEN OF SPECIAL TAX ASSESSED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 2.5 COMMENCING WITH SECTION 53311 OF THE CALIFORNIA 
GOVERNMENT CODE FOR COMMUNITY FAC1LITES DISTRICT NO. 2004-1 , AS DISCLOSED BY NOTICE OF SPECIAL TAX LIEN RECORDED JUNE 23. 
2016 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2016-0080780 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. 

S URVEYOR'S STATEMENT 
THE SURVEY FOR THIS MAP WAS MADE BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECTION ANO IS TRUE 
AND COMPLETE AS SHOWN. 

THIS MAP WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECTION AND IS BASED UPON A 
FIELD SURVEY IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SUBDIVISION 
MAP ACT AND LOCAL ORDINANCE AT THE REQUEST OF BN 6120 LP. A CALFORNIA 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP. ON JUNE 1. 2017. 1 HEREBY STATE THAT ALL MONUMENTS 
ARE OF THE CHARACTER AND OCCUPY THE POSITIONS INDICATED, OR THAT THEY 
WILL BE SET IN THOSE POSITIONS ON OR BEFORE ONE YEAR AFTER THE DATE THIS 
MAP IS RECORDED, OR ANY TIME EXTENSION APPROVED BY THE CITY ENGINEER. THE 
MONUMENTS ARE, OR WILL BE, SUFFICIENT TO ENABLE THE SURVEY TO BE 
RETRACED, ANO THAT THIS FINAL MAP SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORMS TO THE 
CONDITIONALLY APPROVED TENTATIVE MAP. 

GARY J. DIXON LS. 5277 DATE 

CITY ENGINEER'S STATEMENT 
I, MICHAEL J. HARRISON, CITY ENGINEER OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS, HEREBY 
STATE THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THIS MAP, THAT THE SUBDIVISION SHOWN IS 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS IT APPEARED ON THE TENTATIVE MAP, AND 
ANY APPROVED ALTERATIONS THEREOF, THAT ALL PROVISIONS OF THE 
SUBDIVISION MAP ACT AND OF ANY LOCAL ORDINANCES APPLICABLE AT THE 
TIME OF APPROVAL OF THE TENTATIVE MAP HAVE BEEN COMPLIED WITH, 
AND THAT I AM SATISFIED THAT THE MAP IS TECHNICALLY CORRECT. 

MICHAEL J. HARRISON, P.L.S. 8088 DATE 
CITY ENGINEER 

CITY CLERK'S STATEMENT 
I, JOHN HOLT, HEREBY STATE THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CLOVIS, BY RESOLUTION ADOPTED , APPROVED 
THE WITHIN MAP AND ACCEPTED, SUBJECT TO IMPROVEMENT, ON BEHALF 
OF THE PUBLIC, ANY REAL PROPERTY AND EASEMENTS OFFERED FOR 
DEDICATION FOR PUBLIC USE IN CONFORMITY WITH THE TERMS OF THE 
OFFER OF DEDICATION. 

DATE JOHN HOLT, CITY CLERK 

RECORDER'S CERTIFICATE 
DOCUMENT NO. ___ __ _ FEE PAID --'$ ______ _ 

FILED THIS _ DAY OF ____ , 2018, AT ____ M. IN 

VOLUME __ OF PLATS, AT PAGE{S) ___ , FRESNO COUNTY 

RECORDS, AT THE REQUEST OF FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY. 

PAUL A. DICTOS, CPA 
FRESNO COUNTY ASSESSOR- RECORDER 

BY:~D~E=p=urv=------------

Harbour & Associates 
Civil EnginffrS 
389 Clovis Avenue. Su~e 300 • Clovis, California 93612 
(559) 325 • 7676 · Fax (559) 325 • 7699 

11.0. # 17-007 

ATTACHMENT B 
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IN THE CITY OF CLOVIS, FRESNO COUNTY, 
CALIFORNIA. SURVEYED AND PLATIED IN 

AUGUST, 2017 BY HARBOUR AND ASSOCIATES 
CONSISTING OF 4 SHEETS 

::; '\ 
PARCH NO 2 P£A PARCClMAP No 
5 728 R[COROCO IN BOOK 36 Of 
PARCH MAPS A.T PACE J!), r C R 

- DOWN 4•. TAGGED RC[ 17 P[R rARC[L MAP No 3"73, 
PtP( IS JO' [AST Of" THC W(Sl LIN[ Of TH[ 
NORTH(ASl OUARl[R or SECTION 12, ' 13 s 

OOWN s·. lA.CGCO RCE 171.l!) 
PER PARCCL IAAP No J4 7J 
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20· RICHl or WAY roR ROA() PVRl>oSCS P(R 
OOCUM(Nl R(CORO(O NOVCMBCR l!J, 1921 lN 

VOLUME 140 or OfflCIAL R£COROS 
Al PAGE 388, O.RT C 

12' CRANT£D TO Tl-I[ 
CITY or CLOVIS P£R 
GRANT 0[[0 
RCCOROCO NOVCl.4BCR 
1, 2013 AS DOC No 
201l-01~621, 
ORfC 

CENTCRllN( Of PAClfC CAS ANO ELECTRIC 
COMPANY CASCMENT RCCOROCO JNlUJR'f 27. 
1969 AS OOCUM(NT No. 89010670, 0.R.f .C. 

APPROXt~lC LOCATION Of 
CASCMCNl RCCOROCO N0V£M8[R 15, 

1921 1N VOLUMC 140 or omclAL 
R(COROS Al PAG( 388, O.R.LC .. 

fROM Tl-tlS AREA t:ASTERLY 

ss9·12·3rc 26J4 54' (N89"12'J6"W 26Jo4_55') 
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LEGEND: 
~ FOUND AND ACCEPTED SEC110N CORNER AS NOTED • 

FOUND AND ACCEPTED J/•" IRON PIPE, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 

SEE SHEET 4 OF 4 FOR ALL LINE, 
CURVE AND RADIAL DATA TABLES. ii 
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F'OUNO CONCRm no MONUMENT, UP 2 ' UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 

RECORD CATA P£R RECORD OF SURVEY RECORDED IN BOOK 82 OF RECORD OF 
SURVEYS AT PAGE <1, F.C.R .. ALSO INDICATES MEASURED CATA IF NOT SEPARATED. 
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BASIS OF BEARINGS: 

lH[ £.AST OVART(R CORN(R Of SECTK>H 12, 
l()WNSHIP 1J SOUTH, RANG( 21 CAST, 
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RECORD DATA PER PARCEL MAP No. 347J RECORDED IN SOOK 25 or PARCEL 
MAPS AT PACES 79 ANO 60, F.C.R • 

RECORD CATA P£R PARCEL w.P No. J012 RECORDED IN BOOK 22 OF PARCEL 
MAPS AT PAC£ 43, F.C.R • 

RECORD CATA PER PARCEL w.P No. ~728 RECORDED IN BOOK J6 OF PARCEL 
MAPS AT PACE JS, F.C.R. 

RECORD DATA PER PARC(L w.P No. • 128 RECORDED IN BOOK 36 OF PARCEL 
w.PS AT PAGES 16 AND 17, F.C.R. 

RECORD CATA PER RECORD OF SURVEY RECORDED IN BOOK • 8 OF RECORD OF 
11 IJ SURVEYS AT PAGE • 8 AND •9, F.C.R. 

([ )) RECORD DATA PER RECORD OF SURVEY RECORDED IN BOOK 58 OF RECORD OF 
SURVEYS AT PAC( 94, F.C.R. 

~CEI:l] PARCEL OF PARCEL w.P No. 7077 RECORDED IN BOOK 58 OF PARCEL MAPS AT 
PACES 7• ANO 75, F.C. R. 

(EiiRC(LD PARCEL OF PARCEL w.P No. 3<73 R(CORDED IN BOOK 25 OF PARCEL MAPS AT 
PACES 79 AND 80, F.C.R. 

LOT PER TRACT No. 6082, RECORDED IN VOLU" E 86 OF PLATS AT PACES 31 
THROUGH J4, F.C.R. 

l77A EASEMENT RECORD(O NOV(MBER 15, 1921 IN \/OlUME 140 or OFFICIAi. RECORDS 
lLL.J AT PACE J88, O.R.F.C. 

F.C.R. INDICATES AREA NOW DEDICATED 

O.R.r.c. FRESNO COUNTY RECORDS 

OFFICIAi. R(CORDS OF FRESNO COUNTY 

THE BLUE BORDER INDICATES TliE Ll"ITS OF rn1s SUBOMSION. 

THE REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED BELOW IS 
DEDICATED IN FEE FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES. 

fr. PUBLIC STREET AND UTn.mES. 

o· --
SCALE· 1 • • 200' 

200' 400' 

Harbour & Associates 
Civil Englne<rs 

600' 
I 

M 0 .8.&.M . rouNO 'J/ .. - IRON PIP(, uP 4 ~. 
TACC(O RC[ 12o406. TICS ON rll( WllH 
COUNTY SURVEYOR I 1621, NIO SHOWN ON 
RCCORO or SURVCY RCCOROCD IN BOOK 62 
Of RCCORO or SURVCYS Al PAC( 41 , r.c R. 

THE SOUTH LINE Of THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 13 

SOUTH, RANGE 21 EAST, M.0.B.&M., WAS TAKEN TO BE NORTH 89'19'45" WEST, 
AS SHOWN ON RECORD OF SURVEY RECORDED IN BOOK 62 OF RECORD OF 
SURVEYS AT PAGE 41, FRESNO COUNTY RECORDS. lH CLOVIS AVENUE I 300 ~ CIDvi., C.tlforn\lt>e12 
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TRACT NO~ 6120 
IN THE CITY OF CLOVIS, FRESNO COUNTY, 
CAIJFORNIA. SURVEYED AND PLATTED IN 

AUGUST, 2016 BY HARBOUR AND ASSOCIATES 
CONSISTING OF 4 SHEETS 

SHEET 3 OF 4 

SEE SHEET 4 OF 4 FOR ALL LINE, CURVE 
AND RADIAL DATA TABLES. 

A LEGEND: 
V FOUND SECTION CORNER AS NOTED. 

• FOUND 3/ 4" IRON PIPE. UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 

® 

() 

[ l 

< > 

rDUNO CONCRETE FIO MONUMENT. UP 2 ' UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 

RECORD DATA PER RECORD OF SURVEY RCCOROEO lN BOOK 62 Of RECORD OF 
SURVEYS AT PAGE 41 ' r .c.R., ALSO INDICATES MEASURED DATA If NOT SEPARATED. 

RECORD DATA PER PARCEL MAP No. 3473 RECORDED IN BOOK 2~ Of PARCEL 
MAPS AT PACES 79 ANO 80, F.C.R. 

RECORD DATA PER PARCEL MAP No. J012 RECORDED IN BOOK 22 Of PARCEL 
MAPS AT PAGE 43, f,C.R. 

I I RECORD DATA PER PARCEL MAP No. ~728 RECORDED IN BOOK :l6 OF PARCEL 
MAPS AT PACE 3~. F.C.R. 

(( )) 

[[ ]) 

RECORD DATA PER TRACT No, 6082, RECORDED IN VOLUME 86 Of PLATS AT 
PAGES 3 1 THROUGH J-4, F.C.R. 

RECORD DATA PER PARCEL MAP No. 4 1 26 RECORDED IN BOOK 36 Of PARCEL 
MAPS AT PAGES 16 AND 17, F.C.R. 

II I! ~~= c_:;Ap:~: ::c;~ 40:. ~~~ RECORDED IN BOOK •6 or RECORD or 

« » ~~:;e~s c:;Ap:~: ;;,c~~DROF SURVEY RECORDED IN BOOK 52 Of RECORD Of 

([ )) RECORD DATA PER RECORD OF SURVEY RECORDED IN 8001< ~8 OF RECORD or 
SURVEYS AT PAGE 94. r .c .R. 

e&l:Ca::::::D PARCEL Of PARCEL MAP No. 4 128 RECORDED IN BOOK 36 Of PARCEL MAPS AT 
PACES 16 AND 17, F.C.R. 

<PN!CII:J) PARCEL Of PARCEL MAP No. 3473 RECORDED IN BOOK 25 Of PARCEL MAPS AT 
PAGES 79 AND BO, f .C.R. 

17'"n EASEMENT RECORDED .NOVEMBER 1~. 1921 IN 'IOI.UM[ 140 Of OfflCIAI. RECORDS 
lLLJ AT PACE 388, O.R.F.C 

r .c .R. rRESNO COU"1Y RECORDS 

O.R.r .c. OfnCIAl RECORDS or FRESNO COUNTY 

THE BLUE BORDER INOJCATES THE LIMllS OF THIS SUBOMSION. 

OUTLOT SCHEDULE: 
OUTLOTS A & B TO BE DEEDED TO rRESNO IRRIGATION DISTRICT FOR CANAL PURPOSES. 

THE REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED BELOW IS 
DEDICATED IN FEE FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES . 

.ii PUBLIC STREET ANO UTILITIES. 
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THE REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED BELOW IS 
DEDICATED IN FEE FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES. 

ii. PUBLIC STREET ANO l/TIUTIES. 

IN THE CITY OF CLOVIS, FRESNO COUNTY, 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-F-7 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE CI TY COUN CI L 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Approval - Res. 18- __ , Annexation of Proposed Tract 6120, located at the 
northeast area of Leonard and Barstow Avenues, to the Landscape 
Maintenance District No. 1 (BN 6120 LP, Bonadelle Neighborhoods). 

ATIACHMENT: (A) Res. 18-

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the City Council to approve Res. 18-_, that will annex proposed Tract 6120, which is 
located in the northeast area of Leonard and Barstow, to the Landscape Maintenance District 
No. 1 of the City of Clovis. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The owner and subdivider, BN 6120 LP (Bonadelle Neighborhoods), has requested to be 
annexed to the Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 of the City of Clovis as set forth by the 
Conditions of Approval for Tentative Tract Map 6120. 

BACKGROUND 

Bonadelle Neighborhoods, the developer of Tract 6120, has executed a covenant that this 
development be annexed to the City of Clovis LMD No. 1. Council formed the original District 
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City Council Report 
Tract 6120 LMD Annexation 

February 20, 2018 

on July 15, 1985, for the purpose of funding the maintenance of landscaped areas and parks. 
Each annexation to the District has a separate assessment so that the cost of landscape 
maintenance of this landscaped area will be borne entirely by the benefit area that includes 
this tract. 

Under the provisions of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, and in accordance with 
Article XIII C and Article XIII D of Proposition 218, all the owners of property proposed for 
annexation have provided a written request and consent to annexation, and have executed 
a covenant (petition) indicating acceptance of the annual assessment. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

This project will add landscaping to the Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 of the City of 
Clovis shown as follows: 

Tract 6120 Year to Date 

LMD Landscaping added: 0.000 acres 7.140 acres 

Resource needs added: 0. 000 person 0.714 person 

The resource needs estimate is based on 1 person per 10 acres of landscaped area. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The property owners for the subject tract have requested annexation into the City of Clovis 
LMD No. 1. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

Tract 6120 shall become a part of City of Clovis LMD No. 1 and will be assessed next year 
for maintenance costs. · 

Prepared by: Ila, Assistant Engineer 
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RESOLUTION 18-

City Council Report 
Tract 6120 LMD Annexation 

February 20, 2018 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS, CALIFORNIA, 
APPROVING ANNEXATION TO LANDSCAPING MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 

OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS 

WHEREAS, City of Clovis Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 ("District") was 
formed by Resolution No. 85-78, adopted July 15, 1985, pursuant to Part 2 of Division 
15 of the Streets and Highways Code (Landscape and Lighting Act of 1972), herein 
the "Act"; and 

WHEREAS, all of the owners of property proposed to be annexed to the District 
consisting of proposed Tract No. 6120, as described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by reference, have consented to said annexation and such 
annexation may be ordered without notice and hearing or filing of engineer's report, or 
both. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS RESOLVED AND ORDERED, as follows: 

1. That the public interest and convenience require that certain property 
described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and by reference incorporated herein be 
annexed into Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 of the City of Clovis for the 
maintenance and servicing of landscaping facilities . 

2. The City Clerk shall receive and file the maps showing the boundaries of the 
areas annexed as set forth in Exhibit "A" which boundaries shall be used for 
assessment proceedings until and unless a change of organization is approved 
pursuant to the Act. 

* * * * * 

The foregoing resolution was introduced and adopted at a regular meeting of 
the City Council of the City of Clovis held on February 20, 2018 by the following vote, 
to wit. 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

DATED: 

Mayor City Clerk 
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Exhibit "A" 

City Council Report 
Tract 6120 LMDAnnexation 

February 20, 2018 

LOTS 1 THROUGH 171, INCLUSIVE, OF TRACT MAP 6120, RECORDED IN VOLUME 
__ , OF PLATS, PAGES THROUGH , FRESNO COUNTY RECORDS. 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-F-8 
City Manager: ~ 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
R E.P 0 RT T 0 T HE CITY C 0 UN CI L 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Approval - Bid Award for CIP 16-22, Sierra Bicentennial Park Arbor, and; 
Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract on behalf of the City. 

ATTACHMENT: (A) Vicinity Map 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

1. For the City Council to award a contract for CIP 16-22, Sierra Bicentennial Park Arbor, 
to Steve Dovali Construction Inc., in the amount of $61,502.1 4 and; 

2. For the City Council to authorize the City Manager to execute the contract on behalf of 
the City. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The project consists of installing steel rafters for the Sierra Bicentennial Park south 
restroom arbor. Construction will also include removal and disposal of the existing wood 
fac;ade, painting, electrical, installation of LED luminaires, and miscellaneous facilities. 

BACKGROUND 
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City Council Report 
CIP 16-22 

February 20, 2018 

The following is a summary of the bid results of February 6, 2018: 

BIDDERS 
Steve Dovali Construction, Inc. 
Divcon, Inc. 
JT2 INC OBA Tood Companies 
GC Builders 

ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE 

BASE BIDS 
$ 61 ,502.14 
$ 83,273.18 
$ 97,586.00 

$ 109,983.65 

$ 56,320.00 

All bids were examined and the bidder's submittals were found to be in order. Steve Dovali 
Construction, Inc. is the lowest apparent bidder. Staff has validated the lowest b idder 
contractor's license status; the contractor is in good standing with no record of complaints 
or violations recorded in the last three years. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

This project was budgeted in the 2016-201 7 Community Investment Program. The project 
is supported solely by the General Fund. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

Steve Dovali Construction, Inc. is the lowest responsible bidder. There are sufficient funds 
available for the anticipated cost of this project. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

1. The contract will be prepared and executed, subject to the Contractor providing 
performance security that is satisfactory to the City. 

2. Construction will begin approximately two (2) weeks after contract execution and be 
completed in fifteen (15) working days thereafter. 

Prepared by: 

Submitted by: 

CIP 16-22 

Fernando J Copetti, Project Engineer 

eJ,., .. !2k.., J~. Recommended by: 
Michael Harrison 
City Engineer 

2/9/201 8 4:22:59 PM 

' J 

i 4AJ 
D"' ~ht Kroll 
Dir ftor of Planning and 
Development Services 
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February 20, 2018 

VICINITY MAP 
CIP 16-22 Sierra Bicentennial Park - South Restroom Arbor 
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Prepared By: Fernando Copetti 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-H-1 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE CIT Y COU N CIL 

Mayor and City Council 

Public Utilities Department 

February 20, 2018 

Approval - Authorize the City Manager to establish Sub Lease 
Rates with 5 Bars Communications 

ATIACHMENTS: (A) XG Communities: Evaluating Lease Rates for City Assets 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the City Council to authorize the City Manager to establish sub lease rates for 5 
Bars Communications. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The City entered into an agreement with 5 Bars Communications . (5 Bars) on 
September 12, 2017 to market City assets and license the wireless 
telecommunications within the public right-of-way. 5 Bars has conducted market 
studies on the value of lease rates. 5 Bars is recommending a rate of $150 per month 
per site. 5 Bars has been given a list of City assets and has made those available on 
their reservation site. 

City staff has reviewed the recommendation by 5 Bars and believes establishing an 
initial rate of $150 per month per site is prudent and provides an opportunity for the 
telecom companies to expand capacity within the City of Clovis. This rate is 
consistent with what other cities are charging and should not be a barrier to 
expanding 5G services within the City of Clovis. This action will allow the City 
Manager to modify rates as necessary to adapt to an ever-changing marketplace. 
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February 20, 2018 

The rates are comparable to the rates initially established by the City of Fresno that 
are $180 per location. 

BACKGROUND 

On September 11 , 2017 the City Council granted 5 Bars the exclusive right to market 
and license wireless telecommunication facilities in the public right-of-way for a 
period of 5 years. All wireless vendors would be required to work directly with 5 Bars. 
This action was taken to reduce the administrative burden of City staff in reviewing 
applications for each wireless telecommunications provider for new facilities across 
the City, to create a new revenue source to the City, and to address restrictive 
legislation from the potential passing of SB 649. 

Current law authorizes wireless telecommunications providers to co-locate new 
wireless infrastructure on City assets within the public right-of-way, subject to 
reasonable time, place, and manner restrictions. Legislation (SB 649) would have 
substantially restricted the City's ability to regulate new wireless telecommunication 
facilities, or to receive any income from licensing the installation of wireless 
equipment on City-owned assets. This legislation was vetoed post approval of the 
City agreement with 5 Bars but is anticipated to be reintroduced. This legislation 
would also increase the administrative burden on the City in reviewing applications 
for each wireless telecommunications provider for new facilities across the City. 

5 Bars approached the City with a proposal to act as an intermediary between the 
City and wireless telecommunications providers. 5 Bars will review existing assets in 
the City and begin marketing them to interested wireless telecommunications 
providers for a fee. 5 Bars would be compensated by retaining a percentage of fees 
collected, with the remainder going to the City. To date, many cities across the state, 
including Fresno, Tulare, Merced, Ripon, Irvine, and Sacramento, have entered into 
similar agreements with 5 Bars. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

The City will receive a percentage of the sublicense fees collected by 5 Bars. The 
agreement provides for a 65% (City) I 35% (5 Bars) share for new facilities and a 
75% (City) I 25% (5 Bars) share for existing facilities. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

5 Bars has been awarded exclusive rights to lease assets. It is necessary for Council 
to authorize the City Manager to establish the sub lease rate. Rates may be revised 
over time to adapt to market conditions and to promote the addition of telecom within 
the community to address expanded cellular capacity needs. · 
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ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

City Council Report 
Lease Agreement 

February 20, 2018 

The City Manager will establish an initial sub lease rate with 5 Bars Communication 
of $150 per month per site and staff will review these rates with 5 Bars during the 
agreement period for the City Manager to revise as necessary to adjust to market 
conditions. 

Prepared by: Glenn Eastes, Assistant Public Utilities Director 

Submitted by: Scott Redelfs, Public Utilities Director ?f!!.-
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5 Bars approach to establishing fair lease rates for city assets 

APPROACH 

@ Benchmarking current rates 

0 Comparison to macro sites 

0 Impact on carrier financials 

0 Cost based rates 

FINDING 

5 Bars observed rent/lease rates per year: Mean $2,600, Median 
$2,270 

For equivalent capacity macro spending, implied rates are: $4,800 to 
$6,800 per year 

Projected spending on small cells represents a very small proportion of 
carrier expenses- 2027 spending on small cells is projected to be 1% of 
2016 operating expenses 

Reimbursement for city-related costs implies $2,000 per year 

The current rates of $1,800 to $2,400 per year are fair to carriers and allow cities to recover their costs 

and create a new revenue source, while increasing connectivity for residents 



Benchmarking shows annual lease rate of $2,600 

Pole Attachment 
Rates' 

Multi-city Benchmark: 

• Mean: $2,600 

• Median: $2,270 

Current Rates: 

$9,000 

$8,000 

0 $7,000 
Cl) 
::> 
~ $6,000 
~ ·;;; 
:;; $5,000 
a. ., 
~ $4,000 ., ., 
I'll 

Annual Lease Rate Benchmark 

New York. NY e 

• 

• Downtown: $2,400 
~ $3,000 
I'll 
:l 
c: 

•• · • ••• ••• _________________________ ..._ ..... 9_~ ----------------~~~~. 

• Standard: $1,800 
~ $2,000 ...... ~~ 

$1,000 • 

e •state College, PA 
$0 

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 
City Number 

Sources: Public ci ty fil ings, FCC filings, and news repo rts 
Notes: (1) Pole attachme nt rates represent the annualized rent/lease prices for the designated locations on city assets for small cell attachment. 



Comparison with macro sites suggests lease rates of $4,800-$6,800/yr. 

Aggregate financial data based on recent results of American Tower, Crown Castle and SBA provides 
insights into existing carrier infrastructure rates: 

US Aggregate Revenue ($M) $8,660 

Total Number of Towers 96,156 

Annual Revenue per Tower ($K) $90 

Average Tenants per Tower 2 

Annual Revenue per Tower ($) $45,031 

Given the similar relative capacity, the implied annual lease rate 
for a small cell is approximately $4,800 to $6,800 

Sources: Company financial statements 



Small cell lease costs have minimal impact on long-term carrier costs 

Macro Cells 

Big 3 Macro Sites Count 83,073 95,542 96,156 97,000 99,000 101 ,000 103,000 105,000 107,000 

Big 3 Macro Site Revenue I Site I Year ($K) $91 $86 $90 $96 $98 $100 $102 $104 $106 

Big 3 Macro Sites Revenue ($M) $7,539 $8,217 $8,660 $9,353 $9,737 $10,132 $10,539 $10,959 $11 ,391 

Total US Macro Site Revenue ($M) $11,598 $12,642 $13,323 $14,389 $14,979 $15,588 $16,214 $16,860 $17,524 

Projected Small Cells 

Carrier Small Cell Build - - - 10,000 40,000 50,000 70,000 90,000 110,000 

Other Small Cell Build (CATV, WiFi, loT, Etc.) - - - 1,000 5,000 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 

Total Small Cells - - - 14,000 91 ,500 209,000 374,000 599,000 884,000 

Aggregate Small Cell Lease Revenue ($M) 
Assumes $2,000/site/year - - - $17 $138 $358 $658 $1,078 $1,618 

Sources: Company financia l statements, Industry reports 



Reimbursement of expected city costs are approximately $2,000 per year 

Sources of Ongoing Costs 

Policing of 
construction 

Frequent carrier 
equipment changes 

Foregone tax revenue 

Impact on Cities 

• 30% of San Francisco, CA installations did not match the submitted design 
• 42% of Evansville, IL installations did not match the submitted design' 

• Carriers change the equipment on macro sites 1-2 times per year in urban markets 
• Small cells may have a lower rate, there is still likely to be frequent changes 

• Carlsbad, CA estimated the appraised value of the attachments by Crown Castle to be 
$10,8002 

Minneapolis operating cost per month of $163 or $1,956 annually1 

Sources: FCC Filings: (1) https://ecfsapi.lcc.gov/file/10407829609065/Comments%20of0/o20City%20w%20exhibils.pdf, (2) https://ecfsapi.lcc.gov/file/10408007443665/CCSF's%20Reply%20Comments.pdf, 
(3) https://ecfsa pi. fcc.gov/file/10410054621228/Signed %2C%20City%20of%20Minneapolis-Reply%20Comments%204-10-17 .pd!. 
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City considerations for rent/lease rates 

With 5 Bars' model, cities have the ultimate authority to determine the rent I lease rates for attachment on their assets 

Monthly rent/lease rates range depending on unique needs, but 5 Bars has obseNed cit ies selecting rates 
$1 50 to $200 month for the attachment rights on city assets 

1. How should a city establish a baseline price? 

Understand the city's relative costs and indexing relative to the national average 

• Relative cost indexing: Cost indexes relative to the overall national baseline. 

• For example: 

o Monthly price of $1 50 could imply that a city is average cost 

o Monthly price of $200 could imply that a city is above average cost 

2. When should a city adjust its baseline price? 

Consider other factors that could impact the monthly rent/lease rates. including the reaction of wireless service providers. 
Cities should determine whether to: 

Price at a premium for sites in high traffic or central business districts and/or at a discount for incentivizing deployment in 
underserved areas of a city 
Provide predictability for wireless service providers by making pricing transparent now and in in the future or reserve the 
ability to change prices in the future 
Reduce the complexity by selecting 1-2 tiers of monthly rent/lease prices or maximize the possible revenue to the city by 
pricing by site 



AGENDA ITEM NO: CC-H-2 ------< 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPOR T T O TH E CI TY COUNC I L 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Public Utilities Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Receive and File - Public Utilities Monthly Report for November 2017 

Herndon Clovis Water Main Break 

Around noon on November 17, 2017, a large 14" water main burst under the intersection of 
Clovis and Herndon causing extensive flooding 
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City Council Report 
Public Utilities Monthly Report for November 2017 

February 20, 2018 

Staff worked quickly 
to shut down the 
main and restore 

water to all 
customers 
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City Council Report 
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February 20, 2018 

The damage resulted in a large sinkhole being formed as well as 50% of the pavement in 
the intersection being lifted above the subbase 
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City Council Report 
Public Utilities Monthly Report for November 2017 

February 20, 2018 

Crews worked into the night, repairing the water main and restoring temporary use of the 
intersection to traffic 

Paving repair work began on Monday, 11/20/2017, removing and replacing 740 tons of 
asphalt in 2 days 
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City Council Report 
Public Utilities Monthly Report for November 2017 

February 20, 2018 

City crews restriped the intersection and it was fully reopened Tuesday evening, 
11/21/2017 

Sewer Flow Total Flow in Million Average Daily Owned Treatment 
Gallons in November Flow in Million Gallons Capacity in 

Million Gallons 
2017 2016 2017 2016 

Peach Avenue 42.208 59.390 1.607 1.980 3.0 
Herndon Avenue 50.385 48.890 1.679 1.630 2.8 
Sierra Avenue 6.346 6.306 0.211 0.210 0.5 
Fowler Avenue 37.047 41 .310 1.235 1.377 3.0 
Water Reuse 67.262 57.894 2.242 1.930 2.8 
TOTAL 6.974 7.127 12.1 
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Storm Drain Maintenance 

Summary of Activities November November November 
2017 2016 2015 

Number of storms this month 5 5 4 

Total rainfall this month (inches) 0.28 1.38 1.74 

Rainfall to date (inches) 0.53 2.05 2.78 

WATER PRODUCTION 

This Month Calendar 
Year to date 

Recharge at FMFCD Basins (Acre Feet) 24 3,930 

Recharge Upstream in Big Dry Creek (Acre Feet) 170 3,872 

Marion Recharge per FID (Acre Feet) 450 6,073 

Delivery System Recharge 0 0 

Total Artificial Recharge (Acre Feet) 644 13,874 

Natural Recharge 642 7,058 

Total Well Production (Acre Feet) 385 10,750 

Treatment Plant Production (Acre Feet) 1,081 10,470 
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Water Production vs. Recharge Activities 

3500 ,-~-~~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~----~ 

3000 +-------------------,,,.=:::=--.----~~-I 

2500 ---~~~~~~~~~~~-r-;;r~-~-------~~----l 

-~ 2000 -t-------------
u. 
' f 1500 -+--------
~ 

1000 +-___..;;;:::._= =--"' 
~~__,. 

500 

0 ------
Nov- Dec- Jan- Feb- Mar- Apr- May- Jun- Jul- Aug- Sep- Oct- Nov-
16 16 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 18 

Summary of Year to 
Activities 2017 Date 

SWTP production (mg) 352.096 3411 .270 

Well production (mg) 125.403 3502.501 

Total water production (mg) 477.499 6913.771 

Daily average 15.916 20.699 

Days between readings 30 334 

Monthly Report - November 2017 

2016 

0 

- ec argea 
C=::J Delivery System Recharge 
~Well Production 
- Total Production 

Year to 
Date 2015 

2550.072 0 

427.382 3999.360 349.215 

427.382 6549.432 349.215 

14.246 19.551 11.641 

30 335 30 

Year to 
Date 

2449.936 

3779.807 

6229.743 

18.596 

335 
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February 20, 2018 

Parks Rodeo 

The Clovis Parks Division competed this year in the California Parks and Recreation 
Society's District 7 Parks Rodeo. The rodeo included timed events in two-person crosscut 
log sawing, backpack blower relay, riding lawn mower obstacle course, irrigation controller 
programming, irrigation valve assembly, and plant identification. 

Visalia's Plaza Park was the location of the rodeo, which drew 90 participants from 11 city, 
county and park and recreation districts from around the San Joaquin Valley. Scoring in 
the top five in five separate events, the Clovis Parks Division finished first overall ; claiming 
the championship position for 2017. 

Left to Right: Karyn Chilpigian, Robert Peralta, LeAndre Steele, Rickey Coleman 
(kneeling), Rickson Fisher, Cordey Madden, Eric Aller, Loaland Brittsan, Luis Valtierra 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 1-A 
City Manager: ~ 

-~~----<I 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: General Services Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Consider Introduction - Ord. 18-_, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City 
of Clovis Adding Article 12 and Sections 2.2.1201-2.2.1205 of Chapter 2.2 -
Officers and Employees to the Clovis Municipal Code Pertaining to Background 
Checks of applicants. 

ATIACHMENT: (A)- Draft Ordinance 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
None 

RECOMMENDATION 
For the City Council to introduce an ordinance of the City Council of the City of Clovis 
Adding Article 12 and Sections 2.2.1201-2.2.1205 of Chapter 2.2 - Officers and Employees 
to the Clovis Municipal Code Pertaining to Background Checks of applicants. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The proposed ordinance would allow the City to conduct a criminal history background 
early in the hiring process. The City does not want to discourage or prevent the hiring of an 
individual with a criminal history, however, the City has an obligation to ensure the health, 
safety, and welfare of the community by hiring employees whose background has been 
properly verified. 

BACKGROUND 

The City of Clovis has an obligation to its citizens to ensure that employees of the City of 
Clovis provide the highest professional service. While positions throughout the City are 
varied in duties, most have some contact with members of the community including 
children and the elderly. Many handle money, deal with privileged or sensitive information, 
operate City vehicles, and equipment and perform in other safety sensitive positions. In 
order to ensure the health, safety and welfare of the community as well as fellow 
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City Council Report 
Background Check Ordinance Introduction 

February 20, 2018 

employees, the proposed ordinance would allow for a criminal background check early in 
the hiring process. 

Employment candidates who have prior convictions for crimes or offenses which negatively 
impact the public's health, safety and welfare, or would present an undue risk of harm shall 
be disqualified from employment. Recent State laws encourage the hiring of those with a 
criminal history but who have been rehabilitated. In order to maintain a fair hiring process, 
the proposed ordinance allows for an appeal process for applicants whose background 
disqualifies them from employment with the City of Clovis. An appeal committee will 
evaluate the position which the applicant wou ld hold, the nature and circumstance of the 
offense, circumstances, date, age of the person when offense occurred , whether the 
offense was an isolated incident or involved multiple offenses, and any evidence of 
rehabilitation. 

FISCAL IMPACT 
None 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

If approved, the Ordinance will allow for background checks to be conducted early in the 
hiring process, prior to a job offer. This allows for a more streamlined hiring process. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

This ordinance will return for a second reading on March 12, 2018 and if approved , go into 
effect 30 days thereafter. 

Prepared by: Shonna Halterman, General Services Director 

Submitted by: Shonna Halterman, General Services Director 
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ATIACHMENTA 

ORDINANCE NO. 18 -

City Council Report 
Background Check Ordinanc;:e Introduction 

February 20, 2018 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS ADDING 
ARTICLE 12 AND SECTIONS 2.2.1201-2.2.1205 OF CHAPTER 2.2 -OFFICERS 

AND EMPLOYEES TO THE CLOVIS MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO 
BACKGROUND CHECKS OF APPLICANTS 

WHEREAS, the City has an obligation to the citizens of this community to ensure that 
the employees of the City are professionally and responsibly served; and 

WHEREAS, a number of employment positions in the City require employees to work 
with minors, the elderly, handle money or public property, work in public safety 
positions, or be privy to privileged or sensitive information; and 

WHEREAS, the City wants to ensure the health, safety and welfare of the community, 
the City and/or its citizens and ensure there is no risk of harm to any third person or 
public property; and 

WHEREAS, the City does not want to discourage or prevent the hiring of individuals 
with a criminal history. 

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS DOES ORDAIN 
AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1.Article 12, and Sections 2.2.1201 , 2.2.1202, 2.2.1203, 2.2.1204 and 
2.2.1205, of Chapter 2.2, are hereby added to the Clovis Municipal Code to read as 
follows: 

Chapter 2.2 

OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES 

Article 12. Background Checks 

2.2.1201 Applicant Background Check. 

All applicants for City employment, prior to being hired or receiving an offer of 
employment and after the initial screening of the application, shall submit to and 
provide the necessary information for the purposes of a background check including 
information regard ing criminal history. 
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2.2.1202 Disqualification 

City Council Report 
Background Check Ordinance Introduction 

February 20, 2018 

In the event the criminal background check reveals any prior convictions for crimes or 
offenses which negatively impact the health, safety and welfare of the community, the 
City, or its citizens, or would create or present an undue risk of harm to third persons 
in light of the particular position applied for or particular work to be performed the 
applicant shall be disqualified from employment. Such offenses shall include, but not 
be limited to crimes against a person, crimes involving theft of property, and crimes 
against minors, the elderly, or the disabled . 

The type of crimes and violations contained in this section is for illustrative purposes 
only and shall not be construed as a limitation on those criminal activities or violations 
that would be grounds to disqualify a person as an employee. 

2.2.1203 Appeals of Disqualification. 

Any person whose criminal history background check disqualifies that person from 
employment may contest his or her disqualification by challenging the accuracy of the 
criminal history record or by claiming to be rehabilitated. 

(a) In the event that an applicant claims to be rehabilitated, an appeal can 
be made to an Appeal Committee, which shall consist of the Department 
Head over the position for which the applicant has applied , the City Clerk 
and the General Services Director and/or their designee(s). 

(b) Any such appeal must be made within five (5) working days of the notice 
of disqualification. 

(c) The appeal will be made in writing by either a narrative statement from 
the applicant and/or documentation the applicant would like considered. 
This is an informal appeal process and no evidentiary or in person 
hearings will be allowed. 

(d) In determining whether a person has affirmatively demonstrated 
rehabilitation, the Appeal Committee shall consider the following factors: 

1. The nature and responsibility of the position which the applicant 
would hold; 

2. The nature and seriousness of the offense; 
3. The circumstances under which the offense occurred; 
4. The date of the offense; 
5. The age of the person when the offense was committed ; 
6. Whether the offense was an isolated incident or involved multiple 

offenses; 
7. Any social conditions which may have contributed to the offense 
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(e) 

2.2.1204 

City Council Report 
Background Check Ordinance Introduction 

February 20, 2018 

8. Any other evidence of rehabilitation, including good conduct in 
prison or the community, counseling or psychiatric treatment 
receive, acquisition of additional academic or vocational 
schooling, successful participation in correctional work-release 
programs, or the recommendation of those who have had the 
person under their supervision. 

If the Appeals Committee determines the disqualified person has 
successfully rehabilitated, the applicant shall continue with the 
application process. 

Privacy and Confidentiality. 

Access to criminal history record information for non-criminal justice purposes, is 
restricted to members of the City authorized by law to review such information and to 
the Appeals Committee as identified in Section 2.2.1203, in the event of a claim of 
rehabilitation. Any and all criminal background information and records shall be 
exempt from public disclosure under the laws of the State. The records shall only be 
retained for such period of time as is necessary to serve their intended and authorized 
purpose or as required by law, and thereafter shall be destroyed in a manner to 
ensure confidentiality. 

2.2.1205 Severability. 

In the event that any portion of this Ordinance is found to be invalid for any reasons by 
any court of competent jurisdiction , such judgment shall be limited in its effect only to 
that portion of the Ordinance actually adjudged to be invalid, and the remaining 
portions of this Ordinance shall be deemed severable there from and shall not be 
affected. 

SECTION 2. Effective Date. 

This ordinance shall go into effect and be in full force and operation from and 
after thirty (30) days after its final passage and adoption. 

APPROVED: 

Mayor City Clerk 
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City Council Report 
Background Check Ordinance Introduction 

February 20, 2018 

The foregoing ordinance was introduced at a regular meeting of the City 
Council held on 2018 and was adopted at a regular meeting of said 
Council held on , 2018 by the following vote, to wit: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN : 

DATED ______ , 2018 
CITY CLERK 

Background Check Ordinance Introduction 2/13/2018 11: 19:52 AM Page 6 of6 



,• 

AGENDA ITEM NO: 1-8 
City Manager: 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
RE PORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Consider Approval - Res. 18- , Resolution approving a Proposed 
Mitigated Negative Declaration and adopting a Mitigation Monitoring 
Program for Community Investment Project, CIP15-13, Clovis Landfill Left­
turn Lane on Auberry Rd. 

ATIACHMENTS: 
Attachment "A: " 
Attachment "B:" 
Attachment "C:" 
Attachment "D:" 

Attachment "E:" 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

Vicinity Map 
Project Exhibit 
Resolution 
Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration, and 
Mitigation Monitoring Program 
Comments and Responses 

For the City Council to approve a resolution approving a Proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration and adopting a Mitigation Monitoring Program for CIP15-13, Clovis Landfill 
Left-turn Lane on Auberry Road (Attachment "C"). 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Consistent with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the attached Initial Study 
was prepared to analyze the environmental impacts of CIP15-13, Clovis Landfill Left-turn 
Lane on Auberry Road. The Project includes the construction of a left-turn lane at the 
Clovis Landfill entrance on Auberry Road to increase vehicular safety. Staff recommends 
the adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration for this project. 

CIP 15-13 Clovis Landfill Left-turn Lane 2/12/2018 10:54:28 AM Page 1 of 4 



BACKGROUND 

City Council R'eport 
CIP 15-13 Mit Neg Dec 

February 20, 2018 

The proposed project would widen Auberry Road to include a left turn lane at the Clovis 
Landfill entrance (Attachments "A" and "B"). Construction of the project would also 
include extension of the underground drainage pipes beneath Auberry Road to 
accommodate the widening, with the exception of the westernmost pipe. The purpose of 
the project is to improve safety at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes 
and the turning lane. The proposed project would consist of approximately 1 ,600 linear 
feet along Auberry Road. 

Within the study area, Auberry Road currently has one 12-foot travel lane and one 4-foot 
bike lane in each direction, for a total road width of 32 feet. Both sides of the roadway 
include a flat, unpaved narrow shoulder. A cut slope is located adjacent to the south side 
of the roadway. The proposed project would widen the roadway by approximately 12 feet 
and would require an approximate 4, 157 square foot acquisition of right-of-way across 
APN 300-080-80 and an approximate 6, 737 square foot dedication of right-of-way across 
City-owned APN 300-080-83ST to accommodate the new left turn lane. Grading of the 
slope on the south side of Auberry Road would be required as part of the proposed 
project. The final roadway alignment design would avoid disturbance of the land north of 
Auberry Road. 

Consistent with the requirements of CEQA, Staff had an Initial Study prepared to examine 
the impacts of the project on the natural and man-made environment, which was 
circulated for public review in early 2017. At that time, staff received comments from the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife regarding impacts to species such as the 
California tiger salamander. Staff has revised the Mitigated Negative Declaration and 
added mitigation to address the concerns of the CDFW and recirculated it for public 
review. 

Pursuant to the requirements of CEQA, prior to approving a project, the Clovis City 
Council must consider the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration together with any 
comments received during the public review process. Relying on independent judgment, 
the City Council may approve the Mitigated Negative Declaration if it finds on the basis of 
the Initial Study, a review of any comments received, and after considering the entire 
public record, that there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant 
effect on the environment with the incorporation of the identified mitigation measures. 

In reference to this project, the Initial Study did not reveal any evidence that a significant 
environmental effect would result from implementation of this project with the 
implementation of the identified mitigation measures. Noticing of the proposed Mitigated 
Negative Declaration was completed in compliance with the requirements of CEQA. 
Notice of the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration was published in the Business 
Journal on Wednesday, December 27, 2017 and was mailed to interested parties and 
agencies. The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration was also submitted to the 
State Clearinghouse for routing to state agencies to review. 
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Comments and City responses to those comments are attached as Attachment "E." The 
comments received have been noted and will be considered as the project moves forward. 
None of the comments received have identified new environmental impacts not covered 
by the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration. 

The Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration, and associated public record are on file 
in the Clovis Planning and Development Services Department, and have been available 
for inspection by the public, agencies, and decision-makers pursuant to the notice 
published in the Business Journal. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

This project is budgeted and will be funded by refuse enterprise funds. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The project is not anticipated to create any significant effects on the environment with the 
incorporation of the identified mitigation measures. The project will lead to improved 
vehicular safety on Auberry Road at the Clovis landfill. Adoption of a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration for this project will satisfy the requirements of CEQA for this project. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

Staff will file a Notice of Determination with the Fresno County Clerk's Office. 

Prepared by: 

Submitted by: 

Rya ~ C. Burnett, AICP, Engineering Program Supervisor 

Dwi ht Koll 
Dire or c Planning and 
DevE opm nt Services 
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RESOLUTION 18-_ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS APPROVING A 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR CIP15-13, CLOVIS LANDFILL LEFT-TURN 

LANE PURSUANT TO CEQA GUIDELINES 

WHEREAS, The proposed project would widen Auberry Road to include a left turn lane 
at the Clovis Landfill entrance. Construction of the project would also include extension of the 
underground drainage pipes beneath Auberry Road to accommodate the widening , with the 
exception of the westernmost pipe. The purpose of the project is to improve safety at this 
location by clearly del ineating the through lanes and the turning lane. The proposed project 
would consist of approximately 1,600 linear feet along Auberry Road. Within the study area, 
Auberry Road currently has one 12-foot travel lane and one 4-foot bike lane in each direction , 
for a total road width of 32 feet. Both sides of the roadway include a flat , unpaved narrow 
shoulder. A cut slope is located adjacent to the south side of the roadway. The proposed project 
would widen the roadway by 12 feet and would require an approximate 4, 157 square foot 
acquisition of right-of-way across APN 300-080-80 and an approximate 6,737 square foot 
acquisition of right-of-way across APN 300-080- 83ST to accommodate the new left turn lane. 
Grading of the slope on the south side of Auberry Road would be required as part of the 
proposed project. The final roadway alignment design would avoid disturbance of the land north 
of Auberry Road.; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Clovis ("City") caused to be prepared an Initial Study (hereinafter 
incorporated by reference) in December 2017 for the Project to evaluate potentially significant 
adverse environmental impacts and on the basis of that study it was determined that no 
significant environmental impacts would result from this Project, with the incorporation of 
mitigation measures identified in Exhibit "A"; and 

WHEREAS, on the basis of this Initial Study, a Mitigated Negative Declaration has been 
prepared, circulated, and made available for public comment pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), Public Resources Code, section 21000, et seq., and 
Guidelines for implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code of Regulations, sections 15000, et 
seq.; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has independently reviewed, evaluated, and considered 
the Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration and all comments, written and oral, received 
from persons who reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration, or otherwise commented on the 
Project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Clovis resolves as follows: 

1. Adopts the foregoing recitals as true and correct. 

2. Finds that the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Project are 
adequate and have been completed in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA 
Guidelines. 

3. Finds and declares that the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration were 
presented to the City Council and that the City Council has independently 
reviewed, evaluated, and considered the Initial Study, Mitigated Negative 

Attachment C 



4. Declaration and all comments, written and oral, received from persons who 
reviewed the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, or otherwise 
commented on the Project prior to approving the Project and adopts a Mitigated 
Negative Declaration for this Project. 

5. Approves and adopts the Mitigation Monitoring Program and mitigation measures 
as set forth in the Initial Study. 

6. Directs that the record of these proceedings be contained in the Department of 
Planning and Development Services located at 1033 Fifth Street, Clovis, 
California 93612, and that the custodian of the record be the Deputy City Planner 
or other person designated by the Planning and Development Services Director. 

7. The Planning and Development Services Director, or his/her designee, is 
authorized to file a Notice of Determination for the Project in accordance with 
CEQA and to pay any fees required for such filing . 

* * * * * * 

The foregoing resolution was introduced and adopted at a regular meeting of the City 
Council of the City of Clovis held on February 20, 2018, and passed by the following vote, to wit: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

Date: February 20, 2018 

Mayor City Clerk 



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
FOR THE CLOVIS LANDFILL LEFT TURN LANE PROJECT 

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) was formulated based on the findings 
of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (lS/MND) 1 prepared for the proposed Clovis 
Landfil l Left Turn Lane Project (project) . This MMRP is in compliance with Section 15097 of the 
CEQA Guidelines, which requires that the Lead Agency "adopt a program for monitoring or reporting 
on the revisions which it has required in the project and the measures it has imposed to mit igate or 
avoid significant environmental effects." The MMRP lists mitigation measures recommended in the 
IS/MND and identifies mitigation monitoring requirements. 

Table l presents the mitigation measures identified for the proposed project. Each mitigation measure 
is numbered according to the topical section to which it pertains in the IS/MND. As an example, 
Mitigation Measure AIR- I is the first mitigation measure identified in the IS/MND. 

The column entitled " Mitigation Responsibi lity" identifies the party responsible for carrying out the 
required actions. The columns entitled " Monitoring/Reporting Agency" and "Monitoring Schedule" 
identify the party ultimately responsible for ensuring that the mitigation measure is implemented and 
the approximate timeframe for the oversight agency to ensure implementation of the mitigation 
measure. The column entitled "Verification of Compliance" will be used by the lead agency to 
document the person who verified the implementation of the mitigation measure and the date on 
which this verification occurred. 

1 Clovis, City of, 20 17. Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane Project Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. 
December. 

Exhibit "A" 
P\CITl60 1 C\ovas J..andtill Left Tmn L.ane\PRODu::TS\R.ci:1n:ul.tcd PnnlCheck'OoV&1 MMRP docx (12120/17) 
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LIA AllOCIAT!I. INC. 
01c1w a11 JOl7 

CLOVIS LANDPILL L!PT TUl.N LAN! PIOJICT 
WITIO ATION WON ITOl.IHO AND l.UOITIHO PROOIAM 

T bl l a e : 1t11rnt1on M omtorme an dR eportme p roe ram 
Mitigation Monitoring/ 

Mitigation Measures Responsibility Reporting Agency 
I. AESTHETICS 
There are no sixni/icant Aeslhelics impacts. 
11. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES 
There are no sixni/icanl Axricultura/ and Forestry Resources impacts. 
Ill. AIR OUALITY 
Af&l: Consistent with Regulation VIII, Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions of City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJV APCD), the Engineering Engineering 
following controls are required to be included as specifications for the Division/ Division 
project and implemented at all construction sites: Construction 

All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being Manager 
actively utilized for construction purposes, shnll be effectively 
stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical 
stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or 
vegetative ground cover. 
All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall 
be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water or chemical 
stabi I izer/suppressant. 
All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, 
grading, cut and fill, and demolition activities shall be effectively 
controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing application of water 
or by presoaking. 
When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be 
covered, or effectively wetted to limit visible dust emissions, and al 
least six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container 
shall be maintained. 
All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation 
of mud or dirt from adjacent public streets at the end of each 
workday. (The use of dry rotary brushes is expressly prohibited 
except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to 
limit the visible dust emissions. Use of blower devices is expressly 
forbidden.) 
Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materinls 
from, the surface of outdoor storage piles, said piles shall be 
effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emission utilizing sufficient 
water or chemical stabilizer/suooressant. 

Monitoring Vuification or 
Schedule Compliance 

Prior to issuance of Date: 
a grading permit. 

Verified By: 
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LIA AISOC1AT!I, IN C. 
O!OUUU. 1011 

CLOY l l LANDFILL L!FT TUl.K LAN! PROJECT 
WITI OA T TON MOHITOll HO AHO 1.!POITINO PROORA W 

T bl I a e : M . . 1taeataon M onitorme an dR eportme p ro2ram 
Miligation Monitoring/ 

Miti2atioo Measures Responsibility Reportin2 A2encv 
IV. BIOLOG ICAL RESO UR CES 
filQ:l: The following measures shall be implemented to reduce City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
potential impacts to western burrowing owls: Engineering Engineering . A qualified biologist shall survey the Biological Study Area (BSA) Division/ Project Division 

for presence of burrowing owls at least 30 days prior to the start of Biologist/ 
construction activities that would affect annual grassland. If Construction 
burrowing owls, or signs indicating presence of burrowing owls are Manager 
observed, in the BSA, avoidance and minimization measures shall 
be implemented consistent with the California Department offish 
and Wildlife (CDFW) 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owls. 
Areas of annual grassland temporarily disturbed during 
construction shall be restored to preconstruction contours (if 
necessary) and revegetated with native species as specified in Table 
2. Invasive exotic plants would be controlled to the maximum 
extent practicable. 

fil.Q:£: Tbe following measures shall be implemented by the City City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
and/or project contractor during project construction to reduce potential Engi necri ng Engineering 
impacts to CTS: Division/ Project Division . Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) fenci ng shall be installed Biologist/ 

along the edge of the work limits, including staging areas. ESA Construction 
fencing shall consist of orange construction fencing (or equivalent) Manager 
and shall be maintained in good condition until construction is 
complete. In addition, silt fencing shall be installed along the 
bottom of the ESA fencing to prevent CTS from entering the work 
area during construction. . A biological monitor shall be present during initial ground 
disturbing activities. Approval of the biologist shall be coordinated 
directly with CDFW and USFWS. 
lfCTS are found within the area surveyed, they shall be relocated 
to suitable habitat outside of the work limits. 

Monitor ing Verification of 
Schedule Compliance 

At least 30 days Date: 
prior to the start of 
grading and Verified By: 
construction. 

Prior to issuance of Date: 
a grading permit 
and throughout the Verified By: 
construction 
period. 
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LIA AIS OCJAT!I, I NC. 
Dl!C!WB!l 1 0 17 

OLOVU LAHDF ILL L!FT TUR N LAN I! PROJ!OT 
WITJOATI O N MONITOl.INO AND l!POlTIHO PROORAM. 

T ab e 1: 1ti1rntioo Moo1tonn!!: an dR eoortin!!: Pro!!:ram 
Mitigation Monitoring/ 

Miti2atioo Measures Responsibility Reportinl! Al!CllCV 

BI0-2 Co111in11ed 

. Between November I and May 3 I (CTS migration season), no 
construction activities shall occur in CTS upland habitat within 0.5 
mile of CTS aquatic habitat within 24 hours following a substantial 
rain event (i.e., at least 0.25 inches). Prior to resuming construction, 
any active work areas within CTS upland habitat within 0.5 mile of 
CTS aquatic habitat shall be visually surveyed by the approved 
biological monitor prior to the start of construction to avoid 
affecting salamanders that may have emerged from their burrows 
and relocated in the BSA (e.g., under equipment). . Following completion of the project, all fill slopes, temporary 
impact and/or otherwise graded or denuded areas shall be restored 
to prcconstruction contours (if necessary) and revegetated with the 
seed mix specified in Table 2. . Prior to ground disturbing activities, and if determined necessary by 
CDFW and USFWS, the City shall obtain authorization from both 
agencies fo r incidental take of CTS. 
To offset impacts to CTS upland habitat, the City shall purchase 
CTS upland habitat mitigation credits at a bank approved by the 
USFWS and C DFW. Sufficient CTS upland habitat mitigation 
credits shall be purchased to offset impacts at a 3: I ratio for 
permanent impacts and a I: I ratio for temporary impacts. lf an 
approved bank is not available at such time it is necessary to obtain 
take authorization in order to meet the project schedule, an 
alternative mitigation approach (e.g., providing a security credit) 
shall be develooed contine.ent on aooroval of CDFW and USFWS. 

Monitoring Verification of 
Schedule Co111oliaoce 
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LIA All001AT!S, INC. 
DEO&WBI&. 2017 

CLOVll LANDrll.L l.!rT TURN LAN ! PROJ!OT 
WITJOATION WONITORINO AND t!rOR.TINO PlOOIAW 

Table 1: Miti2ation Momtorm2 and Reportm2 Pro2ram 

Mitieation Measures 
BJQ:l: The following measures shall be implemented by the City 
and/or project contractor during project construction to reduce potential 
impacts to special-status plants: 
• Prior to ground disturbing activities, the a qualified biologist or 

botanist shall survey the BSA for special-status plants in 
accordance with the CDFW's Protocols for Surveying and 
Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and 
Natural Communities, dated 2009. 

• If non-State and/or federally listed special-status plant species arc 
identified within the work limits, a salvage and relocation plan shall 
be prepared and implemented prior to ground disturbing activities 
in the vicinity of the special status plants. 

• If State and/or federally listed special-status plant species are 
identified within the work limits CDFW and/or USFWS shall be 
consulted to determine further action. 

Bl.Q:i: The following seasonal work restrictions shall be implemented 
during construction to minimize the potential for take of nesting birds: 

If work must begin during the nesting season (February I to August 
31 ), a qualjfied biologist shall survey all suitable nesting habitat in 
the BSA for presence of nesting birds. This survey shal l occur no 
more than 10 days prior to the stan of construction. lfno nesting 
activity is observed, work may proceed as planned. If an active nest 
is discovered, a qualified biologist shall evaluate the potential for 
the proposed project to disturb nesting activities. The evaluation 
criteria shall include, but are not limited to, the location/orientation 
of the nest in the nest tree, the distance of the nest from the BSA, 
and line of sight between the nest and the BSA. 

• CDFW shall be contacted to review the evaluation and determine if 
the project can proceed without adversely affecting nesting 
activities. 
If work is allowed to proceed, a qualified biologi>l shall be on-site 
weekly during construction activities to monitor nesting activity. 
The biologist shall have the authority to stop work ifit is 
determined the croiect is adverselv affectin11: nestin2 activities. 

Mitigation 
Responsibility 

City of Clovis 
Engineering 
Division/ Project 
Biologist/ 
Construction 
Manager 

City of Clovis 
Engineering 
Division/ Project 
Biologist/ 
Construction 
Manager 

Monitoring/ 
Re11ortin2 Aeencv 
City of Clovis. 
Engineering 
Division 

City of Clovis, 
Engineering 
Division 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

Prior to ground 
disturbing activities 
and throughout the 
construction 
period. 

No more than I 0 
days prior to the 
stan of 
construction. 

Verification of 
Compliance 

Date: 

Verified By: 

Date: 

Verified By: 
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LIA AISOCIAT~S. INC . 
01.CZMBl.I. 1017 

CLOVIS L.AHDPILL L!PT TUl.N LAN! PllOJtCT 
MITIOATJON MON I TOJr.INO A ND a.!.POa.TlNO Pl.001.AM 

Table 1: Miti2ation Momtorm2 and Reportme Program 

Miti!!atioo Measures 
filQ:2.: If the ephemeral drainage is detennined to be jurisdictional 
waters by the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers (ACOE), Regional Water 
Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and/orCDFW, the following 
measures shall be implemented to mitigate impacts to jurisdictional 
waters in the BSA (i.e., ephemeral drainage): 
• The City shall preserve, create, and/or restore the impacted 

resources at a minimum ratio of I: I. This work shal l occur within 
the project impact area and/or nearby areas within the same 
watershed; or, purchase of credits at an approved mitigation bank at 
a minimum I : 1 mitigation ratio. 

• Prior to issuance of a grading pennit or other authorization to 
proceed with project construction, the project proponent shall 
obtain any necessary permits, agreements, etc. from the ACOE, 
RWOCB and/or CDFW. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 
~: The City shall retain a qualified archaeologist to monitor 
construction-related ground disturbance within the project area. The 
monitoring shall continue until grading and excavation 1s complete, or 
until the monitoring archaeologist, based on field observations, is 
satisfied that there is a low potential for encountering intact 
archaeological cultural resources and/or human remains. 

If archaeological materials are encountered, work shall be halted in the 
immediate vicinity while the archaeological monitor assesses the 
nature of the deposit. 

lfthe deposit is intact, it shall be evaluated for its eligibility for inclusion 
in the California Register of Historical Resources, in coordination with 
representatives from the City and applicable aibal groups. If the 
evaluation determines that the deposit is neither a historical nor a unique 
archaeological r~source, the avoidance of potential impacts to the deposit 
is not necessary. If the deposit is eligible, impacts to the resource should 
be mitigated. Mitigation may consist of excavating the archaeological 
deposit in accordance with a data recoverv clan (see CEOA Guidelines 

Mitigation 
Resoons ibility 

City of Clovis 
Engineering 
Division/ Project 
Biologist/ 
Construction 
Manager 

City of Clovis 
Engineering 
Division/ 
Construction 
Manager 

Monitoring/ 
Reporting Agency 
City of Clovis, 
Engineering 
Division 

City of Clovis, 
Engineering 
Division 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

Prior to issuance of 
a grading permi t. 

During initial 
ground disturbing 
activities. 

.. 

Verification of 
Compliance 

Date: 

Verified By: 

Date: 

Verified By: 
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LIA A SIOOIATU, INC . 
DICUllEI 2117 

CLOVIS LANDFILL L!FT TUIN LAN I Pl.OJ!CT 
WITIOATI OK W OMITOlllNO AMO llPOl.TINO Pl.001.A W 

T bl 1 a e : M 1ti1rntion Monitorinl! and Reoortinl! Pro2ram 
Mitigation Monitoring/ 

Miti2ation Me.uu res Rcsoonsibilitv Reoortin2 Al!:cncv 
CULT-I Cominued 

§15126.4(bX3XC)), developed in consultation witl1 tribal representatives; 
recording the resource; preparing a report of findings; and/or 
accessioning recovered archaeological materials at an appropriate 
curation facility. Public educational outreach may also be appropriate. 
Upon completion of the evaluation and, if necessary, the archaeologist 
shaH prepare a draft report to docwnent the methods and results of the 
investigation(s). The draft report shall be submitted 10 the City of Clovis, 
the descendant community involved in the investigation(s), and the 
Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVlC). 
~: If human remains are encountered, work within 25 feet of the City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
discovery should be redirected and the Fresno County Coroner no ti tied Engineering Engineering 
immediately At the same time, an archaeologist shall be contacted to Division/ Division 
assess the situation and consult with agencies as appropriate. Project Construction 
personnel shall not collect or move any human remains and associated Manager 
materials. lfthe human remains are of Native American origin, the 
Coroner must notify the NAHC within 24 hours of this identification. 
The NAHC would identify a MLD to inspect the site and provide 
recommendations for the proper treatment of the remains and 
associated grave goods. Upon completion of the assessment, the 
archaeologist shall prepare a report documenting the methods and 
results of the assessment, and provide recommendations for the 
treatment of the human remains and any associated cultural materials, 
as appropriate and in coordination with the recommendations of the 
MLD. The report would be submitted to the City of Clovis and the 
SSNIC. 
VL GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
Q.fQ:l: Prior to the start of grading, the City shall prepare an Erosion City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
Control Plan for the project in conformance with the California Storm Engineering Engineering 
Water Best Management Practice Handbook for Construction Activity Division/ Project Division 
to be implemented during construction to reduce the potential for soil Engineering 
erosion. Geologist or 

Geotechnical 
Engineer 

Monitoring Verification of 
Schedule Comoliance 

During initial Date: 
ground disturbing 
activities and in the Verified By: 
event that human 
remains are 
uncovered during 
the construction 
period. 

Prior to issuance of Date: 
a grading permit. 

Verified By: 
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LI A A ISOOl AT ts. I N C . 
O!O! llBEI. 2011 

CLOVIS LAM DPI L L L !.PT TURN L AH ! PROJECT 
W ITIO ATI O N MONl T ORIN O A KO R!P O lTINO PROOIAM 

T bl 1 a e M' ' 1t11rnt1on M omtorm2 an dR eportlnl? p ro2ram 
Mitigation Monitoring/ 

Mitil!ation Measures Resoonsibilitv Reporlinl!: A11:encv 
Q.EQ:2: The City shall implement a ll applicable recommendations, City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
design criteria, and speci fications fo r construction and grading of the Engineering Engineering 
slope set forth in the 20 1 S Geotechnical Report to reduce erosion and Division/ Project Division 
instability. The following strategies are considered to be applicable, Engineering 
feasible, and effective in reducing erosion and instability generated by Geologist or 
the project: Geotechnical 

Cut slopes up to abo ut IS feet high shall be graded at 2H to IV or Engineer 
flatter for stabil ity. 
The City shall maintain a minimum horizontal setback of 3 feet 
between the toe of an ascending slope and the paved edge of the 
roadway to allow for sediment to be removed periodically from the 
base of the slopes. 
The City shall provide lined (concrete or asphalt) brow ditches, "J-
gutters," or swales above the top of cut slopes to collect surface 
runoff trending toward the slope and reduce the potential for 
erosion and/or instability. 
The existing bushes, native grasses, and weeds shall remai n on the 
slopes where possible. If the existing vegetation is disturbed, 
shallow rooted ground cover, as well as deeper rooted trees or 
shrubs, shall be planted on the disturbed portions of the slopes to 
reduce erosion and aid in superficial slope stability. 
The City shall vegetate all new graded slopes. . If future erosion or instability in the form of slides, debris or earth 
flow, accelerated erosion, or other forms of slope instabi lity occur 
on native or graded site slopes, a geotechnical engineer shal l be 
contacted to provide recommendations for repair, and the distressed 
areas shall be repaired as soon as possible. 
Temporary excavations shall be constructed in accordance with 
CAL OSHA requirements. Temporary cut slopes shall not be 
steeper than l.S: I, horizontal to vertical, and flatter if possible. If 
excavations cannot meet these criteria, the temporary excavations 
s ha ll be shored. 
In no case shall excavations extend below a I .SH to IV zone below 
utilities or foundations. Excavations which are required to be 
advanced below the I .SH to IV envelope shall be shored to support 
the soils foundations and slabs. 

' 

Monitoring Verification of 
Schedule Compliance 

Include wording in Date: 
contractor 
specifications, Verified By: 
prior to issuance of 
a grading permit, 
and throughout the 
construction 
period. 
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LIA AllOCI ATll, INC . 
DtC! M au. 2017 

OLOVlS LAN DP'11.L L!PT TUl.N LAN E PROJECT 
WITIOATION WONITOl.INO AND l.!POl.TJHO PIOOl.AW 

T bl I a e : M"" 1treatron M omtorme a n dR eportme p roe ram 

Mitigation Monitoring/ 
Mitieation Measures Responsibility Reporlioe Aeencv 

GE0-2 Conli"ued 

. Shoring shall be designed by an engineer with experience in 
designing shoring systems and registered in the State of California. 
Excavation stability shall be monitored by the contractor. In the 
event that tension cracks or distress to the structure occurs, during 
or after excavation, the City and the geotechnical engineer shall be 
notified immediately and the contractor shall take appropriate 
actions to minimize further damage or injury. . f n the event that the earthwork operations for this project are 
conducted such that the construction sequence is not continuous, 
(or if construction operations disturb the surface soils) the exposed 
sub grade to receive floor slabs shall be tested to verify adequate 
compaction and/or moisture conditioning. If adequate compaction 
or moisture contents are not verified, the fill soils shall be over-
excavated, scarified, moisture conditioned and compacted as 
recommended in the Recommendations section of the Geotechnical 
Report. 

Vll GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
There are "° siflnificanl Greenhouse Gas Emissions imoacls. 
VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MA TERIAI.S 
There are no sif(nificant Ha-..ards and Hazardous Ma1erials impacts. 
lX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER OUALJTY 
HYDRO-I : To minimize any potential short-term water quality effects City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
from project-re.lated construction activities, the project contractor shall Enginee ring Engineering 
implement BMPs in conformance with the Caltrans Statewide National Division/ Division 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) and California Construction 
Storm Water Best Management Practice Handbook for Construction Manager/ Project 
Activity. The proposed project shall comply with existing regulatory Certified SWPPP 
requirements, including the Water Pollution Control Preparation Developer/ Project 
(WPCP) Manual. Qualified SWPPP 

Practitioner 

Monitoring Verification of 
Schedule Compliance 

Include wording in Date: 
contractor 
specifications, Verified By: 
prior to the 
issuance of a 
grading pennit, and 
throughout the 
construction 

oeriod. 
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T able 1: Mitigation Monitoring and R cporting Program 
Mitigation Monitoring/ 

Miti2ation Measures Resoonsibilitv Reoor lin2 A2encv 
HYDR0-2: The City shall incorporate Design Pollution Prevention City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
(OPP) and Treaunent Control BMPs into the project design in Engineering Engineering 
accordance with the standards outl ined in Caltrans' Stormwater Quality Division Division 
Handbook: Project Planning and Design Guide. The City shall 
coordinate with the R WQCB with respect to feasibility, maintenance, 
and monitoring of Treatment Control BMPs as set forth in Caltrans' 
Statewide Stormwater Management Plan (SWMP). 
X. LAND USE AND PIANNING 
There are no sif!:nificanl Land Use and PlanninJ! impacts. 
XI. MINERAL R ESO URCES 
There are no signiflcanJ Mineral Resources inwacts. 
XU. NOISE 
There are no siJ!nificant Noise impac/s. 
xm. POPULATION AND DOUSING 
There are no siJ!nificanJ Population and HousinJ! impac/s. 
xrv. PUBLIC SERVICES 
There are no si!{nifican/ Public Services impacts. 
XV. RECREATION 
There are no siJ!ni/icant Recreation impacls. 
XVI. T RANSPORTATIONffRAFFIC 
TRANS- I : Prior to construction, the City shall develop a construction City of Clovis City of Clovis, 
traffic management plan that specifies measures that would reduce Engineering Engineering 
impacts to motor vehic le, bicycle, pedestrian, and transit circulation. Division Division 
The construction traffic management plan shall include the fo llowing: 

Disclosure of all planned construction activity (such as provisions 
for staging, grading, and trash removal) and duration. 
Location of construction staging areas for materials, equipment, and 
vehicles. 
Anticipated number of truck tri ps, truck routes, employees, and 
employee parking locations. 
Identi fication of haul routes for movement of construction trucks 
and vehicles that would min imize impacts on vehicular and 
pedestrian traffic, circulation and safety , and provis ion for 
monitoring surface streets used for haul routes so that any damage 
and debris attributable to the haul trucks can be identi tied and 
corrected by the Citv or construction contractor. 

Monitoring Verification of 
Schedule Compliance 

Prior to the Date: 
issuance of a 
grading permit. Verified By: 

Prior to the start of Date: 
construction. 

Verified B y: 
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CLOVIS LAHDPI L-1. LEFT TUIH L AN ! PROJECT 
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Table 1: Miti2ation Momtorm2 and Reportm2 Pro2ram 

Miti11:ation Measures 
TRANS-I Continued 

• Notification procedures for adjacent property owners and public 
safety personnel regarding when major project-related deliveries, 
detours, and lane closures would occur. 

• A process for responding to, and tracking, complaints pertaining to 
construction activity, including identification of an on-site 
complaint manager. 

• The measures outlined in the construction plans shal I be devised to 
reduce circulation impacts during the construction period to the 
maximum extent possible.TRANS-I : Prior to construction, the City 
shall develop a construction traffic management plan that specifies 
measures that would reduce impacts to motor vehicle, bicycle, 
pedestrian, and transit circulation. The construction traffic 
management plan shall include the following: 
Disclosure of all planned construction activity (such as provisions 
for staging, grading, and trash removal) and duration. 
Location of construction staging areas for materials, equipment, and 
vehicles. 
Anticipated number of truck trips, truck routes, employees, and 
employee parking locations. 
ldentification of haul routes for movement of construction trucks 
and vehicles that would minimize impacts on vehicula r and 
pedestrian traffic, circulation and safety, and provision for 
monitoring surface streets used for haul routes so that any damage 
and debris attributable to the haul trucks can be identi lied and 
corrected by the City or construction contractor. 
Notification procedures for adjacent property owners and public 
safety personnel regarding when major project-related deliveries, 
detours, and lane closures would occur. 
A process for responding to, and tracking, complaints pertaining to 
construction activity, including identification of an on-site 
complaint manager. 
The measures outlined in the construction plans sha ll be devised to 
reduce circulation impacts during the construction period to the 
maximum extent oossible. 

Mitigation 
Responsibility 

Monitoring/ 
Reportinf!. Af!.ency 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

Verification of 
Compliance 
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T bl l a e : M " " 1t12a t1on M omtorm2 an dR 

Mitigation Measures 

eportm2 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYST EMS 

p 

C LO VI S LANDFILL L!PT T U JlN LAN! PROJECT 
WITIO AT I OH M O H JTOR.INO A N D l.!POl.TINO l'ROOl.A M 

ro2ram 

I 
Mitigation I Monitoring/ I 

Responsibility Reporting Agency 

There are no sif(nificant Utilities and Service Systems impacts. 

Source: LSA Associates, Inc., 2017. 

Monitoring I Verification of 
Schedule Compliance 
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CLOVIS LANDFILL LEFT TURN LANE 
INITIAL STUDY 

The following is an Initial Study/Environmental Checklist for the Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane 
Project (proposed project) to address the environmental effects of the proposed project. Copies of all 
materials referenced in this report are available for review in the project file during regular business 
hours at I 033 Fifth Street, Clovis, CA 93612. 

1. Project Title: Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: 

City of Clovis 
Engineering Divis ion 
1033 Fifth Street 
C lovis, CA 93612 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: Ryan Burnett I (559) 324-2336 

4. Project Sponsor's Name and Address: 

C ity of Clovis 
Engineering Division 
1033 Fifth Street 
Clovis, CA 93612 

5. General Plan Designation: None (public street) 

6. Zoning: None (public street) 

7. Project Location: 

The project site is located at 15679 Auberry Road, approximately 3.7 miles north of the intersection 
of Copper Avenue and Auberry Road within Fresno County, and extends approximately 1,600 feet. 
The project site is defined as the proposed project right-of-way, including parcels or segments of land 
that would be acquired for the purpose of widening Auberry Road beyond the existing right-of-way. 
Figure 1 shows the site's regional and local context. Figure 2 depicts an aerial photograph of the 
project site and surrounding land uses. 
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LSA A SSOOJ AT£3 , JNO . 
D !CE MB BR. 1017 

8. Description of Project: 

CLO VIS LANDFILL L!FTTURN LANEPl.OJIOT 
INI T IAL STU DY/ MITIGATED NEOATIVE DE OLA IATlON 

The proposed project would widen Auberry Road to include a left turn lane at the Clovis Landfill 
entrance. Construction of the project would also include extension of the underground drainage pipes 
beneath Auberry Road to accommodate the widening, with the exception of the westernmost pipe. 
The purpose of the project is to improve safety at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes 
and the turning lane. 

The proposed project would consist of approximately 1,600 linear feet along Auberry Road. Within 
the study area, Auberry Road currently has one 12-foot travel lane and one 4-foot bike lane in each 
direction, for a total road width of 32 feet. Both sides of the roadway include a flat, unpaved narrow 
shoulder. A cut slope is located adjacent to the south side of the roadway. The proposed project would 
widen the roadway by 12 feet and would require a 4,157 square foot acquisition of right-of-way 
across APN 300-080-80 and a 6,737 square foot acquisition of right-of-way across APN 300-080-
83ST to accommodate the new left turn lane. Grading of the slope on the south side of Auberry Road 
would be required as part of the proposed project. The final roadway alignment design would avoid 
disturbance of the land north of Auberry Road. The existing roadway alignment is shown in Figure 3 
and the proposed roadway design is shown in Figure 4. 

Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to begin in summer 2019 and is expected to occur 
for approximately 30 days. Construction of the proposed project would include: 

• Earthwork, grading, compaction, saw cutting; 

• Placing aggregate base, asphalt concrete paving and constructing asphalt concrete dikes; 

• Extending existing drainage pipe; 

• Adjusting, relocating and/or modifying existing drainage facilities, and miscellaneous 
underground utilities; 

• Relocating/modifying barb wire fencing; and 

• Removing and applying new traffic striping and markings. 

Excavation depths along the project length would vary with the terrain and would be between 2.5 feet 
and 10 feet The project would require the excavation and off-haul of approximately 2,500 cubic 
yards of material. 

The proposed project is located in Fresno County, outside of the City of Clovis limits; however the 
Clovis Landfill is within the City of Clovis General Plan planning area. The General Plan planning 
area includes areas outside of the city limits, as required by State law for areas that affect efficient 
city planning and services. 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: 

The proposed project would provide improved access to the Clovis Landfill entrance. The surrounding 
area consists of foothill grass lands. An ephemeral drainage is located near the project site; the drainage 
flows south to north, passing beneath Auberry Road through a corrugated pipe culvert, before 
discharging into Little Dry Creek, located approximately 120 feet north of the project site. 
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0 LOVI-' L AN DFILL LEFT TUR.N L AN E PR.OJ!OT 
INITIA L STUDY/ MITIGAT ED NEG ATIVE DECLAl ATION 

10. Other agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or 
participation agreement): 

• Fresno County 

• Army Corps of Engineers 

• California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

• Regional Water Quality Control Board 

• San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 

11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 
project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? Ifso, 
has consultation begun? 

California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project site and area 
have been notified of the proposed project. In response the City consulted with Robert Pennel~ Tribal 
Cultural Resources Director, Table Mountain Rancheria. No other tribes have requested consultation 
and the City has fulfilled its obligations pursuant to AB 52. 
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CLOVJS LANOPJLl. LBFT TURN LAME PJlOJBCT 
I NITIAL STUDY/MITIOATED HEOATJV?. DECLAl.ATION 

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected: 

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

0 Aesthetics 

181 Biological Resources 

0 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
O I .and Use/Planning 

0 Population/I-lousing 

0 Agricultural and Forestry Resources l8I Air Quality 

l8I Cultural Resources l8I Geology/Soils 

O Hazartb & Hazardous Materials l8I Hydrology/Water Quality 
O Mineral Resources 
O Public Services 

0 Noise 
0 Recreation 

181 Transporlationfrraffie O Tribal Cultural Resources O Utilities/Service Systems 

181 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Determination. (To be completed by the Lead Agency.) 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

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

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

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

D I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially 
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect I) has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has 
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached 
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the 
effects that remain to be addressed. 

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

Date / 

g 
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CLOVI S LANDFI LL LEFT TURN l.A NEPR.OJEOT 
INI T IAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLAllATION 

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Un less Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 
Im pact Incorporated Impact Impact 

I. AESTHETICS. Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vis ta? 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources , including, but 
not limited to, trees , rock outcroppings , and his toric 
buildings within a State scenic highway? 

D 

D 

c) Substantially degrade the existing v is ua l character or D 
quality of the s ite and its s urroundings? 

d) Create a new source of s ubstantial light or glare which D 
wou ld adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

Environmental Setting 

D ~ D 

D ~ D 

D D 

D D 

The project site is located on Auberry Road, approximately 3. 7 miles north of the intersection at 
Copper A venue and Auberry Road within Fresno County, and extends approximately 1,600 feet. The 
existing visual setting consists of both manmade and natural conditions. Manmade conditions consist 
of roadways and s ignage associated with the Clovis Landfill entrance, the existing Auberry Road 
pavement, and associated road improvements. The roadway currently has one 12-foot travel lane and 
one 4-foot bike lane in each direction. Natural conditions consist of foothill grasslands. 

The Fresno County General Plan designates Auberry Road as a Scenic Drive. The General Plan 
defines scenic drives as rural roads traversing land with outstanding natural scenic qualities and 
connecting with scenic highways. 1 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? (Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

As discussed above, the project is located on Auberry Road, designated by Fresno County as a Scenic 
Drive. Although the project site is considered a Scenic Drive, the roadway improvements would be 
at-grade and are not expected to impair surrounding views. Therefore the proposed project would not 
disrupt surrounding views or have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista. 

1 Fresno, County of, 2000. Fresno County General Plan. Available online at: www2.co.fresno.ca.us/45 l 0/4360/ 
General Plan/G P Final policv doc/Table of Contents rj blue.pdf(accessed August 2016). October. 
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CLOVIS LANDFILL LEFTTUJl.N LAN!PROJEOT 
INITIAL STUDY/ MITICATED NEGATIVE DEOLAlATION 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, 
and historic buildings within a State scenic highway? (Less-Than-Signijicantlmpact) 

The California Department of Transportation's (Caltrans) Landscape Architecture Program 
administers the Scenic Highway Program, contained in the State Streets and Highways Code, 
Sections 260-263. State rughways are classified as either Eligible for Scenic Designation, Officially 
Designated, or Connecting Federal Highway. Within Fresno County, there is one Officially 
Designated State Scenic Highway (State Route 180 [SR-180]), two Eligible State Scenic Highways 
(SR-168 and SR-198), and one Unconstructed State Highway Eligible for Scenic Designation (SR-
180). 2 

The nearest scenic highway is SR-168, located approximately 14.3 miles northeast of the project site, 
designated as a State Highway Eligible for State Scenic Highway. The project site is not visible from 
this Eligible State Scenic Highway as classified by the Caltrans Scenic Highway Program in Fresno. 
Therefore, the proposed project does not have the potential to damage scenic resources from 
designated scenic highways, and no mitigation is required. 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings? 
(Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

See Section I.a and Lb, above. The proposed project is not located within a State Scenic Highway and 
would not damage scenic resources within such a highway. The proposed project would widen an 
existing roadway and would not result in degradation to the existing visual character of the site. 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area? (Less-1han-Significantlmpact) 

Implementation of the proposed project would not include lighting or features that could contribute to 
a significant new source of glare. Therefore, the proposed project would not create substantial light or 
glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views. 

2 California Department ofTransportation, 2011. California Scenic Highway MappingSystem, Fresno County. 
Website: www.dot ca gov/hgfl&ndArch/ 16 livability/scenic highways/index htm (accessed August 2016). 
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Potentially 
Si gnificant 

Potentially Unless Less llian 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 
Impact In corpordted lmpact Impact 

D. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES. 
In determining whether impacts to agricultural reso urces 
are s ign ificant environmental effects, lead agencies may 
refer to the Californ ia Agricultural Land Evaluation and 
Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California 
Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in 
assessing impacts on agricultu re and farmland . In deter-
mining whether impacts to forest resources, including 
timberland , are s ig nificant env ironmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to information compiled by the 
Califo rnia Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
regarding the s tate 's inventory of forest land, includ ing the 
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest 
Legacy Assessment Project; and forest carbon meas ure-
ment methodology provided in Fores t Protoco ls adopted by 
the California Air Resources Board. Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Uniqu e Farmland, or D D D 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the Californ ia 
Resources Agency, to a non-agricultural use? 

b) Con flict with existing zon ing for ag ricultural use, or a 0 0 0 
Williamson Actcontract? 

c) Con flict with existing :wning fo r, or cause re:wning of, D D D 
fores t land (as defined in Public Resources Code 
section l2220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public 
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland :wned 
Timberland Production (as defined by Glvernment 
Code section 51104(g))? 

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

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment D 0 0 
which, due to their location or nature, could res ult in 
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of fo rest land to non-forest use? 
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The project site is classified as Grazing Land, according to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the State Department of Conservation. 3 The project site is not wned for agricultural uses 
and is not enrolled in a Williamson Act Contract. 4 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Fann/and), 
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of 
the Califo rnia Resources Agency, to a non-agricultural use? (No Impact) 

According to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, the project site is c lassified as Grazing 
Land. The project s ite is not located on land that is designated as Prime Farmland or Farmland of 
State Importance. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not result in the 
conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as shown on 
the Fresno County Important Farmland Map, to a non-agricultural use. The proposed project would 
not convert any farmland to a non-agricultural use. Therefore, there would be no impact. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning/or agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? (No Impact) 

The project area consists of Open Conservation and Public/Quasi-Public Facilities land uses as 
designated by the Fresno County General Plan5 and City of Clovis General Plan. 6 The project site is 
not zoned as agricultural land and is not enrolled in a Williamson Act contract. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not have an impact on zoning designations for agricultural and farmland use 
or land currently under a Williamson Act contract. 

c) Conflict with existing zoning/or, or cause rezoning of,forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 12 220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 
45 26), or timberland zoned Timb erland Production (as defined by Government Code section 
5 J J 04 {g))? (No Impact) 

The project site is not zoned for, nor would it require the rezoning of, any existing parcels or land use 
designations, including forest land or timberland uses. In addition, there is no forest land or 
timberland subject to the Public Resources Code within the vicinity of the project s ite. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not result in impacts to forestland or timberland. 

3 California Department of Conservation, 2014. Fresno County Important Farmland 2014. Available on line at: 
ftp ://ftp consrv.ca g.oy!p ub/dlrn/FM MP/pdf/2014/fre l 4 e.pdf(accessed August 20 16). 

4 Tbid. 
5 Fresno, County of, 2000, op . cit. 

6 Clovis, City of, 20 14. General Plan, City of Clovis . Website: www.ci.clovis.ea.us/Portals/OIPocumems/Planning/ 
GeneralP!an20 14/C!ovisG P Adopted Aug20 14 wfig.pdf?ver=2015-04-03-100817-897 (Accessed August 2016). August 
2014. 
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d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? (No Impact) 

See Section 11.c. The proposed project would not convert forest land to non-forest use and would not 
result in the loss or conversion of forest land to a non-forest use. 

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could 
result in conversion of Fann/and to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non­
! orest use? (No Impact) 

As stated previously, the project would not convert farmland to a non-agricultural use. In addition, the 
project site would not contribute to environmental changes that could result in conversion of farmland 
to non-agricultural use. Therefore, no impacts to farmland or forest land would occur. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
S ignificant Mitigation Significant No 
Impact In co rpo rated Impact Impact 

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

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of th e 0 0 D 
applicable air quality plan? 

b) Violate any air quality standa rd o r contribute 0 0 D 
s ubstantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerab le net increase of 0 0 D 
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is 
non-atta inment under an applicable federal or State 
ambient air quality standard (including releasing 
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for 
oz.one precursors)? 

d) Expose sens itive receptors to substantial pollutant D D D 
concentrations? 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial D D 0 
number of people? 
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The proposed project is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SN AB), managed by the 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJV APCD). Both the State of California and the 
federal government have established health-based Ambient Air Quality Standards (AAQS) for six 
criteria air pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (03) , nitrogen dioxide (N02), sulfur dioxide 
(S02), lead (Pb), a nd suspended particulate matter (PM2.s and PM 10). The SJVAB is designated as 
non-attainment for 0 3 and PM2.s for federal standards and non-attainment for 0 3, PM10, and PM25 for 
State standards. 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? (Less-Than­
SigniflCant I mp act) 

An air quality plan describes air pollution control strategies to be implemented by a city, county, or 
region classified as a non-attainment area. The main purpose of the air quality plan is to bring the area 
into compliance with the requirements of the federal and State air quality standards. To bring the San 
Joaquin Valley into attainment, the SJV APCD has developed the 2013 Plan for the Revoked I-Hour 
Ozone Standard (Ozone Plan), adopted on September 19, 2013. 7 The SJV APCD also adopted the 
2016 Plan for the 2008 8-Hour Ozone Standard in June 2016 to satisfy Clean Air Act requirements 
and ensure attainment of the 75 parts per billion (ppb) 8-hour ozone standard. 8 

To assure the San Joaquin Valley's continued attainment of the EPA 's PM10 standard, the SJV APCD 
adopted the 2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan in September 2007. 9 The SJVAPCD Regulation VUI ­
Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions are des igned to reduce PM10 emissions generated by human activity. The 
SN APCD adopted the 2015 Pla n for the 1997 PM2.s Standard in April 2015 to address the EPA's 
annual PM25 standard of 15 µg'm3 and 24-hour PM2.s standard of 65 µg'm3

. 
10 

CEQA requires that certain proposed projects be analyzed for consistency with the applicable air 
quality plan. For a project to be consistent with the SJV APCD's a ir quality plans, the pollutants 
emitted from the project should not exceed the SJVAPCD emission thresholds or cause a significant 
impact on air quality. As discussed below, the proposed project would not generate emissions that 
exceed SJV APCD thresholds. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air quality plan. 

7 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2013. 2013 Plan /or the Revoked I-Hour Ozone Standard. 
Available online at: www.valleyair.org/Air Quality Plans/QzoneQneHourPlan2013/AdoptedPlan.pdf(accessed August 
2016). September 19. 

8 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District,2016. 2016 Plan for the 2008 8-Hour Ozone Standard. 
Available online at: www.valleyair.org/Air Quality Plans/Ozone-Plan-2016/Adopted-Plan.odf(accessed August 2016). 
June 16. 

9 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District,2007. 2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan and Request/or 
Resignation Available online at: www valleyair.orWA. ir Quality Plans/docs/M aintenance%20Plan I 0-25-07.pdf (accessed 
August 2016). September 20. 

10 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2015. 2015 Plan/or the 1997 PMi.J Standard. Available online 
at: www.valleyair.orr}A ir Quality Plans/docs/PM25-20 I 5/2015-PM2.5-Plan Bookmarked.odf(accessed August2016). 
April 16. 
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b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air 
quality violation? (Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporate1l) 

Air pollutant emissions associated with the proposed project would only occur short term due to 
construction activities such as grading and vehicle/equipment use. No long-term emissions would 
result from the proposed project. Specific criteria for determining whether the potential air quality 
impacts of a project are significant are set forth by the SJV APCD. 

Short-Te rm (Construction) Emissions. During construction, short-term degradation of air 
quality may occur due to the release of particulate matter emissions generated by excavation, grading, 
hauling, and other activities. Emissions from construction equipment are also anticipated and would 
include CO, NO"' ROG, directly-emitted particulate matter (PM25 and PM10) , and TA Cs such as 
diesel exhaust particulate matter. 

Site preparation and project construction would involve clearing, cut-and-ml activities, grading, and 
paving activities. Construction-related effects on air quality from the proposed project would be 
greatest during the site preparation phase because most engine emissions are associated with 
excavating, handling, and transporting soils on the site. lf not properly controlled, these activities 
would temporarily generate PM10, PMzs. and to a lesser extent, CO, S02, NO"' and volatile organic 
compounds. Sources of fugitive dust would include disturbed soils at the construction site and trucks 
carrying uncovered loads of soils. Vehicles leaving the site could deposit dirt and mud on local 
streets, which could be an additional source of airborne dust after it dries. PM10 emissions would vary 
from day to day, depending on the nature and magrutude of construction activity and local weather 
conditions. PM10 emissions would depend on soil moisture, the silt content of soil, wind speed, and 
the amount of operating equipment. Larger dust particles would settle near the source, while fine 
particles would be dispersed over greater distances from the construction site. These emissions would 
be temporary and limited to the immediate area surrounding the construction site. 

The proposed project construction schedule would begin in summer 2019 and would be 
approximately 30 days. Construction emissions were estimated for the project using the Sacramento 
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District's Road Construction Emissions Mode~ Version 8.1.0 
(RoadMod) as recommended by the SJV APCD for roadway projects. Construction-related emissions 
are presented in Table 1. Detailed calculations are provided in Appendi.x A. 

Table 1: Project Construction Emissions in Tons Per Phase 
Project Construction co ROG NO, PM10 PMi.s 
Grubbing/Land Clearing 0.01 0.00 0.02 O.Ol 0.00 
Grading/Excavation 0.27 0.04 0.44 0.07 0.03 
Drainage/Utilities/Sub-Grade 0.14 0.02 0.19 0.05 0.02 
Paving 0.03 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 
Total Emissions (tons per construction period) 0.46 0 .07 0.69 0.13 0.05 

SJVAPCD Thresholds (tons per year) 100 10 10 15 LS 
Exceed Threshold? No No No No No 

Source: LSA Associates Inc., August 2016. 
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As shown in Table I, construction emissions would be well below the SJVAPCD's threshold for 
annual construction emissions. The SJVAPCD has implemented Regulation VIII measures for dust 
control related to construction projects. These mitigation measures are intended to reduce the amount 
of PM10 emissions during the construction period. Implementation of Mitigation Measure AJR-1, 
described below, would reduce this short-term construction period air quality impact to a less-than­
significant level. 

Mitigation Measure AIR- I: Consistent with Regulation VIII, Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions of the 
SJV APCD, the following controls are required to be included as specifications for the project 
and implemented at all construction sites : 

• All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for 
construction purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemi­
cal stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or vegetative ground 
cover. 

• All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized 
of dust emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant. 

• All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut and fil~ and 
demolition activities shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing 
application of water or by presoaking. 

• When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, or effectively wetted 
to limit visible dust emissions, and at least six inches of free board space from the top of the 
container shall be maintained. 

• A ll operations shall limit or expeditious ly remove the accumulation of mud or dirt from 
adjacent public streets at the end of each workday. (The use of dry rotary brushes is 
expressly prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit 
the visible dust emissions. Use of blower devices is express ly forbidden.) 

• Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials from, the surface of out­
door storage piles, said piles shall be effectively stabilized offugitive dust emission utiliz­
ing sufficient water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant. 

Implementation of this mitigation measure would reduce construction period air quality impacts to a 
less-than-significant level. 

Long-Te rm (Operational) Emissions. Long-term air emission impacts are associated with 
stationary sources and mobile sources. Stationary source emissions result from the consumption of 
natural gas and electricity. Mobile source emissions result from vehicle trips and result in air pollutant 
emissions affecting the entire air basin. The proposed project consists of widening Auberry Road to 
accommodate a left turn lane. The project would not generate additional vehicle trips through the 
project area and, therefore, would not increase mobile source emissions. In addition, the project 
would not be a source of stationary source emissions. Therefore, no additional long-term emissions 
would result from implementation of the proposed project and operation of the project would pot be 
expected to result in a violation of air quality standards. 
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c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project 
region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds f or ozone precursors)? 
(Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

CEQA defines a cumulative impact as two or more individual effects, which when considered 
together, are cons iderable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts. Therefore, if 
annual emissions of operational-related criteria air pollutants exceed any applicable threshold 
established by the SJV APCD, the proposed project would result in a cwnulatively significant impact. 
As discussed in Section Ill.b, above, no exceedance of SJVAPCD's emission thresholds would occur 
for the proposed project with the incorporation of SJV APCD's standard dust control regulations 
(Regulation VIII) as listed above. The proposed project's construction and operational emissions of 
criteria pollutants are expected to be below the emissions threshold established for the region. 
Therefore, the project would not result in a cwnulative ly considerable contribution to regional air 
qua lity impacts. No mitigation is required. 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? (Less-Than-Significant 
Impact) 

Sensitive receptors are not located in the project vicinity. Construction activities associated with the 
project would generate airborne particulates and fugitive dust, as well as a small quantity of pollutants 
associated with the use of construction equipment (e.g., diesel-fueled vehicles and equipment) on a 
short-term basis. However, construction contractors would be required to implement measures to 
reduce or eliminate emissions by following the Regulation VIII, Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions. Project 
construction emissions would be below the SJV APCD's significance thresholds and once the project 
is constructed, the project would not be a source of substantial emissions. Therefore, sensitive 
receptors are not expected to be exposed to substantial pollutant concentrations during project 
construction or operation, and potential impacts would be considered less than significant. 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? (Less-Than-Significant 
Impact) 

During construction, the various diesel powered vehicles and equipment in use on-site would create 
localized odors. These odors would be temporary and are not likely to be noticeable for extended 
periods of time beyond the project site. The potential for diesel odor impacts is therefore considered 
less than significant. In addition, once the project is operational, it would not be a sow·ce of odors. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number 
of people. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less lb an 
Sig nificant Mitigation Significant No 
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

IV. BIOWGICAL IUSOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Have a s ubs tantial adverse effect, either directly or D D D 
through habitat modifications , on any species 
identified as a candidate, sens itive, o r specia l s tatus 
species in local or regional plans, po licies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv ice? 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian D D D 
habitat o r other sensitive natural community identified 
in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by 
the California Department of Fish and Game o r U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally D D D 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) Through direct removal, 
filling , hydrological interruption, or other means? 

d) Interfere s ubs tantially with the movement of any D D D 
native residen t o r mig ratory fish o r wildlife species or 
with established native resident o r migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

e) Conflict with any local policies or o rdinances D D D 
protecting biological resources, s uch as a tree 
preservation policy or o rdinance? 

t) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Hab itat D 0 0 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation 
Plan o r other approved local, regional, or State habitat 
conservation plan? 

Environmental Setting 

LSA conducted a biological resources study for the proposed project to assess the site for compliance 
with the CEQA review process. The following summarizes the biological setting in the vicinity of the 
proposed project. 

Methods 

For purposes of the biological analysis, a Biological Study Area (BSA) was established. The BSA is 
characterized by Auberry Road and grasslands to the south, totaling 3.43 acres. The BSA includes 

P:ICITl601 Cbvisl.anclilll.dl Tuml.arc\PRODUCTSIR..:11ru3lcdNillc Rcvi:w\Oovfs!S-MNDPnnthcckdoc:c(l1121117) RECIRCUl..ATED PUBLIC REVIEW DRAFT 18 



LSA ASSOCIATES. INC. 
DEC EMB!R. 1:0 1 7 

CL O VIS LANDFI L L LEPT TUR.N L AN E PR.OJ EO T 
INITIAL STUOY/ MIT I CATED NEGATIVE DECLARAT I ON 

lands beyond the proposed project footprint that could potentially be affected by project construction 
and/or were determined necessary to inventory in order to perform an adequate analysis of impacts on 
biological resources. 

A list of sensitive wildlife and plant species potentially occurring within the BSA was compiled to 
evaluate potential impacts resulting from project construction. Sources used to compile the list 
include the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB), the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) online special status species list, and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Online 
Edition. The species lists obtained from the CNDDB, CNPS, and USFWS were reviewed to 
determine which species could potentially occur in the project area. 

LSA biologist, Nicole Clement, conducted a general field survey within the BSA on August 26, 2016. 
During the field survey, LSA referenced aerial photos of the BSA overlaid with the proposed project 
improvements. 

Findings 

The BSA consists mainly of the existing roadway (Auberry Road), which runs east to west through 
the BSA, as well as the road shoulders and adjacent pasture land. The only natural community within 
the BSA is California annual grassland, located in a moderately grazed pasture south of the roadway, 
as shown in Figure 5. An ephemeral drainage is also present in the BSA; the drainage flows south to 
north, passing beneath Auberry Road through a corrugated pipe culvert, before discharging into Little 
Dry Creek approximately I 00 feet north of the BSA, as shown in Figure 6. 

As mentioned above, annual grassland habitat occurs in a pasture located south of Auberry Road. The 
pasture occurs among rolling hills and is actively grazed with cattle . Representative species within 
this community include soft chess brome (Bromus hordeaceus), foxtail (Vulpia myuros), ripgut brome 
(Bromus diandrus), black mustard (Brassica nigra), and tarweed (Holocarpha virgata). Annual 
grass lands comprise a total of 1.20 acres in the BSA. 

Ruderal vegetation, totaling 0.74 acre, occurs along the roadway shoulders in the BSA. Ruderal plant 
species are those that colonize and quickly establish in poor soil and disturbed or waste areas. They 
generally have fast-growing roots, low nutritional needs, and produce massive amounts of seed. The 
plant species present in this habitat inc lude doveweed (Eremocarpus setigeris ), Johnson grass 
(Sorghum halepense), wild oats (Avenafatua), black mustard, and several unidentified asters. 

Developed areas inc lude Auberry Road and comprise a total of 1.49 acres in the BSA. 

Special status wildlife species that may occur in the BSA, or in the vicinity, as determined through 
review of the CNDDB, CNPS, and USFWS lists, include western burrowing owl (Athene 
cunicularia) and California tiger Salamander (Ambystoma californiense) (CTS). There is also low 
potential for western spadefoot (Scaphiopus hammondii), and special status plants to occur in the 
BSA and nesting birds may be present in the vicinity along the riparian community associated with 
Little Dry Creek directly to the north of the BSA. 
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Wildlife movement corridors are linear habitats that function to connect two or more areas of 
significant wildlife habitat. These corridors may function on a Loca l Level as Links between small 
habitat patches (e.g., streams in urban settings) or may provide critical connections between 
regionally significant habitats (e.g., deer movement corridors). No evidence of substantial wildlife 
movement corridors was identified in the BSA. 

Aquatic resources within the BSA are Limited to an ephemeral tributary to Little Dry Creek, totaling 
0.01 acre. No potential wetlands associated are with this feature. 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any 
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or US. Fish and 
Wildlife Service? (Pote11tially Signiftca11t Unless Mitigation Incorporated) 

As described above, no State or federally Listed or proposed plant species occur in the BSA; therefore, 
no special status plants would be affected by implementation of the proposed project. The proposed 
project has the potential to affect several State and federally listed or proposed animal species 
occurring within the BSA. Potential impacts to these special status species are described below. 

Western Burrowing Owl. Suitable denning and foraging habitat is present in the annual 
grasslands in the BSA. Several California ground squirrels (Otospermophilus beecheyi)and burrow 
complexes were observed on the south side of the road during the August 26, 2016 survey. No 
burrowing owls or signs of burrowing owls were observed. 

The proposed project would result in impacts to suitable western burrowing owl habitat as a result of 
project construction. Permanent impacts, totaling 0.24 acre, would occur as a result of road widening 
on the south shoulder and adjacent slope excavation to maintain 2:1 slopes. Temporary impacts, 
totaling 0.27 acre, would occur as a result of construction access. Implementation of Mitigation 
Measure BI0-1 would reduce potential impacts to western burrowing owls. 

Mitigation Measure BIO-l:The following measures shall be implemented to reduce potential 
impacts to western burrowing owls: 

• A qualified biologist shall survey the BSA for presence of burrowing owls at least 30 days 
prior to the start of construction activities that would affect annual grass land. If burrowing 
owls, or signs indicating presence of burrowing owls are observed, in the BSA, avoidance 
and minimization measures shall be implemented co11.5istent with the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owls. 

• Areas of annual grassland temporarily disturbed during construction shall be restored to 
preconstruction contours (if necessary) and revegetated with native species as specified in 
Table 2. Invasive exotic plants would be controlled to the maximum extent practicable. 
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Table 2: Native Species Mix 

Scientific Name Common Name 
Artemisia douglasiana Mug wort 
Bromus carinatus California brome 
Elymus trachycau/us Slender wheatgrass 
Elymus X triticum Regreen 
Eschscholzia ca/ifornica Califo rnia poppy 
Hordeum brachyantherum Califo rnia barley 
Lupi nus bi color Bicolored lupine 

Source: LSA Associates, Inc., August 2016. 
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Rate Minimum Percent 
(Lbs/acre) Germination 

2.0 50 

5.0 85 

2.0 60 

10.0 80 
2.0 70 

2.0 80 

4.0 80 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BI0-1 would reduce potential impacts to western burrowing 
owls resulting from implementation of the proposed project to a less-than-significant level. 

California TigerSalamander. The reachofthe ephemeraldrainage in the BSA does not 
provide suitable aquatic habitat for CTS and no other suitable aquatic habitat for CTS occurs in the 
BSA. However, several ponds are located within 1.24 miles of the BSA that could provide suitable 
breeding habitat. 

N umerous burrows were observed in the open grasslands within the BSA and vicinity which provide 
suitable upland habitat ( estivation sites) for CTS. CTS may utilize these grassland areas for estivat ion 
or as a movement corridor between aquatic breeding and other upland estivation sites. 

The proposed project would result in impacts to suitable upland habitat for CTS as a result of project 
construction. Permanent impacts, totaling 0.24 acre, would occur as a result of road widening on the 
south shoulder and adjacent slope excavation to maintain 2:1 slopes. Temporary impacts, totaling 
0.27 ac re, would occur as a result of construction access. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BI0-
2 would reduce potential impacts to CTS. 

Mitigation Measure BI0-2: The following measures shall be implemented by the C ity and/or 
project contractor during project construction to reduce potential impacts to CTS: 

• Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) fencing shall be installed along the edge of the 
work limits, including staging areas. ESA fencing shall consist of orange construction 
fencing (or equivalent) and shall be maintained in good condition until construction is 
complete. In addition, s ilt fencing shall be installed along the bottom of the ESA fencing to 
prevent CTS from entering the work area during construction. 

• A biological monitor shall be present during initial ground disturbing activities. Approval 
of the biologist shall be coordinated directly with CDFW and USFWS. 

• If CTS are found within the area surveyed, they shall be re located to suitable habitat 
outside of the work limits . 
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• Between November 1 and May 31 (CTS migration season), no construction activities shall 
occur in CTS upland habitat within 0.5 mile of CTS aquatic habitat within 24 hours 
following a substantial rain event (i.e., at least 0.25 inches). Prior to resuming construction, 
any active work areas within CTS upland habitat within 0. 5 mile of CTS aquatic habitat 
shall be visually surveyed by the approved biological monitor prior to the start of 
construction to avoid affecting salamanders that may have emerged from their burrows and 
relocated in the BSA (e.g., under equipment). 

• Following completion of the project, all fill s lopes, temporary impact and/or otherwise 
graded or denuded areas shall be restored to preconstruction contours (if necessary) and 
revegetated with the seed mix specified in Table 2. 

• Prior to ground disturbing activities, and if determined necessary by CDFW and U SFWS, 
the City shall obtain authorization from both agencies for incidental take of CTS. 

• To offset impacts to CTS upland habitat, the City shall purchase CTS upland habitat 
mitigation credits at a bank approved by the USFWS and CDFW. Sufficient CTS upland 
habitat mitigation credits shall be purchased to offset impacts at a 3:1 ratio for permanent 
impacts and a 1:1 ratio for temporary impacts. Ifan approved bank is not available at such 
time it is necessary to obtain take authorization in order to meet the project schedule, an 
alternative mitigation approach (e.g., providing a security credit) shall be developed, 
contingent on approval of CDFW and USFWS. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BI0-2 would reduce potential impacts to CTS resulting from 
implementation of the proposed project to a less-than-significant level. 

Western Spade foot. There is no suitable aquatic habitat for western spadefoot in the BSA but 
the grassland vegetation provides potential upland habitat. Since potential breeding ponds are not 
located in the vic inity, there is low potential for this species to occur in the grassland vegetation 
within the BSA. 

The proposed project would result in impacts to suitable upland habitat for western spadefoot as a 
result of project construction. Permanent impacts, totaling 0.24 acre, would occur as a result of road 
widening on the south shoulder and adjacent slope excavation to ma intain 2:1 slopes. Temporary 
impacts, totaling 0.27 acre, would occur as a result of construction access. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BI0-2 for CTS would reduce potential impacts to western 
spadefoot resulting from implementation of the proposed project to a less-than-significant leve l. 

Special-Status Plants. The grassland vegetation in the BSA provides marginal habitat for 
several special-status plant species known to occur in the vicinity of the BSA and that are associated 
with vernal pools (or swales) and Mirna mounds, neither of which occur in the BSA. However, since 
protocol surveys were not conducted in the BSA, these species cannot be definitively excluded from 
occurring. 
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Mitigation Measure BI0-3: The following measures shall be implemented by the City and/or 
project contractor during project construction to reduce potential impacts to special-status 
plants: 

• Prior to ground disturbing activities, the a qualified biologist or botanist shall survey the 
BSA for special-status plants in accordance with the CDFW's Protocols for Surveying and 
Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native P lant Populations and Natural Communities, 
dated 2009. 

• If non-State and/or federally listed special-status plant species are identified within the 
work limits, a salvage and relocation plan shall be prepared and implemented prior to 
ground disturbing activities in the vicinity of the special status plants. 

• If State and/or federally listed special-status plant species are identified within the work 
limits CDFW and/or USFWS shall be consulted to determine further action. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BI0-3 would reduce potential impacts to specia l-status plants 
resulting from implementation of the proposed project to a less-than-significant level. 

Nesting Migratory Birds. Disturbance of migratory birds during their nesting season 
(February 1 to August 31) could result in "take" which is prohibited under the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act (MBT A) and Section 3513 of the California Fish and Game Code. Fish and Game Code (Section 
3503) also prohibits take or destruction of bird nests or eggs. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 
BI0-3 would reduce potential impacts to nesting migratory birds. 

Mitigation Measure BI0-4: The following seasonal work restrictions shall be implemented 
during construction to minimize the potential for take of nesting birds: 

• If work must begin during the nesting season (February l to August 31), a qualified 
biologist shall survey all suitable nesting habitat in the BSA for presence of nesting birds. 
This survey shall occur no more than I 0 days prior to the start of construction. If no nesting 
activity is observed, work may proceed as planned. If an active nest is discovered, a 
qualified biologist shall evaluate the potential for the proposed project to disturb nesting 
activities. The evaluation criteria shall include, but are not limited to, the 
location/orientation of the nest in the nest tree, the distance of the nest from the BSA, and 
line of sight between the nest and the BSA. 

• CDFW shall be contacted to review the evaluation and determine if the project can proceed 
without adversely affecting nesting activities. 

• If work is allowed to proceed, a qualified biologist shall be on-site weekly during 
construction activities to monitor nesting activity. The biologist shall have the authority to 
stop work if it is determined the project is adversely affecting nesting activities. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BJ0-4 would reduce potential impacts to nesting migratory 
birds resulting from implementation of the proposed project to a less-than-significant level. 

P:ICrrt60 1 Cb-<st.andfill Lcn Tum!.ano\PRODUCTS\Rcci"'d" a! p,;,i;c Rcvi:wlOo-<s lS-MNDPrin<hcduloc.<(12121/17) RECIRCULATED PUBUC REVIEW DRAFT 25 



LSA ASSOCIATES , INC. 
DECEMBER. 2017 

C LOVIS LANDFILL LEFT TUl.N LAN! Pl.OJBOT 
JNITlAL STUDY/ MITIOAT!D NEOATJV! DECLAlATJON 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regul.ations or by the California Department of 
Fish and Game or US. Fish and Wildlife Service? (Pote11tially Sig11ifica11t Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated) 

No riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities occur in the BSA. The project site consists 
of developed, rudera~ and grassland areas. However, as mentioned above, an ephemeral drainage 
(potential non-wetland waters) occurs within the BSA. The proposed project would result in 
permanent impacts to approximately 0.005 acre ofthe ephemeraldrainage as a result of road 
widening on the south shoulder and adjacent slope excavation to maintain 2:1 slopes. Implementation 
of Mitigation Measure BI0-5 would reduce potential impacts to the ephemeral drainage. 

Mitigation Measure BI0-5: If the ephemeral drainage is determined to be jurisdictional waters 
by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(R WQCB), and/or CDFW, the following measures shall be implemented to mitigate impacts to 
jurisdictional waters in the BSA (i.e., ephemeral drainage): 

• The City shall preserve, create, and/or restore the impacted resources at a minimum ratio of 
I :1 . This work shall occur within the project impact area and/or nearby areas within the 
same watershed; or, purchase of credits at an approved mitigation bank at a minimum 1 :1 
mitigation ratio. 

• Prior to issuance of a grading permit or other authorization to proceed with project 
construction, the project proponent shall obtain any necessary permits, agreements, etc. 
from the ACOE, R WQCB, and/or CDFW. 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure BI0-5 potential impacts of the proposed project to 
jurisdictional waters would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal p ool, coastal, etc.) through 
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? (No Impact) 

Aquatic resources within the BSA are limited to non-wetland waters consisting of the ephemeral 
drainage. No potential wetlands are located within the BSA. The project would not require direct 
rernova~ filling, hydrological interruptions, or construction that would affect federally protected 
wetlands. Therefore the project would have no impact. 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? (Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

Wildlife movement corridors are linear habitats that function to connect two or more areas of 
significant wildlife habitat. These corridors may function on a local level as links between small 
habitat patches (e.g., streams in urban settings) or may provide critical connections between 
regionally significant habitats (e.g.,deermovement corridors). Wildlife corridors typically include 
vegetation and topography that facilitate the movements of wild animals from one area of suitable 
habitat to another, in order to fulfill foraging, breeding, and territorial needs. These corridors often 
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provide cover and protection from predators that may be Jacking in surrounding habitats. Wildlife 
corridors generally include riparian zones and similar linear expanses of contiguous habitat. 

There is no evidence that the grasslands provide a significant migration route. Little Dry Creek may 
provide a potential east-west movement corridor for smaller species of wildlife in the local vicinity, 
but would be outside the project area. Therefore, impacts to local wildlife movement would be minor 
and insignificant, and no mitigation would be required. 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? (Potentially Significant U11/ess Mitigation Incorporated) 

The project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. 
However, the project site is within Fresno County's General Plan area. Therefore, the following 
policies within the Fresno County General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element 11 as they 
relate to the protection of biological resources would be applicable to the project: 

• Policy OS-E.1: The County shall s upport efforts to avoid the "net" loss o f important wildlife habitat 
where practicable. In cases where habitat loss cannot be avoided, the County s hall impose adequate 
mitigation for the loss of wildlife habitat that is critical to supporting special-status species and/or 
other valuable or unique wildlife resources. Mitigation shall be at sufficient ratios to replace the 
function, and value of the habitat that was removed or degraded. Mitigation may be achieved 
through any combination of creation, restoration, conservation easements,and/or mitigation banking. 
Conservation easements should include provisions for maintenance and management in perpetuity. 
The County shall recommend coordination with the US Fish and Wildlife Service and the California 
Department of Fish and Game to ensure that appropriate mitigation measures and the concerns of 
these agencies are adequately addressed. Important habitat and habitat components include nesting, 
breeding, and foraging areas, important spawning grounds, migratory routes, migratory stopover 
areas, oak woodlands, vernal pools, wild Life movement corridors, and other unique wildlife habitats 
(e.g., alkali scrub) critical to protecting and sustaining wildlife populations. 

• Policy OS-.E.2: The County s hall require adequate buffer zones between construction activities and 
significant wildlife resources , including both onsite habitats that are purposely avoided and 
significant habitats that are adjacent to the project site, in order to avoid the degradation and 
disruption of critical life cycle activities s uch as breeding and feeding. The width of the buffer zone 
should vary depending on the location, species, etc. A final determination shall be made based on 
informal consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service and/or the California Department of 
Fish and Game. 

• Policy OS-E.6: The County shall ensure the conservation of large, continuous expanses ofnative 
vegetation to provide suitable habitat for maintaining abundant and diverse wildlife populations, as 
long as this preservation does not threaten the economic well-being of the county. 

• Policy OS-E-9: Prior to approval of discretionary development pennits, the County shall require, as 
part of any required environmental rev iew process , a biological resources evaluation of the project 
s ite by a qualified biologist. The evaluation shall be based upon field reconnaissance performed at 
tbe appropriate time of year to determine the presence or absence of significant resources and/or 
special-status plants or animals. Such evaluation will consider the potential for s igni:ficant impact on 

11 Fresno, County of, 2000, op. cit. 
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these resources and will either identify feasible mitigation measures or indicate why mitigation is not 
feasible. 

• Policy OS-F.10: The County s ha ll support State and Federal programs to acquire s ignificant fish 
and wildlife habitat areas for permanent protect ion and/or passive recreation use. 

• Policy OS-F.ll: The County shall protect significant aquatic habitats against excessive water 
withdrawals that could endanger special-status fish and wild life or would interrupt normal migratory 
patterns . 

• Policy OS-F.12: The County shall ensure the protection of fish and wildlife habitats from 
environmentally-degrading effluents o riginating from mining and construction activities that are 
adjacent to aq uatic habitats. 

• Policy OS-F.17: The County s hou ld preserve, to the maximum possible extent, areas defined as 
habitats for rare or endangered animal and plant species in a natural state consistent with State and 
Federal endangered species laws. 

As identified in the responses above, with implementation of Mitigation Measures BI0-1 through 
BI0-4, the proposed project would not have a significant impact on biological resources and would 
be consistent with the County's General P lan Polic ies. Therefore, the project would not conflict with 
adopted polices, plans, or programs protecting biological resources. There would be no impact. 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan? (No 
Impact) 

The project site is not subject to any adopted habitat conservation plan and is therefore subject to 
regulation by loca~ State, and federal laws on a case-by-case basis. As there is no adopted habitat 
conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or other approved local, regiona~ or State 
habitat conservation plan applicable to the project, no impact would occur and no mitigation would be 
required. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Cause a s ubstantial adverse change in the 
sign ificance ofa historical resource as defined in 
§ 15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the signifi­
cance of an archaeological resource pursuant to 
§ 15064.5? 

Pote ntially 
S ig nilim nt 
Im pact 

0 

0 

Potentially 
Significa nt 
Unless Less Tha n 
Mi t igation S ig nificant No 
In cor porated Impact Impact 

0 0 

0 0 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significa nt 
Impact 

c) Directly o r indirectly destroy a unique paleo nto logi- D 
cal resource o r s ite or unique geo logic feature? 

d) Disturb any human remains, inc luding those inte1Ted D 
outs ide o f formal cemeteries? 

Potentially 
Significant 
Unless Less Than 
Mitigation Significant No 
Incorporated Impact Impact 

D D 

D 0 

LSA conducted a cultural resources study for the proposed project area, which consisted of 
background research and a field survey. The purpose of this study was to identify historical resources, 
unique archaeological resources, paleontological resources (fossils), and human remains that may be 
impacted by the proposed project, as well as to recommend procedures for the mitigation of impacts 
to these resources, as appropriate. The methods and results of the cultural resources study are 
summarized below, and the analysis in this section is based on the study. 

Background Research 

Archival and background research was conducted to identify cultural resources in the project site a nd 
its vicinity. The background research consisted of a records search at the Southern San Joaquin 
Va lley Information Center (SSJVIC); a review the Sacred Lands File atthe Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) in Sacramento; and a map review. The SSJVlC, an affiliate of the State of 
California Office of Historic Preservation, is the official state repository of cultural resource records 
and reports for Fresno County. The NAHC maintains the Sacred Lands File, which depicts reported 
locations of resources with cultural or religious significance to local Native American tribes. 

The record search did not identify any cultural resources in the project area; however, one prehistoric 
archaeological cultural resource (CA-FRE-1391 /P- I 0-000139) and one historic-period archeologica l 
cultural resource (CA-FRE-630H/P-10-000630) were identified within 0.5 miles of the project area. 

A review of the NAHC Sacred Lands File for any Native American cultural resources located in or 
adjacent to the project site, received a response stating that "A search of the SLF was completed for 
the USGS quadrangle information provided with negative results." 

Field Survey 

A qualified archaeologist conducted a field survey of the project area and although the project area is 
almost entirely paved, exposed soils were present on the road shoulders, particularly on the south side 
of the road above the road cut. Exposed soils were examined for evidence of archaeological cultural 
resources. 

No cultural resources were identified within the project area during the field survey; however, a 
previously recorded prehistoric site (CA-FRE-1391/P-10-001391) is recorded in the vicinity. 
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a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in 
§ 15 064. 5? (Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated) 

For a cultural resource to be considered a historical resource (i.e., eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources), it generally must be 50 years or older. No buildings are located on 
the project site; therefore the project site does not appear to have important historical associations that 
would qualify as historical resources under CEQA. Neither the background research nor the field 
survey identified historical resources in the project site. Archaeological sites are first assessed under 
CEQA to determine if they qualify as historical resources; if not, they are then assessed as potential 
unique archaeological resources. 

Built Environment 

No built-environment historical resources are present on or adjacent to the project site. Consequently, 
no mitigation measures for built-environment historical resources are necessary. No significant 
impacts on built-environment historical resources would be affected by the project. 

Archeological Sites 

The background research and field survey did not identify any archaeological resources within the 
project area. The majority of the project area is paved over, and most of the native ground surface that 
could reveal indications of a rchaeological cultural resources was not visible during the field survey. 
Prehistoric archeological site CA-FRE- 1391/P-10-001391 is recorded in the vicinity. 

The project area is sensitive for buried archaeological cultural resources based on (1) its proximity to 
previously recorded archaeological site CA-FRE-1 391/P-10-001391; and (2) an environmental setting 
conducive to prehistoric activity (i.e., the proximity of Little Dry Creek). Project-related ground 
disturbance, including excavation, earthwork, grading, construction of concrete dikes and utilities, 
and equipment staging could damage or destroy previously unidentified archaeological deposits that 
qualify as historical resources or archeological resources under CEQA. Such deposits could be 
disturbed by project construction, which would result in a significant impact under CEQA Guidelines 
§ 15064.5.The following mitigation measure is proposed to reduce the project's potential impacts to 
previously unidentified resources. 

Mitigation Measure CUL T-1: The City shall retain a qualified archaeologist to monitor 
construction-related ground disturbance within the project area. The monitoring shall continue 
until grading and excavation is complete, or until the monitoring archaeologist, based on field 
observations, is satisfied that there is a low potential for encountering intact archaeological 
cultural resources and/or human remains. 

If archaeological materials are encountered, work shall be halted in the immediate vicinity 
while the archaeological monitor assesses the nature of the deposit. 

If the deposit is intact, it shall be evaluated for its eligibil ity for inclusion in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, in coordination with representatives from the City and 
applicable tribal groups. If the evaluation determines that the deposit is neither a historical nor a 
unique archaeologica l resource, the avoidance of potential impacts to the deposit is not 
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necessary. If the deposit is eligible, impacts to the resource should be mitigated. Mitigation may 
consist of excavating the archaeological deposit in accordance with a data recovery plan (see 
CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(b)(3)(C)), developed in consultation with tribal representatives; 
recording the resource; preparing a report of findings; and/or accessioning recovered 
archaeological materials at an appropriate curation facility. Public educational outreach may 
also be appropriate. Upon completion of the evaluation and, if necessary, the archaeologist 
shall prepare a draft report to document the methods and results of the investigation(s ). The 
draft report shall be submitted to the City of Clovis, the descendant community involved in the 
investigation(s), and the SSJVIC. 

Mitigation Measure CULT-1 would mitigate potential impacts to previously unidentified resources to 
a less-than-significant level by identifying and, where feasible, avoiding potential impacts to intact 
archaeological deposits. Where avoidance is not feasible, the mitigation would offset the potential 
loss of a sensitive resource by recovering, through documentation or excavation, the scientifically 
consequential data contained in the deposit that would otherwise be lost due to construction-related 
disturbance. 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant 
to§ 15 064. 5? (Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated) 

Archeological resources are discussed under Section V.a above. Mitigation Measure CULT- I, as 
presented in Section V .a, shall be implemented to address potential impacts to archaeological 
resources. Implementation of this mitigation measure would reduce potential impacts to these 
resources to less than significant, and therefore would not cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archeological resource. 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature? (No Impact) 

The project area lies at the mapped boundary of a granitic geologic formation to the south and a 
Pleistocene Epoch (2 million to 11 ,000 years ago) non-marine geological formation to the north 
Granitic formations are igneous (volcanic) in origin and cannot contain fossil resources. The 
Pleistocene formation consists of alluvium that may be sensitive for terrestrial fossil resources. Soils 
mapping, however, depicts the project site as consisting of recently deposited soils derived from 
granitic parent material. Soils derived from granitic parent material are not sensitive for fossil 
resources. In addition, the project's grading activities would take place on the south side of the road 
mapped as granitic. As the project would be constructed in soils derived from granitic parent materia~ 
it would not directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature. 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries? (Potentially 
Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated) 

Prehistoric archaeological sites in the project area are known to contain Native American skeletal 
remains. Although no such remains have been identified within the project site, there is a possibility 
of encountering such remains, either in isolation or with prehistoric archaeological deposits. Such 
remains could be uncovered during project ground-disturbing activities. Based on the significance 
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criteria identified above, the project would have a significant effect on the environment if it would 
disturb human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Implementation of 
Mitigation Measure CULT-2 would reduce impacts to human remains. 

Mitigation Measure CUL T-2: If human remains are encountered, work within 25 feet of the 
discovery should be redirected and the Fresno County Coroner notified immediately. At the 
same time, an archaeologist shall be contacted to assess the situation and consuh with agencies 
as appropriate. Project personnel shall not collect or move any human remains and associated 
materials. If the human remains are ofNative American origin, the Coroner must notify the 
NAHC within 24 hours of this identification. The N AHC would identify a MLD to inspect the 
site and provide recommendations for the proper treatment of the remains and associated grave 
goods. Upon completion of the assessment, the archaeologist shall prepare a report document­
ing the methods and results of the assessment, and provide recommendations for the treatment 
of the human remains and any associated cultural materials, as appropriate and in coordination 
with the recommendations of the MLD. The report would be submitted to the City of Clovis 
and the SSJVIC. 

Mitigation Measure CULT-2 would mitigate this potential impact to a less-than-significant level 
through adherence to the requirements of California Health and Safety Code §7050.5. These 
provisions require the involvement of descendant communities to ensure that such remains are treated 
in a respectful manner and that their disposition would include measures to prevent future 
disturbance. 

Potentially 
Significant 

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

Vl GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential s ubstantial 
adverse effects , including the ris k of loss, injury, o r 
death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as D D D 
delineated on the mos t recent A lquist-Priolo 
F.arthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologis t for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Divis ion of Mines and Geo logy Special 
Publication 42. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? D D D 181 

iii) Seis mic-related ground failure, including D D IZI 0 
liquefaction? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 
Impact Jn co rpo rated Impact Im pact 

VL GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project: 

iv) Lands I ides? D D ~ D 

b) Result in substantial so il erosion or the loss of D ~ D D 
topso il? 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, D D D 
or that would become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction 
or collapse? 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18- D D D 
1-8 of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

e) Have so ils incapable of adequately supporting the D D 0 
use of septic tanks or alternative was te water 
disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of waste water? 

Environmental Setting 

California is geologically active and has the potential to expose people and structures to hazards. 
Fresno County is located within Seismic Zone 3 wherein the hazards associated with ground shaking 
are considered to be minimal. 12 Proper design and construction would reduce the potential for adverse 
effects to people and structures. 

A Geotechnical Report was prepared for the proposed project by Moore Twining Associates, Inc. in 
2015, including borings at a total of four locations, laboratory testing and preparation of recommen­
dations for des ign and construction of the proposed project. 13 Two cores were conducted within the 
eastbound lane of Auberry Road and two borings were drilled south of the edge of pavement of 
Auberry Road. The asphalt concrete section was cored at two locations, and the existing structural 
section thicknesses were recorded. The two borings drilled south of the pavement edge were intended 
to assess the subgrade soil conditions in the vicinity of the proposed cuts. Soils within the project area 
include near surface silty sands and sandy Jean clays. Several of the following responses are based on 
the fmdings presented in the report. 

12 California Seismic Safety Commission, 2005. Homeowner 's Guide to Earthquake Safety. July I . Available on line 
at: www.seismic.ca.gov/oub/CSSC 2005-01 HOG.pd( (accessed August 2016). 

13 Moore Twining Associates, Tnc. 2015. Geotechnical Engineer ing Investigation CJP 15-13 Landfill Lefl Turn Lane 
- I 5679 Auberry Road. November 13. 
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a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, 
injury, or death involving: O Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area 
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42; ii) Strong seismic groundshaking; iii) Seismic-related ground 
fa ilure, including liquefaction; iv) Landslides? 

O Rupture of a Known Earthquake Fault (No Impact) 

The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act and the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act require the 
State Geologist to delineate regulatory "Zones of Required Investigation" to reduce the threat to 
public health and safety and to minimiz.e the loss of life and property posed by earthquake-triggered 
ground failures. According to the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map, 14 areas within Fresno 
County are located within a fault-rupture hazard zone. However, according to the California Geologic 
Survey (CGS) Information Warehouse: Regulatory Maps, the project site is not located within the 
Regulatory Maps zone. 15 In addition, the proposed project does not include new structures; therefore, 
the proposed project would not expose people or structures to potential risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving rupture of a known earthquake zone. 

ii) Strong Seismic Ground Shaking (No Impact) 

A number of active and potentially-active faults are located within and adjacent to Fresno County. 
Although most of Fresno County is situated within an area of relatively low seismic activity, by 
comparison to other areas of the state, the faults and fault systems that lie along the eastern and 
western boundaries of the county, as well as other regional faults, have the potential to produce high­
magnitude earthquakes throughout the county. 16 The most likely geologic hazard associated with 
ea1thquakes for the Fresno County area is ground shaking, rather than surface rupture or ground 
failure. 17 However, due to the distance to the known faults, hazards due to ground shaking would be 
minimal. Additionally, no structures are proposed as part of the project. Therefore, no impacts related 
to strong seismic ground shaking would occur. 

iii) Seismic-Related Ground Failure, Including Liquefaction (Less-Tltan-Significa11t Impact) 

Soil liquefaction is primarily caused by saturated soil layers, located close to the ground surface, 
losing strength during ground shaking. Due to the loss of strength, the soil acquires "mobility" 
allowing both horizontal and vertical movements to occur. Soils that are most susceptible to 
liquefaction are loose, uniformly graded, saturated, fine-grained sands that lie relatively close to the 
ground surface. Soils within the project area include near surface silty sands and sandy lean clays. 

14 California Geologic Survey, 20 I 0. Cities and Counties Affected by Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Faull Zones. 
Website: www.conservation ca govfcgs (accessed August 2016). January. 

I } California Geologic Survey. 2015 CGS Information Warehouse: Regulatory Maps. Website: 
maps conservat ion.ca.20v/cgs/infonnatjonwarehouse/index.html?map= regu latory maps (accessed August 20 16). 

16 Fresno, County of, 2000, op. cit. 
17 lbid. 
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Although the project site is adjacent to slopes, no structures are proposed as part of the project. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial effects 
associated with seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction. Therefore, this impact is less 
than significant. 

iv) Landslides (Less-Tlian-Signijicantlmpad) 

According to mapping provided in the CGS Information Warehouse: Landslides, the project site is 
not within a landslide hazard zone. 18 Jn addition, the proposed project does not include new 
structures. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects associated with landslides and impacts related to landslides would be less 
than significant. 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? (Potentially Significant Unless 
Mitigation Incorporated) 

Implementation of the proposed project would include grading activities that could result in short­
term soil erosion during the construction period. Exposed soils are considered erodible when 
subjected to concentrated surface flow or wind. Mitigation Measures GE0-1 and GE0-2, described 
below, would reduce the potential for soil erosion. 

Mitigation Measure GE0-1 : Prior to the start of grading, the City shall prepare an Erosion 
Control Plan for the project in conformance with the California Storm Water Best Management 
Practice Handbook for Construction Activity to be implemented during construction to reduce 
the potential for soil erosion. 

Mitigation Measure GE0-2: The City shall implement all applicable recommendations, design 
criteria, and specifications for construction and grading of the slope set forth in the Geotech­
nical Report to reduce erosion and instability. The following strategies are considered to be 
applicable, feasible , and effective in reducing erosion and instability generated by the project: 

• Cut slopes up to about 15 feet high shall be graded at 2H to 1 V or flatter for stability. 

• The City sha ll ma intain a minimum horizontal setback of 3 feet between the toe of an 
ascending slope and the paved edge of the roadway to allow for sediment to be removed 
periodically from the base of the slopes. 

• The City shall provide lined (concrete or asphalt) brow ditches, "I-gutters," or swales 
above the top of cut slopes to collect surface runoff trending toward the slope and reduce 
the potential for erosion and/or instability. 

• The existing bushes, native grasses, and weeds shall remain on the slopes where possible. If 
the existing vegetation is disturbed, shallow rooted ground cover, as well as deeper rooted 
trees or shrubs, shall be pJanted on the disturbed portions of the slopes to reduce erosion 
and aid in superficial slope stability. 

18 California Geologic Survey. 2015 CGSJnformation Warehouse: Landslides. Website: maps.conservation.ca.gov/ 
cgs/informationwarehouse/index.htm!?map=regu !atory maps (accessed August 2016). 
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• Iffuture erosion or instability in the form of slides, debris or earth flow, accelerated 
erosion, or other forms of slope instability occur on native or graded site slopes, a 
geotechnica l engineer shall be contacted to provide recommendations for repair, and the 
distressed areas shall be repaired as soon as possible. 

• Temporary excavations shall be constructed in accordance with CAL OSHA requirements. 
Temporary cut slopes shall not be steeper than 1.5:1, horizontal to vertical, and flatter if 
possible. If excavations cannot meet these criteria, the temporary excavations shall be 
shored. 

• Tn no case shall excavations extend below a I.SH to IV zone below utilities or foundations. 
Excavations which are required to be advanced below the l.SH to IV envelope shall be 
shored to support the soils, foundations , and slabs. 

• Shoring shall be designed by an engineer with experience in designing shoring systems and 
registered in the State of California. 

• Excavation stability shall be monitored by the contractor. In the event that tens ion cracks or 
distress to the structure occurs, during or after excavation, the City and the geotechnical 
engineer shall be notified immediately and the contractor shall take appropriate actions to 
minimize further damage or injury. 

• In the event that the earthwork operations for this project are conducted such that the 
construction sequence is not continuous, (or if construction operations disturb the surface 
soils) the exposed subgrade to receive floor slabs shall be tested to verify adequate 
compaction and/or moisture conditioning. If adequate compaction or moisture contents are 
not verified, the fill soils shall be over-excavated, scarified, moisture conditioned and 
compacted as recommended in the Recommendations section of the Geotechnical Report. 

In addition, soil erosion and loss of topsoil would be minimized through implementation of 
SVJAPCD fugitive dust control measures (Mitigation Measure AJR-1) and compliance with the 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements. See Sections III.b 
and VJII.a for further discussion of soil erosion and loss of topsoil. With implementation of these 
measures, the potential impacts of the proposed project to soil erosion and loss of topsoil would be 
considered Less than significant. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result 
of the proj ect, and potentially result in on-or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? (Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

See VI.a .iii. and VI.a.iv. above. The slope on the south side of Auberry Road would require grading 
and, therefore, would result in a grade change and change in topography. However, as discussed in 
Sections VI.a.iii and VI.a.iv above, the project site is not located within a landslide hazard zone. 
Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994) , 
creating substantial risks to life or property? (Less-Than-Significant Impact) 
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Expansive soils can swell or shrink in response to changes in moisture, which can significantly 
damage infrastructure located on expansive soils. The type and amount of silt and clay in a soil will 
determine the expansion potential. Soils comprised of sand and gravel are not expansive soils. Soils at 
the proposed project site generally consist of surface silty sands and sandy lean clays. Therefore, the 
project would not create substantial risks to life or property due to expansive soils. 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water? (No Impact) 

The proposed project would not require the use of septic tanks or other alternative waste water 
disposal systems. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

VD. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would lhe project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emiss ions, e ither directly o r D 
indirectly, that may have a s ignificant impact on the 
enviro nment? 

b) Conflict with an app licable plan , po licy or regu lat ion D 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emiss ions of 
g reenhouse gas es? 

Environmental Setting 

Potentially 
Significant 
Unless Less ll1an 
Mitigation Significant No 
Incorporated Im pact Im pact 

D D 

D D 

The proposed project is pa1t of the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin, which is managed by the San Joaquin 
Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJV APCD). 

Greenhouse gases (GHGs) are present in the atmosphere naturally, are released by natural SOW"ces, or 
are formed from secondary reactions taking place in the atmosphere. The gases that are widely seen 
as the principal contributors to human-induced global climate change are: 

• Carbon dioxide (C02); 

• Methane (CH4); 

• Nitrous oxide (N20); 

• Hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs ); 

• Perfluorocarbons (PFCs ); and 

• Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6) . 
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Over the last 200 years, humans have caused substantial quantities of GHGs to be released into the 
atmosphere. These extra emissions are increasing GHG concentrations in the atmosphere and enhanc­
ing the natural greenhouse effect, which is believed to be causing global warming. While manmade 
GHGs include naturally-occurring GHGs such as C02, CH4, and N 20, some gases, like HFCs, PFCs, 
and SF6 are completely new to the atmosphere. 

Certain gases, such as water vapor, are short- lived in the atmosphere. Others remain in the atmos­
phere for significant periods of time, contributing to climate change in the long term. Water vapor is 
excluded from the list of GHGs above because it is short-lived in the atmosphere and its atmospheric 
concentrations are largely determined by natural processes, such as oceanic evaporation. 

These gases vary considerably in terms of Global Warming Potential (GWP), which is a concept 
developed to compare the ability of each GHG to trap heat in the atmosphere relative to another gas. 
The GWP is based on several factors, including the relative effectiveness of a gas to absorb infrared 
radiation and length of time that the gas remains in the atmosphere ("atmospheric Lifetime"). The 
GWP of each gas is measured relative to C02, the most abundant GHG; the defmition of GWP for a 
particular GHG is the ratio of heat trapped by one unit mass of the GHG to the ratio of heat trapped 
by one unit mass of C02 over a specified time period. GHG emissions are typically measured in terms 
of pounds or tons of "C02 equivalents" (C02e ). 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 
impact on the environment? (Less-Tltan-Signiftcant Impact) 

Short-Term (Construction) Emissions. Construction activities, such as site preparation, sit.e 
grading, on-site heavy-duty construction vehicles, equipment hauling materials to and from the site, 
and motor vehicles transporting the construction crew would produce combustion emissions from 
various sources. During construction of the proposed project, GHGs would be emitted through the 
operation of construction equipment and from worker and builder supply vendor vehicles, each of 
which typically uses fossil-based fuels to operate. The combustion of fossil-based fuels creates GHGs 
such as C02, CH4, and N20. Furthermore, CH4 is emitted during the fue ling of heavy equipment 
Exhaust emissions from on-site construction activities would vary daily as construction activity levels 
change. According to the results of the RoadMod analysis, the project would generate 72.37 metric 
tons C02e construction emissions. Implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR-1 would further 
reduce construction GHG emissions by limiting construction idling emissions. Therefore, constmc­
tion emissions would not be considered significant. 

Long-Term (Operational) Emissions. Long-term air emissions impacts are associated with 
any change in permanent use for the project site by on-site stationary and off-site mobile sources that 
substantially increase vehicle trip emissions. No stationary sources are associated with the proposed 
project. The proposed project would not result in an increase in traffic on area roadways. Vehicle 
emissions associated with the proposed project would be similar to what occurs under existing 
conditions as the project would accommodate existing and projected demand. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not result in an increase in any long-term GHG emissions. As such, the proposed 
project would not generate GHG emissions that would have a significant impact on the environment. 
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b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted/or the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of greenhouse gases? (Less-Tl1an-Significantlmpact) 

In August 2008, the SJV APCD adopted the Climate Change Action P lan (CCAP). 19 The CCAP 
directed the SJV APCD to develop guidance to assist lead agencies, project proponents, permit 
applicants, and interested parties in assessing and reducing the impacts of project specific greenhouse 
gas emissions on global climate change. 

In December 2009, the SJV APCD adopted the guidance: Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in 
Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects under CEQA 20 and the policy: District Policy -
Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for Stationary Source Projects Under CEQA When Serving as 
the Lead Agency. 21 The guidance and policy rely on the use of performance based standards, 
otherwise known as Best Performance Standards (BPS),22 to assess significance of project-specific 
greenhouse gas emissions on global climate change during the environmental review process, as 
required by CEQA. Projects implementing BPS in accordance with SJVAPCD's guidance would be 
determined to have a less-than-significant individual and cumulative impact on greenhouse gas 
emissions and would not require project specific quantification of greenhouse gas emissions. 

The BPS include standards related to Bicycle/Pedestrian!fransit Measures, Parking Measures, Site 
Design Measures, Mixed-use Measures, Building Component Measures, and Transportation Demand 
Management Measures and are not specifically applicable to this tum lane project. The BPS do not 
include measures related to construction. 

Projects not implementing BPS would require quantification of project specific greenhouse gas 
emissions. To be determined to have a less-than-significant individual and cumulative impact on 
greenhouse gas emissions, such projects must be determined to have reduced or mitigated greenhouse 
gas emissions by 29 percent, consistent .with greenhouse gas emission reduction targets established in 
California Air Resources Board's (ARB) AB 32 Scoping Plan. Construction emissions, as discussed 
above, would be minimal and would cease once the project is completed. Additionally, as discussed 
above, the proposed project would not generate Jong-term GHG emissions. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not generate substantial GHG emissions that would have a significant effect on the 
environment and would be consistent with the SJV APCD's CCAP. Therefore, the proposed project 

19 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2008. Climate Change Action Plan. November. 

20 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2009. Guidance for Valley Land-Use Agencies in Addressing 
GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects under CEQA. Available online at : www.valleyair.org/programs/CCAP/12-l7-
09/3%20CCA P%20-%20FIN AL%20LU%20G uidance%20-%20Dec%2017%202009.p df (accessed August 2016). 
December 17. 

21 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2009. Address ing GHG Emission .Impacts for Stationary Source 
Projects under CEQA When Serving as the lead Agency. Available online at : www. valley ajr org/Programs/CCAP /12-l 7-
09a%20CCAP%20-%20FIN AL %20D istrict %20Policy %20CEOA %20GH G%20-%20Dec%2017%202009.p d f (accessed 
August 2016). December 17. 

22 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2009. Final Staff Report Appendix J: GHG Emission Reduction 
Measures - Development Projects. Available on line at : www.vallevair.org/Programs/CCAP/bps/Appendix"/o20.T%20-
%20Dec%2017%202009.pdf(accessed August 2016). December 17. 
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would not conflict with plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG 
emissions. This impact would be less than significant. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Signifirnnt Mitigation Significant 
Impact Incorporated Impact 

Vlll HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. 
Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the D D 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

b) Create a significant haiard to the public or the D D 
environment through reasonably fo reseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 0 D D 
acutely hazardous materials, substanccs, orwas te 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

d) Be located on a s ite which is included on a lis t o f D D D 
hazardous materials sites compiled purs uant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a res ult, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public o r 
the environment? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan D D D 
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, with in 
two miles ofa public airport or public use airport, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area? 

t) For a project located within the vicinity of a private D D D 
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the project area? 
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Vlll. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. 
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

g) Impair implementation ofor physically interfere with D 
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

h) Expose people or structures to a sign ificant risk of D 
loss, injury or death involving wild land fires , 
including where wild lands are adjacent to urbanized 
areas or where residences are intermixed with 
wild lands? 

Environmental Setting 

Potentially 
Significant 
Unless Less Thao 
Mitigation Significant No 
Incorporated Impact Impact 

D D 

D D 

The area immediately surrounding the proposed project consists of foothill grass lands. No gas 
stations, industrial facilities, or dry cleaners are located in the immediate area. 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, 
or disposal of hazardous materials? (Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

Construction of the proposed project would require the use of heavy equipment and the installation of 
new pavement. Hazardous materials such as fuel, asphalt, and solvents would be used during 
construction. However, all materials used during construction would be contained, stored, and 
handled in compliance with applicable standards and regulations established by the Department of 
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and 
the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA). No manufacturing, industrial, or other 
uses utilizing large amounts of hazardous materials would occur within the project site. The use of 
hazardous materials would be confined to the project construction period. Therefore, the proposed 
project would have a less-than-significant impact associated with the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials, and no mitigation is required. 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable 
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? (Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

See Section Vll1.a above. The proposed project would not result in a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through a reasonably foreseeable upset or accidental condition re lated to the 
release of hazardous materials. No mitigation is required. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? (No Impact) 
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The project site is not located within 0.25 miles of any existing school The proposed project would 
not result in the use or emission of substantial quantities of hazardous materials that would pose a 
human or environmental health risk. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
result in the use or emission of haz:i.rdous materials that would adversely affect an existing school. 

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant 
to Government Code Section 65962. 5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to 
the public or the environment? (No lmpad) 

According to the DTSC EnviroStor database, 23 the project site is not located on a federal superfund 
site, State response site, voluntary cleanup site, school cleanup site, evaluation site, school 
investigation site, military evaluation site, tiered permit site, or corrective action site. The project site 
is not included on the list of haz:i.rdous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5. 24 As a result, no impacts related to this issue are anticipated, and no mitigation is 
required. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a 
safety hazard f or people residing or working in the project area? (No Impact) 

The proposed project is not located within 2 miles of a public airport or a public use airport and is not 
within an airport land use plan. The nearest airport, Fresno Yosemite International Airport, is located 
approximately 16 miles south of the project area. Operations at the Fresno Yosemite International 
Airport are not expected to pose a safety hazard at the project site. Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed project would not expose persons to airport-related hazards, and no impact would occur. No 
mitigation is required. 

j) For a project located within the vicinity of a p rivate a irstrip, would the proj ect result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the p roj ect area? (No Impact) 

See Section VIII.e, above. No haz:i.rdous impacts related to the s ite's proximity to a private airport 
facility would occur, and no mitigation is required. 

g) Impair implementation of or physically inteifere with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? (Less-Than-Significm1t Impact) 

The proposed project would not interfere with or impair implementation of an emergency response 
plan or evacuation plan. Implementation of the proposed project would widen Auberry Road to 
accommodate a new left turn lane, and the roadway would operate more efficiently as a result. The 
proposed project would improve circulation of traffic in the vicinity of the project site, thereby 
potentially improving access for emergency response or emergency evacuation. Therefore the 

13 California Department ofToxic Substances Control, 2007. EnviroStor. Website: www.envirostor.dtscca.gov/ 
lUJ..l2Jk (accessed August 2016). 

24 California Environmental Protection Agency, 2011 . Government Code Section 65962.S(a). Website: 
www.calepa.ca.oov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectjonA.btm (accessed August 2016). October 6. 
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proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact on an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan. 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wild land fires, 
including where wild/ands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intenni:xed 
with wild/ands? (No Impact) 

Implementation of the proposed project would not change the degree of exposure to wildfires, 
because no new housing or businesses would be constructed. Therefore, the proposed project would 
not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Thao 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 
Impact Incorporated Impact Im pact 

IX. HYDROWGY AND WATER QUALITY. 
Would the project: 

a) Vio late any water quality s tandards o r waste D D 0 
discharge requirements? 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater s upplies or D D D 
interfere s ubstantially with groundwater recharge 
s uch that there wou ld be a net deficit in aquifer 
vo lume or a lowering of the local groundwater table 
level (e.g ., the production rate of pre-existing nearby 
wells would drop to a level wh ich would not support 
existing land uses or planned uses fo r which permits 
have been granted)? 

c) Subs tantially alter the existing drainage pattern of D D 0 
the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the courseofa stream or river, in a manner which 
wou ld result in substantial eros ion or s iltat ion on- or 
off-s ite? 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of D D 0 
the s ite o r area, including through the a lteration of 
the courseofa stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would resu lt in flooding on- or off-
s ite? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 
Impact Incorporated Im pact Impact 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. 
Would the project: 

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 0 0 D 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
s tonnwater drainage systems or provide substantial 
additional sources of polluted runoff? 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 0 0 0 ~ 

g) Place housing with in a 100-year flood hazard area as 0 0 0 ~ 
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 0 0 0 
which would impede or redirect flood flows ? 

i) E."<Pose people or structures to a significant risk of 0 0 0 
loss , injury or death involving flooding, including 
flooding of as a result of the failure ofa levee or 
dam? 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mud flow? 0 0 D 

Environmental Setting 

The proposed project is located in Fresno County and is within the jurisdiction of the Central Valley 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (R WQCB). 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? (Potentially Significant 
Unless Mitigation Incorporate<I) 

Implementation of the proposed project would include the widening of Auberry Road to accommo­
date a left turn lane. Pollutants of concern during construction include sediments, trash, petroleum 
products, concrete waste (dry and wet), sanitary waste, and chemicals. During construction activities, 
exposed excavated soils would have an increased potential for wind and water erosion, which could 
result in temporary minimal increases in sediment load in nearby water bodies. Any potential short­
term water quality effects from project related construction activities would be minimized and 
reduced through implementation of Mitigation Measure HYDRO- I, as follows. 
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Mitigation Measure H YDR0-1: To minimize any potential short-term water quality effects 
from project-related construction activities, the project contractor shall implement BMPs in 
conformance with the Caltrans Statewide National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) and California Storm Water Best Management Practice Handbook for Construction 
Activity. The proposed project shall comply with existing regulatory requirements, including 
the Water Pollution Control Preparation (WPCP) Manual. 

In addition, implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be required 
under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) to regulate water quality 
associated with construction activities. 

The proposed project is located approximately 120 feet south of the nearest water body, the Little Dry 
Creek. As discussed in the Project Description, construction of the project would include extension of 
the underground drainage pipes under Auberry Road. An ephemeral drainage is also located near the 
project s ite; the drainage flows south to north, passing beneath Auberry Road through a corrugated 
pipe culvert, before discharging into Little Dry Creek. 

Storrnwater runoff would be handled by the existing storm drain system. Operation of the proposed 
roadway could result in surface water pollution associated with leaking oil and other automotive 
fluids . These pollutants could enter creeks through the storm drain system during periods of heavy 
precipitation. Implementation of Mitigation Measure HYDR0-2, described below, would ensure that 
stormwater runoff from the widened roadway would be appropriately managed to prevent pollutants 
from being discharged into creeks. 

Mitigation Measure HYDR0-2: The City shall incorporate Design Pollution Prevention (OPP) 
and Treatment Control BMPs into the project design in accordance with the standards outlined 
in Caltrans ' Storrnwater Quality Handbook: Project Planning and Design Guide. The City shall 
coordinate with the RWQCB with respect to feasibility, maintenance, and monitoring of 
Treatment Control BMPs as set forth in Caltrans' Statewide Stormwater Management Plan 
(SWMP). 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures HYDRO- I and HYDR0-2, would reduce the proposed 
project' s potential impact to water quality standards or waste discharge requirements to a less-than­
significant level. 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)? (No 
Impact) 

The proposed project would not affect an aquifer or the local water table. The proposed project would 
not require the use of groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. 
There would be no impact. 
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c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the 
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial 
erosion or s ilta ti on on- or off-site? (Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation I ncorporatetl) 

The slope on the south side of Auberry Road would require grading to accommodate the road 
widening. The excavation and grading would alter the existing topography, which could result in a 
change in drainage patterns and could expose native soils to the effects associated with wind and 
water erosion unless adequate measures are taken to limit the transport of soils in surface water from 
the site to downstream locations. 

Precise details of project construction are not yet available. However, Mitigation Measure GE0-2 
would require the proposed project to implement all applicable construction recommendations, design 
criteria, and specifications set forth in the Geotechnical Report. 

Compliance with Mitigation Measure GE0-2 would implement various design strategies for slope 
grading and drainage recommended by the Geotechnical Report that are applicable to the project to 
reduce erosion and instability. With implementation of these measures, the project's potential impacts 
to on-site flooding, erosion, and siltation would be considered less than significant. 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the 
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of 
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site? (Potentially 
Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated) 

See Section IX.c, above. With implementation of Mitigation Measure GE0-2, the proposed project 
would not substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff that would result in flooding on­
or off-site. No mitigation is required. 

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 
(Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

The proposed project would result in construction of a new roadway surface. Runoff resulting from 
rainfall on the proposed impervious surface would be collected via the existing drainage system as 
well as proposed improvements. As described in Section IX.b, above, the project would not 
contribute significantly more runoff or polluted water than produced by the existing roadway. 
Therefore, potential impacts related to stormwater runoff are considered less than significant. 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? (No Impact) 

See Section IX.a above. 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? (No Impact) 

No housing units are proposed as part of the project; therefore the proposed project would not place 
housing within a 100-year flood hazard area. 

P:ICITl601 Cb,isU.clHI Ldl Tum LarclPRODUCTSIRochaia!ed N>lic Rnrw\Oovis IS-MND Prinl:hockcb:x( l11ll / 17) RECIRCUl.ATED PUBLJC REVIEW DRAFT 46 



LSA A:ISOCIATE9, INC . 
DECEMBER. 2017 

0 LOVlS LANDFILL LEFT TUl.N LANE PR.OJEOT 
INITIAL STUDY/ MITIGATED NE G ATIVE DECLARATION 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirectfl.ood 
flows? (No Impact) 

No structures are proposed as part of the project; therefore the proposed project would not place 
structures within a I 00-year flood area that would impede or redirect flood flows. 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injw·y or death involvingflooding, 
includingfloodingof as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? (No Impact) 

No new buildings or structures are proposed as part of the project; therefore the proposed project 
would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding, 
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam. 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudjlow? (Less-Tllan-Sig11ijicant Impact) 

Although slopes are located adjacent to the project site, with implementation of Mitigation Measure 
GE0-2, the risk from mudflow would be low. Furthermore, no enclosed bodies of water are in close 
enough proximity to create a potential risk for seiche or a tsunami at the project s ite. Therefore, 
potential hazards from inundation from seiche, tsunami, or mudflow would be less than significant 
and no mitigation is required. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Un less Less Than 
Significa nt Mitigation Significant No 
Impact Incorporated Impact lm pact 

x. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? D D ~ D 

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

c) Conflict with any applicable hab.itat conservation plan D D D 
or natural community conservation plan? 
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Environmental Setting 

The project is located adjacent to the Clovis Landfill entrance in an area consisting of foothill 
grassland. The zoning near the project area consists of Open Conservation and Public/Quasi-Public 
Facilities land uses as designated by the Fresno County General Plan25 and the City of Clovis General 
Plan. 26 

a) Physically divide an established community? (Less-Tha11-Sig11ijicant Impact) 

The physical division of an established community typically refers to the construction of a feature, 
such as interstate highway, or the removal of a means of access, such as a local road, that would 
impair mobility within an existing community or between a community and outlying areas. For 
example, the construction of an interstate highway through an existing community may constrain 
travel from one side of the community to another; similarly, such construction may also impair travel 
to areas outside of the community. 

In genera~ development of the proposed project would not create a physical barrier to travel within 
the project area, as it would widen an existing roadway and improve accessibility and safety in the 
area. As such, the proposed project would not divide the physical arrangement of an established 
community and this impact would be less than significant. 

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

The proposed project would acquire land along Auberry Road in order to implement the proposed 
widening. The acquisitions that are required would not affect the continued use of the properties, 
which are foothill grass lands. The proposed project would expand and introduce transportation 
facilities within an area where these uses are already present. 

Table 3 shows the estimated land use changes resulting from the proposed project. The owners of any 
properties acquired for project right-of-way would be compensated for the loss and/or use in 
accordance with State right-of-way requirements. 

T bl 3 a e : E f t d L d U Ch s 1ma e an se anges R If ti es u mg rom th p e 
APN Land Use Converted 

300-080-80 Open Conservation to Transportation 
300-080-83 ST Open Conservation to Transportation 

Source: City of Clovis, October 2017. 

25 Fresno, County of, 2000, op . cit. 
26 Clovis, City of, 2014, op . cit. 

Total 

ropose d p . t l"OjeC 
Total Area Converted 

4,175 square feet 
6,737 square feet 

10,912 square feet 

P.1cm601 CbvilLonclilll..dlTum~UCTSIR<ciltlll•cd l'lllli<R<V<w\Oo>ulS~Prinched<.00u(l1121/17) RECJRCULATF::D PUBLJC REVIEW DRAFT 48 



L S A A SSO CIAT ES , INC . 
DE C EMBER. 20 11 

O LOVIS LAN0 1 1LL LE F T TUR.N LAN!PIOJIOT 
I N I T I AL STUDY/ MI T JO ATED NE O ATIVE DECLAlATJO N 

The proposed project would not result in the introduction of new land uses on the site or in the 
surrounding area and thus, would not result in land use compatibility conflicts. The proposed project 
would extend an existing land use, transportation, to these newly acquired properties. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not conflict with existing uses and this impact would be less-than-significant. 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation p lan? 
(No Impact) 

The project site is not covered by a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. 
Therefore, the project would not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan and there would be no impact. 

XI. MINERAL R~OURCES. Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

a) Result in the loss ofavailab ility ofa known mineral 0 
resource that would be of value to the region and t he 
res idents o f the State? 

b) Res ult in the lossofavailability ofa locally- D 
important mineral resource recovery site delineated 
o n a local general plan, specific plan or other land 
use plan? 

Environmental Setting 

Pote nti:11ly 
Significa nt 
Unless Less lb an 
Mitigation Significant o 
In corpomted Im pact Im pact 

D D 

D D 

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) regulates surface mining in California. SMARA 
was adopted in 1975 to protect the State's need for a continuing supply of mineral resources and to 
protect the public and environmental health. SMA RA requires that all cities incorporate mapped 
mineral resource designations approved by the State Mining and Geology Board into their General 
Plans. 

The County' s General Plan Policy OS-C.2 refers to Figures 7-9, 7-10, and 7- 11 in the Fresno County 
General Background Report27 to determine mineral resource zones. The Background Report 
categorizes four established designations for mineral resource zones as follows: 

27 Fresno, County of. 2000. Fresno County General Plan Background Report. Webs ite: www.co.fresno.ea.us/ 
vicwdocument.as px?id=S696 (accessed August 2016). October 3. 
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• MRZ-1: Areas where adequate information indicates that no significant mineral deposits 
are present, or where it is judged that little likelihood exists for their presence. 

• MRZ-2: Areas where adequate information indicates that s ignificant mineral deposits are 
present, or where it is judged that there is a high Likelihood for the ir presence. 

• MRZ-3: Areas containing mineral deposits the significance of which cannot be evaluated 
from available data. 

• MRZ 4: Areas where available information is inadequate for ass ignment to any other 
mineral resource zone. 

Of these four categories, lands classified as MRZ-2 are of the greatest importance because they 
identify significant mineral deposits of a particular commodity. MRZ-3 areas are also of interest 
because they identify areas that may contain additional resources of economic importance. 28 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the State? (Less-Tllan-Significant Impact) 

Based on the figures in the Background Report, the proposed project is potentially located within 
MRZ-1 and MRZ-3. As discussed above, areas within MRZ-1 have no significant deposits present or 
little likelihood exists for their presence. Areas within MRZ-3 contain mineral deposits, the 
significance of which cannot be determined based on the available data. The project would result in 
disturbance to a relatively small area, and based on available da ta, a minera l resource loss associated 
with project implementation is not anticipated. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
would not result in the loss of known mineral resources or recovery sites. 

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

See Section XI.a. above. 

28 Ibid. 
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Pote ntially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 
Impact Incorporated Impact Im pact 

XII. NOISE. W ould the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels 0 0 D 
in excess of s tandards established in the local 
general p lan or noise ordina nce, o r applicable 
standards ofothe r agencies? 

b) Expos ure of persons to or generation of excessive D D D 
g rou nd borne vibration or ground borne no ise 
levels? 

c) A s ubs tantial pennanent increase in ambient noise D D D 
levels in the project v icinity above leve ls existing 
without the project? 

d) A subs tantial temporary or periodic in crease in D D D 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan D D D 
o r, where s uch a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 
would the project expose people residing o r working 
in the project a rea to excess ive noise levels? 

f) For a project within the vicinity o f a private airs trip, D D D 
wou ld the project expose people res iding or working 
in the project area to excess ive noise levels? 

Environmental Setting 

A project will normally have a significant effect on the environment related to noise if it would 
substantially increase the ambient noise levels for adjoining areas or conflict with the adopted 
environmental plans and goals of the community in which it is located. The applicable noise 
standards governing the project site are the criteria in the Fresno County General Plan Health and 
Safety Element and Chapter 8.40, Noise Control, of the Fresno County Municipal Code. 

Noise impacts can be described in three categories. The first is audible impacts that increase noise 
levels noticeable to humans. Audible increases in noise levels generally refer to a change of 3.0 
decibels (dB) or greater since this level has been found to be bare ly perceptible in exterior environ­
ments. The second category, potentially audible, is the change in the noise level between 1.0 and 3.0 
dB. This range of noise levels has been found to be noticeable only in laboratory environments. The 
last category is changes in noise level of less than 1.0 dB, which are inaudible to the human ear. Only 
audible changes in existing ambient or background noise levels are considered potentially significant. 
For the purpose of this analysis, the proposed project creates a significant noise impact if the project-
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related noise increase at an existing sensitive receptor is greater than 3 dB and the resulting noise 
level is greater than the standards cited below or if the project-related increase in noise is greater than 
5 A-weighted decibels (dBA), yet the resulting noise levels are within the applicable land use 
compatibility standards for the sensitive use. 

Certain land uses are considered more sensitive to noise than others. Examples of sensitive land uses 
include residential areas, educational facilities, hospitals, childcare facilities, and senior housing. The 
project site is located in an area consisting of foothill grasslands. The closest sensitive receptors are 
residential uses located over 1,000 feet east of the project site. 

The primary existing noise source contributing to ambient noise in the project area is traffic 
associated with Auberry Road and other noise from motor vehicles generated by engine vibrations, 
the interaction between the tires and the road, and vehicle exhaust systems. 

a) Exposure of p ersons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? (Less-Than­
Significant lnipacQ 

Short-Te rm (Construction) Noise Impacts. Short-term noise impacts would occur during 
demolition, grading and site preparation activities. Table 4 lists maximum noise levels recommended 
for noise impact assessments for typical construction equipment, based on a distance of 50 feet 
between the equipment and a noise receptor. Construction-related short-term noise levels would be 
higher than existing ambient noise levels currently in the project area but would no longer occur once 
construction of the project is completed. 

T bl 4 a e : T yp1ca IC f E onstruc 100 qmpmen tM ax1mum N. L 01se I L eves, max 

Suggested Maximum Sound Levels 
Range of Maximum Sound Levels for Analysis 

Tvoe ofEnuipment (dBA at 50 feet) (dBA at 50 feet) 

Pile Drivers 81 to 96 93 

Rock Drills 83 to 99 96 
Jackhammers 75 to 85 82 
Pneumatic Tools 78 to 88 85 
Pumps 74 to 84 80 
Scrapers 83 to 91 87 
Haul Trucks 83 to 94 88 
Cranes 79 to 86 82 
Portable Generators 71to87 80 
Rollers 75 to 82 80 
Dozers 77 to 90 85 
Tractors 77 to 82 80 

Front-End Loaders 77 to 90 86 

Hydraulic Backhoe 8 1 to90 86 
Hydraulic Excavators 8 1 to90 86 

Graders 79 to 89 86 

Air Compressors 76 to 89 86 

Trucks 81 to 87 86 

Source: Bolt, Beranek & Newman, 1987. Noise Control for Building; and Manufacturing Plants. 
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Two types of short-term noise impacts could occur during construction of the proposed project. The 
first type involves construction crew commutes and the transport of construction equipment and 
materials to the site for the proposed project, which would incrementally increase noise levels on 
roads leading to the site. As shown in Table 4, there would be a relatively high single-event noise 
exposure potential at a maximum level of 87 dBA Lnnx with trucks passing at 50 feet. 

The second type of short-term noise impact is re lated to noise generated during excavation, grading, 
and construction on the project s ite. Construction is performed in discrete steps, or phases, each with 
its own mix of equipment and, consequently, its own noise characteristics. These various sequential 
phases would change the character of the noise generated on site. Therefore, the noise levels vary as 
construction progresses. Despite the variety in the type and size of construction equipment, similarities 
in the dominant noise sources and patterns of operation allow construction-related noise ranges to be 
categorized by work phase. 

Table 4 lists maximum noise levels recommended for noise impact assessments for typical 
construction equipment, based on a distance of 50 feet between the equipment and a noise receptor. 
Typical maximum noise levels range up to 91 dBA Limx at 50 feet during the noisiest construction 
phases. The site preparation phase, including excavation and grading of the site, tends to generate the 
highest noise levels because earthmoving machinery is the noisiest construction equipment. 
Earthmoving equipment includes excavating machinery such as backfillers, bulldozers, draglines, and 
front loaders. Earthmoving and compacting equipment includes compactors, scrapers, and graders. 
Typical operating cycles for these types of construction equipment may involve l or 2 minutes of 
full-power operation followed by 3 or 4 minutes at lower power settings. 

Construction noise is permitted by the Municipal Code29 when activities occur between the hours of 
6:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and between 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on Saturdays 
and Sundays. Sensitive receptors are located over l,000 feet from the project site. Therefore, the 
closest off-site residences may be subject to short-term construction noise reaching 65 dBA L""" 
when construction is occurring at the project site boundary. Based on the substantial distance between 
receptors and the construction activities, the project would not be expected to result in the exposure of 
sensitive receptors to noise levels in excess of standards. 

Operational Noise Impacts. Implementation of the proposed project would not result in 
exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, since the project is not expected to increase vehicular traffic or other 
operational noise. The noise level would be s imilar to existing conditions and would not be 
s ignificant. Therefore, no significant long-term noise impacts would occur after construction is 
completed. 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise 
Leve Ls? (Less-Tha11-Significant I mp ad) 

Common sources of ground borne vibration and noise include trains and construction activities such 
as blasting, pile driving and operating heavy earthmoving equipment. Construction of the proposed 

29 Fresno, County of. 20 17. Code of Ordinances. Chapter 8.40 Noise Control. November 29. 
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project would involve demolition, site preparation, and construction activities but would not involve 
the use of construction equipment that would result in substantial ground-borne vibration or ground­
borne noise on properties adjacent to the project site. No pile driving or other construction activity 
that would generate very high noise levels or ground borne vibration would occur. Furthermore, 
operation of the proposed project would not generate substantial ground-borne noise and vibration. 
Therefore, the project would not result in the exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 
ground-borne noise and vibration impacts are considered Jess than significant, and no mitigation is 
required. 

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? (Less-Than-Significa11t Impact) 

As discussed in Section XII.a, above, the proposed project would not generate a significant increase 
in ambient noise levels. No substantial long-term increase in ambient noise levels is expected as a 
result of project implementation. 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? (Less-Thall-Sig11ifica11t Impact) 

Although temporary hjgh intermittent construction noise would occur at times in the project area 
during project construction, construction activity would be compliant with the County's Municipal 
Code, and construction noise would not be significant. Therefore, the project would not result in a 
substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose 
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? (No Impact) 

The proposed project is not located within 2 miles of a public or public use airport. Fresno Yosemite 
International Airport is the closest airport and is located approximately 16 miles south of the project. 
Aircraft noise is occasionally audible at the project site; however, no portion of the project site lies 
within the 65 dBA CNEL noise contours of any public airport nor does any portion of the project site 
lie within 2 miles of any private airfield or heliport. Therefore, the impact of noise levels from 
aviation sources would be less than significant. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing 
or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? (No Impact) 

See Section VIII.e. The project is not located within 2 miles of a public or public use airport and 
would not expose future site users to excessive noise levels. 
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XUI. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would th e project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Im pact 

a) lnduce substantial population growth in an area, D 
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes 
and businesses)orindircctly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other in fras tructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, D 
necess itatin g the construction of replacement hous ing 
elsewhere? 

c) Displace substantial nu mbers of people, necess itating D 
the construction ofrep lacement hous ing elsewhere? 

Environmental Setting 

Potentially 
Significant 
Unless Less Than 
Miti gation Significant No 
Incorporated Impact Impact 

D D 

D D 

D D 

The project site is located adjacent to the Clovis Landfill entrance in an area consisting of foothill 
grasslands. The proposed project would include the widening of an existing roadway to accommodate 
a left turn lane and associated roadway improvements. 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? (No Impact) 

The proposed project would result in the widening of Auberry Road. No residents are located on the 
project site. No new housing, commercial, or industrial uses would be developed as part of the 
proposed project. New infrastructure would not be extended to an undeveloped site that would allow 
for new development. Therefore, the proposed project would not directly or indirectly induce 
substantial population growth. 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? (No Impact) 

No housing or people would be displaced as a result of the proposed project. 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? (No lmpad) 

See Section XII.b. above. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation S ignificant No 
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

XlV. PUBLIC SFRVIC~. 

a) Would the project result in s ubstantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the prov ision of new 
or physically altered govemmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could caus e s ignificant en vi-
ronrnental impacts , in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance 
objectives for any of the public serv ices: 

I. Fire protection? 0 0 0 181 

ii. Police protection? 0 0 0 181 

iii. Schools? 0 0 0 181 

IV. Parks? 0 0 0 181 

v. Other public facilities? 0 0 0 181 

Environmental Setting 

The project site is located in an area that is already served by public service systems. Police 
protection services are provided by the Fresno County Sheriffs Office. Fire protection and 
emergency response services for the project site are provided by CAL FIRE Fresno -Kings Unit and 
the Fresno County Fire Protection District. 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmen­
tal facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order 
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of 
the public services: Fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, other public facilities? 
(No Impact) 

The proposed project would widen Auberry Road to provide a left turn lane into the Clovis Landfill. 
The roadway nnprovements would not result in an increase in population or facilities that would 
require the provision of new or additional fire or police services, schools, parks, or other public 
facilities, or result in the need for physically a ltered facilities. Therefore, the project would not result 
in adverse impacts associated with public services. 
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XV. RECRFA TION. 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

a) Wouldtheprojectincreasetheuseofexisting 0 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
faci lities such that s ubstantial physical deterioration 0 r 
the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

b) Does the project include recreational fac ilities or 0 
require the construction or expansion o f recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect 
on t he environment? 

Environmental Setting 

The project site does not include any recreation facilities . 

Potentially 
Sig nificant 
Unless Less lb a n 
Mitigation Significant No 
Incorporated Im pact Im pact 

0 0 

0 0 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or 
be accelerated? (No Impact) 

The proposed project would not result in an increase in the use of existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities. The proposed project would widen Auberry Road to provide a 
left turn Jane into the Clovis Landfill. The proposed project would not result in an increase to 
population growth, which could in tum increase demand for recreation facilities. Therefore, no impact 
to parks or recreational facilities would occur as a result of the proposed project. 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? (No 
Impact) 

Refer to Section XV.a. The proposed project would not include any recreational facilities nor would it 
require the construction or expansion of existing recreational facilities. Therefore, no impact would 
occur. 
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Potentially 
S ignificant 

Potentially Un less Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Signilirant No 
Impact Incorporated Impact Im pact 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, o rdinance or policy D D D 
establishing meas ures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, taking into 
account all modes of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motoriz.ed travel and relevant 
components of the circulation sys tem, including but 
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedes trian and bicycle paths, and mass 
transit? 

b) Conflict with an applicable conges tion management D D D 
program, including, but not limited to level of service 
standards and travel demand measures , or other 
standards es tabl.ished by the county conges tion 
managemen t agency for des ignated roads or 
highways? 

c) Resu lt in a change in air traffic patterns, including D D D 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in 
location that res ults in substantial safety risks? 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a des ign feature D D 0 
(e.g., s harp curves or dangerous intersections)or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equ ipment)? 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? D D D 181 

f) Conflict with adopted po lices, plans, or programs D D D 181 
regard ing public trans it, bicycle, or pedestrian 
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities? 

Environmental Setting 

The proposed project would run approximately 1,600 feet along Auberry Road. For the proposed 
alignment, Auberry Road currently has one 12-foot travel lane and one 4-foot bike lane in each 
direction, for a total road width of 32 feet. Both sides of the roadway include a flat, unpaved narrow 
shoulder. A cut slope is located adjacent to the south side of the roadway. The proposed project would 
widen the roadway by 12 feet to accommodate the new left turn lane. 
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a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for 
the performance of the c irculation system, taking into account all modes of transportation 
including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation 
system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and 
bicycle paths, and mass transit? (Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation IncorporatetO 

The proposed project would widen Auberry Road to include a left turn lane into the Clovis Landfill. It 
would not generate new vehicle trips and would improve traffic conditions on Auberry Road by 
clearly delineating the through lanes and the turning lane. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
result in any new traffic that could exceed the capacity of the street system. 

Although the proposed project itself would not generate new vehicle trips, construction of the project 
could result in a temporary increase in traffic volumes and disruption of traffic flow during 
construction activities. Construction is anticipated to take approximately 30 days. Construction 
activities would be conducted between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. Monday through Friday 
and potentially between 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on Saturdays and Sundays. 3° Construction of the 
proposed project is not anticipated to result in the closure of Auberry Road. Implementation of the 
following mitigation measure would reduce the impact of construction traffic on the adjacent 
roadways to a less-than-significant level. 

Mitigation Measure TRANS- I: Prior to construction, the City shall develop a construction 
traffic management plan that specifies measures that would reduce impacts to motor vehicle, 
bicycle, pedestrian, and transit circulation. The construction traffic management plan shaU 
include the following: 
• Disclosure of all planned construction activity (such as provisions for staging, grading, and 

trash removal) and duration. 

• Location of construction staging areas for materials, equipment, and vehicles. 

• Anticipated number of truck trips, truck routes, employees, and employee parking 
locations. 

• identification of haul routes for movement of construction trucks and vehicles that would 
minimize impacts on vehicular and pedestrian traffic, circulation and safety, and provision 
for monitoring surface streets used for haul routes so that any damage and debris 
attributable to the haul trucks can be identified and corrected by the City or construction 
contractor. 

• Notification procedures for adjacent property owners and public safety personnel regarding 
when major project-related deliveries, detours, and lane closures would occur. 

• A process for responding to, and tracking, complaints pertaining to construction activity, 
including identification of an on-site complaint manager. 

• The measures outlined in the construction plans shall be devised to reduce circulation 
impacts during the construction period to the maximum extent possible. 

30 Ibid. 
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With implementation of a construction traffic management plan, circulation impacts associated with 
construction of the project would be less than significant. 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including but not limited to level 
of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county 
congestion management agency for designated roads or highways? (LeS5-Than-Signijicant 
Impact) 

The Fresno Council of Governments (COG) 2014 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) 31 was adopted on June 26, 2014, and serves as the transportation 
plan for the project area. The proposed project would widen Auberry Road to include a left turn lane 
into the Clovis Landfill. As described above, implementation of the proposed project would not result 
in an increase in traffic in the project area and would improve traffic conditions. The proposed project 
would generate some temporary trips associated with construction. The number of construction 
workers, truck trips per day, and the truck routes are not known at this time, but they would be 
temporary, limited to the construction period. These details would be disclosed in the construction 
traffic management plan that would be developed for the project as required by Mitigation Measure 
TRANS- I. The implementation of Mitigation Measure TRANS-I would reduce construction-related 
traffic impacts to the maximum extent possible during the construction period. Because the project 
would not add permanent vehicle trips to these facilities, the project would not have a significant 
impact on the level of service standards and travel demand measures set forth for the project region. 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in substantial safety risks? (No Impact) 

The project is not located in the vicinity of any airfields or airports. The nearest airport, Fresno 
Yosemite International Airport, is located approximately 16 miles south of the project area. Air traffic 
patterns would not be affected. 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g.,farm equipment)? (No Impact) 

The proposed project would not increase hazards due to design features. The project would provide a 
designated left turn lane into the Clovis Landfill. The designated left turn lane would improve the 
safety and reduce hazardous conditions at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes and 
the turning lane. The proposed project would be designed according to City, County, and Caltrans 
standards. Therefore, the proposed project would not increase hazards in the area. 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? (No Impact) 

31 Fresno Council of Governments, 20 14. 2014 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities 
Strategy. Available online at: www.fresnocoe,or!Vsites/default/files/publications/RTP/Final RTP/fresno COG 2014 RTP­
SCS Final.pdf (accessed August 20 16). June 26. 
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Implementation of the proposed project would relieve existing roadway safety hazards and would not 
adversely affect emergency access. Furthermore, the proposed project would improve emergency 
access by providing a turn lane. 

f) Conflict with adopted polices, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrianfacilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities ? (No 
Impact) 

Currently the project site has one bike lane in each direction. No public transit or pedestrian facilities 
currently exist at the project site. Implementation of the proposed project would not change the 
existing use of the site, would continue to provide bike lanes in each direction. The project would not 
result in changes to public transit or pedestrian facilities. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle or pedestrian 
facilities. 

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES. 
(a) Would the project cause a s ubstantial adverse change 

in the significance ofa tribal cu ltural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as 
either as ite, feature, place, cultural landscape that is 
geographically defined in terms of the si?.e and scope 
ofthe landscape,sacred place, o r object with cultural 
value to a California Native American tribe, and that 
is: 

i) Listed o r eligible for lis ting in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 
regis ter of historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 5020. I(k) , or 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

D 

ii) A resource detennined by the lead agency , in its D 
discretion and s upported by substantial evidence, 
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
Section 5024.1. [In app lying the criteria set forth 
in subdivis ion (c) of Public Resource Code 
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider 
the significance of the resource to a California 
Native American tribe.) 

Potentially 
Signifiea nt 
Unless Less ll1a11 
Mitigation S ignificant No 
In corporated Im pact Im pact 

D D 

D D 
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a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,feature,place, 
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, 
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: 
(i) Listed or eligib le for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources or in a local 
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1 (k); or ii) A 
resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, 
to be significant pursuant Lo criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
Section 5024.1? (Less-Tllan-Sig11ijicantlmpad) 

Assembly Bill 52, which became law on January 1, 2015, provides for consultation with California 
Native American tribes during the CEQA environmental review process, and equates significant 
impacts to "tribal cultural resources" with significant environmental impacts. PRC Section 21074 
states that "tribal cultural resources" are: 

• Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to 
a California Native American tribe and are one of the following: 

• Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of H istorical 
Resources. 

• Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of PRC 
Section 5020. l. 

• A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of PRC Section 
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of PRC Section 5024.1 , the lead 
agency shall cons ider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe. 

A "historical resource" (PRC Section 21084. l ), a "unique archaeological resource" (PRC Section 
21083.2(g)), or a "nonunique archaeological resource" (PRC Section 21083.2 (h)) may also be a tribal 
cultural resource if it is included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register . 
The consultation provisions of the law require that a public agency consult with local Native 
American tribes that have requested placement on that agency's notification list for CEQA projects. 
Within 14 days of determining that a project application is complete, or a decis ion by a public agency 
to undertake a project, the lead agency must notify tribes of the opportunity to consult on the project, 
should a tribe have previously requested to be on the agency's notification list. California Native 
American tribes must be recognized by the NAHC as traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 
project site, and must have previously requested that the lead agency notify them of projects. Tribes 
have 30 days following notification of a project to request consultation with the lead agency. 

The purpose of consultation is to inform the lead agency in its identification and determination of the 
s ignificance of tribal cultural resources. If a project is determined to result in a significant .impact on 
an identified tribal cultural resource, the consultation process must occur and conclude prior to 
adoption of a Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration, or certification of an 
Environmenta l Impact Report (PRC Sections 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3). 
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Tribal Outreach and Consultation 

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in Sacramento was contacted to identify 
registered, Native American sacred sites in or near the project site and to obtain a list of local tribes 
that may be eligible to consult with the City to address the project's potential impacts to tribal cultural 
resources. Gayle Tottan, NAHC Associate Governmental Program Analyst, responded to LSA's 
request for information on August 4, 2016, stating that "a search of the SLF was completed for the 
USGS quadrangle information provided with negative results." The N AHC also provided a list of 
Native American tribes that may be eligible to consult with the City for this project, pursuant to the 
requirements of AB 52. 

On November 29, 2016, the City sent letters via certified mail describing the project and the draft of 
the cultural resources study to the following Native American organizations on the NAHC Tribal 
Consultation List requesting any questions or concerns they might have regarding the project. The 
letters were sent, pursuant to Assembly Bill 52, to identify possible project impacts to tribal cultural 
resources. In response, the City consulted in person with Robert Pennel~ Tribal Cultural Resources 
Director of Table Mountain Rancheria on January 10th, 2017. No other responses were received 
within 30 days of this request and the City has fulfilled its obligations pursuant to AB 52. Therefore, 
this impact would be considered less than significant. The correspondence related to tribal cultural 
resources is included in Appendix B. 

xvm. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTFMS. 
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements ofthe D 
app licable Regiona l Wa ter Quality Contro l Board? 

b) Require or resu It in the constructio n of new water D 
or wastewater treatment fac ilities or expans ion o f 
existing facilities , the construction of which could 

cause s ignificant enviro nmental e ffects? 

c) Require or result in theco nstructionofnew s torm D 
water drainage fac ilities or expansion of existing 
facilities , the construction of which cou ld cause 
significant environmental effects? 

Potentially 
Significant 
Unle~ Less Than 
Mitigation Significant o 
In corpnrnted Im pact Im pact 

D D 

D D 

D D 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Pote ntially Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 
Impact In co rpo rated Impact Impact 

xvrn. UflLITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. 
Would the project: 

d) Have sufficient water s upplies available to serve 0 0 0 
the project from existing entitlements and 
resources , or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 0 0 0 
treatment provider wh ich serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
project=s projected demand in addition to the 
provider=s existing commitments? 

t) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 0 0 0 
capacity to accommodate the project=s so lid waste 
disposal needs? 

g) Comply with federa l, State, and local statutes and 0 0 0 
regulations related to solid waste? 

Environmental Setting 

The proposed project would widen Auberry Road to provide a left turn Jane into the Clovis Landfill 
and would not result in additional demand on sanitary sewer collection and/or treatment facilities, 
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing fac ilities. 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? (No Impact) 

The proposed project includes the widening of an existing roadway and associated improvements. No 
wastewater would be generated by the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
exceed any wastewater treatment requirements of the R WQCB. 
b) Require or result in the constn1ction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or 

expansion of existingfacilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? (No Impact) 

The proposed project would not require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater 
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities . The proposed project includes the widening of 
an existing roadway and associated improvements. Operation of the roadway would not require 
additional water supply and no wastewater would be generated. Therefore, no new water or wastewater 
facilities or expansion of facilities would be required. 
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c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects? (No 
Impact) 

As outlined in the Project Description, construction of the project would include extension of the 
underground drainage pipes under Auberry Road. The proposed project is not expected to generate 
substantial amounts of additional stormwater beyond what occurs under existing conditions. 
Therefore, potential impacts re lated to stormwater runoff are cons idered less than significant. 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? (No Impact) 

See Section XYII.b. above. The project s ite consists of transportation improvements and does not 
include additional residential units. The proposed project would not increase the use of water services 
and therefore would not result in an increased demand for water supplies. 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the 
provider's existing commitments? (No Impact) 

Refer to Section XVIJ.b. The proposed project consists of transportation improvements and would not 
generate wastewater; therefore, no impacts re lated to wastewater treatment capacity would result. 

j) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solid 
waste disposal needs? (No Impact) 

The proposed project consists of transportation and utility improvements and would not generate 
additional need for waste disposal services. Construction activities would generate a minimal amount 
of waste associated with the removal of soil pavements on the site. However, existing landfills would 
have sufficient capacity to receive any site grading and preparation waste. Therefore, no impacts 
re lated to solid waste disposal would result. 

g) Comply with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? (No 
Impact) 

Refer to Section XVII.f. Construction activities could produce additional solid waste, however, these 
activities would be consistent with aU fede ral, State, and local sta tues and regulations related to solid 
waste. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Less Thau 
Signifimnt Mitigation Significant No 
Im pact In corpornted Impact Impact 

XVIV. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the D D D 
quality of the environment, s ubs tantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wild life species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or an imal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range 
ofa rare or endangered plant or anima l, or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods 
of California history o r prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually D D 0 
limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the 
incremental effects ofa project are considerab le 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects o f other current projects , and 
the effects of probable future projects.) 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which 0 D 0 
will cause s ubs tantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly? 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the nwnber or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of 
the major periods of California history or prehistoty? (Potentially Significant Unless 
Mitigation Jncorporate<l) 

Development of the proposed project could adversely affect protected wildlife habitats. However, 
implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-I through BI0-3 would ensure that potential impacts to 
burrowing owls, CTS, and nesting migratory birds would be reduced to a less-than-significant leve l. 
Implementation of Mitigation Measures CULT-1 and CULT-2 would ensure that potential impacts to 
cuhural resources would also be reduced to a less-than-significant level. With mitigation, develop­
ment of the proposed project would not: l) degrade the quality of the environment; 2) substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species; 3) cause a fish or wildlife species population to drop 
below self-sustaining levels; 4) threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community; 5) reduce the 
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal; or 6) eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California history. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
("Cumulatively considerable " means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, 
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and the effects of probable future projects.) (Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated) 

The proposed project' s impacts are individually limited and not cumulatively considerable. In 
addition, most of the project' s impacts result from construction-period activities and would be 
temporary. The project would widen Auberry Road to accommodate a left turn lane. All 
environmental impacts that could occur as a result of the proposed project would be reduced to a less­
than-significant level through implementation of the mitigation measures recommended in this 
document. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, e ither directly or indirectly? (Less-Than-Significant Impact) 

Because all potentially s ignjficant impacts of the proposed project are expected to be mitigated to 
less-than-significant levels, it is unlikely that implementation of the proposed project would cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
would not result in significant human health risks. 
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Road Construction Emissions Model, Version 8.1.0 
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STATE m= CALIFORNIA 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100 
Weal Secnunento, CA 811691 
(918) 37W710 
(916) 37~71 FAX 

Lora Holland 
LSA 

Sent by E-mail: lora.holland@lsa.net 

August 4,2016 

Edmundo. Rf9Wn ... Oonrnoc 

RE: Proposed Clovis Landfill Left Tum Lane Project, City of Clovis; Friant USGS Quadrangle, Fresno County, 
Callfomla 

Dear Ms. Holland: 

Attached is a contact llst of tribes with traditional lands or cultural places located within the boundaries of the above 
referenced counties. A search of the SFL was completed for the USGS quadrangle information provided with 
negative results. · · 

Our records Indicate that the lead agency for this project has not requested a Native American 
Consultation List for the purposes of formal consultation. Lists for cultural resource assessments are different 
than consultation lists. Please note that the intent of the referenced codes below Is to avoid or mitigate Impacts to 
tribal cultural resources, as defined, for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) projects under AB-52. 

As of July 1, 2015, Public Resources Code Sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 require public agencies to consult 
with California Native American tribes identified by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for the 
purpose mitigating Impacts to tribal cultural resources: 

Within 14 days of determining that an application for a project is complete or a decision by a public agency 
to undertake a project, the lead agency shall provide formal notlficatkm to the designated contact of, or a 
tribal representative of, tradltlonally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have 
reqtiested notice, which shall be accompllshed by means of at least one written notification that includes a 
brief description of the proposed project and its location, the lead agency contact information, and a 
notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation pursuant to this 
section. (Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1(d)) 

The law does not predude agencies from Initiating consultation with the tribes that are culturally and traditionally 
affiliated with their jurisdictions. The NAHC believes that In fact that this ls the best practice to ensure that tribes 
are consulted commensurate with the Intent of the law. 

In accordance with Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1(d), formal notification must Include a brief description 
of the proposed project and its location, the lead agency contact Information, and a notification that the California 
Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. The NAHC believes that agencies should also include 
·with thelr notificatk>n letters information regarding any cultural resources assessment that has been completed on 
the APE, such as: 

1. The results of any record ~arch that may have been conducted at an lnfonnation Center of the California 
Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, but not limited to: 

• A listing of any and all known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the 
APE; 

• Coples of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may tiave been provided by the· 
Information Center as part of the records search response; 

• It the probablllty Is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located In the APE. 



• Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate or high probability that unrecorded cultural 
resources are located in the potential APE; and 

• If a survey is recommended by the Information Center to determine whether previously unrecorded 
cultural resources are present. 

2. The results of any archaeological inventory survey that was conducted, including: 

• Any report that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested mitigation measurers. 
• All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and associated funerary 

objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for pubic disclosure 
in accordance with Government Code Section 6254.10. 

3. The results of any Sacred Lands File (SFL) check conducted through Native American Heritage 
Commission. 

4. Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the potential APE; and 

5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the potential APE. 

Lead agencies should be aware that records maintained by the NAHC and CHRIS is not exhaustive, and a 
negative response to these searches does not preclude the existence of a cultural place. A tribe may be the only 
source of information regarding the existence of a tribal cultural resource. 

This information will aid tribes in determining whether to request formal consultation. In the case that they do, 
having the information beforehand well help to facilitate the consultation process. 

The results of these searches and surveys should be included in the "Tribal Cultural Resources" subsection of the 
Cultural Resources section of the environmental document submitted for review. 

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify me. With your 
assistance we are able to assure that our consultation list contains current information. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at my email address: gayle.totton@nahc.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

#L 
n, M.A., PhD. 

a overnmental Program Analyst 



Kitanemuk cl Yow/umne Tejon 
Ind/ans 
Delta Dominguez, Chairperson 
115 Radio Street 
Bakersfield, CA, 93305 
Phone: (626)339.:.6785 
deedomlnguez@juno.com 

North Valley Yokuts Tribe 
Katherine Erollnda Perez, 
Chairperson 
P.O. Box717 
Linden, CA, 95236 

· Phone: (209)887-3415 
canutes@verlzon.net 

Santa Rosa Rancher/a Tachi 
Yakut Tribe 
Rueben Barrios, Chairperson 
P.O. Boxa 
Lemoore, CA, 93245 
Phone: (559)924-1278 
Fax: {559)924-3583 

Southern Sierra Miwuk Nation 
Lois Martin, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 186 
Mariposa, CA, 95338 
Phone: (209)742-6867 

Table Mountain Rancheria 
Leanne Walker-Grant, 
Chairperson 
P.O. Box410 
Friant, CA, 93626 
Phone: (559)822-2587 
Fax: (559)822-2693 

Tule River Indian T.ribe 
Kerri Vera, 
P. 0. Box589 
Porterville, CA, 93258 
Phone: (559) 783 - 8892 
Fax: (559) 783-8932 

Native American Heritage Commission 
Native American Contact List 

Fresno County 

Kitanemlik 
Southern Valley 
Yokut 

Costanoan 
Northern Valley 
Yokut 

Southern Valley 
Yokut 

Miwok 
Northern Valley 
Yokut 
Paiute 

Yokut 

Yokut 

814'1018 

Tu/e River Ind/an Tribe 
Joey Garfield, Tribal Archaeologist 
P. 0 . Box 589 Yokut 
Porterville, CA, 93258 
Phone: (559) 783 - 8892 
Fax: (559) 783-8932 

Tule River Indian Tribe 
Neil Peyron, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 589 Yokut 
Porterville, CA, 93258 
Phone: (559)781-4271 
Fax: (559)781-4610 
chairman@tulerivertrlbe-nsn.gov 

This let Is current ori'f as ol the date al !his dOCl.lllel1l Dlsll1buffon ol this llsl does not releYe any pef80I\ al statutory responstlility as defined In Sed!on 7050.5 c:A 
Ille Heallh and Salely Coda. Sedlon 5097.94al1118 Plb'lc Resouce Secllon 5097.98 of the Nlllc Resources Code. 

This 161 ls ori'f applk:able for .ccnacung local NatrYo Amcrk:llns wtlh regard to culwral remm:es asseasmen1 lor 1he proposed Clovis Land Ila L6ft Tum Lane, 
Froeno COlllty. 

PROJ-001517 08/04/2016 10:35 AM 1of 1 



STAJE OF CALIFORNIA 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100 
West S8el'Ml8flto, CA 96691 
(916) 373-3710 
(916) 373-6471 FAX 

Ryan Burnett 
City of Clovis 

Sent by E-mail: ryanb@cltyofclovls.com 

November 28, 2016 

Edmund Q. Brown.Jr.. Gal/Ben or 

RE: Proposed Landfill Left Turn Lane Project, City of Clovis; Friant USGS Quadrangle, Fresno County, California 

Dear Mr. Burnett: 

· Attached is·a consultation list oftrlbes with traditional lands o·r cultural places located within the boundaries of the 
above referenced counties. Please note that the intent of the reference codes below is to avoid or mitigate Impacts 
to tribal cultural resources, as defined, for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) projects under AB-52. 

As of July l, 2015, Public Resources Code Sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 require public agencies to consult 
with California Native American tribes Identified by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for the 
purpose mitigating impacts to trlbal cultural resources: 

Within 14 days of determining that an application for a project is complete or a decision by a public agency 
to undertake a project, the lead agency shall provide formal notification to the designated contact of, or a 
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affillated California Native American tribes that have 
requested notice, which shall be accomplished by means of at least one written notification that includes a 
brief description of the proposed project and its location, the lead agency contact information, and a 
notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation pursuant to this 
section. (Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1(d)) 

The law does not preclude agencies from initiating consultation with the tribes that are culturally and traditionally 
affiliated with their jurisdictions. The NAHC believes that in fact that this is the best practice to ensure that tribes 
are consulted commensurate with the intent of the law. 

In accordance with Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 (d), formal notification must include a brief description 
of the proposed project and Its location, the lead agency contact infonnatlon, and a notification that the California 
Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. The NAHC believes that agencies should also include 
with their notification letters Information regarding any cultural resources assessment that has been completed on 
the APE, such as: 

1. The results of any record search that may have been conducted at an Information Center of the Califomla 
Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, but not limited to: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

A listing of any and all known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the 
APE; 
Copies of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may have been provided by the 
Information Center as part of the records search response; 

If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APl: . 

Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate or high probablllty that unrecorded cultural 
resources are located In the potential APE; and 

If a survey Is recommended by the Information Center to determine whether previously unrecorded 
cultural resources are present. 

2. The results of any archaeologlcal Inventory survey that was conducted, induding: 



• Any report that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested mitigation measurers. 

All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and associated funerary 
objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for pubic disclosure 
in accordance with Government Code Section 6254.10. 

3. The results of any Sacred Lands File (SFL) check conducted through Native American Heritage 
Commission. A search of the SFL was completed for the project with negative results. 

4. Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the potential APE; and 

5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the potential APE. 

Lead agencies should be aware that records maintained by the NAHC and CHRIS is not exhaustive, and a 
negative response to these searches does not preclude the existence of a cultural place. A tribe may be the only 
source of information regarding the existence of a tribal cultural resource. 

This information will aid tribes in determining whether to request formal consultation. In the case that they do, 
having the information beforehand well help to facilitate the consultation process. 

The results of these searches and surveys should be included in the "Tribal Cultural Resources" section or in a 
separate subsection of the Cultural Resources section of the environmental document submitted for review. Please 
reference California Natural Resources Agency (2016) "Final Text for tribal cultural resources update to Appendix 
G: Environmental Checklist Form," http://resources.ca.gov/cega/docs/ab52/Clean-final-AB-52-App-G-text­
Submitted .pdf. 

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify me. With your 
assistance we are able to assure that our consultation list contains current information. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at my email address: gayle.totton@nahc.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
on, MA, PhD. 

ct Governmental Program Analyst 



Kitanemuk & Yowlumne Te/on 
Indians 
Della Dominguez, Chairperson 
115 Radio Street 
Bakersfield, CA, 93305 
Phone: (626)339-6785 
deedomlnguez@juno.com 

North Valley Yokuts Tribe 
Katherine Erolinda Perez, 
Chairperson 
P.O. Box 717 

.Linden, CA, 95236 
Phone: (209)887-3415 
canutes@verlzon.net 

Santa Rosa Rancher/a Tach/ 
Yakut Tribe 
Rueben Barrios, Chairperson 
P.O. Box8 
Lemoore, CA, 93245 
Phone: (559)924-1278 
Fax: (559) 924-3583 

Southern Sierra Miwuk Nation 
Lois Martin, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 186 
Mariposa, CA, 95338 
Phone: (209)742-6867 

Table Mountain Rsncheria 
Leanne Walker-Grant, 
Chairperson 
P.O. Box410 
Friant, CA, 93626 
Phone: (559)822-2587 
Fax: (559) 822-2693 

Tule River Indian Tribe 
Neil Peyron, Chairperson 
P.O. Box589 
Porterville, CA, 93258 
Phone: (559) 781-4271 
Fax: (559) 781-4610 
neil.peyron@tulerivertribe-nsn.gov 

Native American Heritage Commission 
Tribal Consultation List 

Kltanemuk 
Southern Valley 
Yokut 

Costanoan 
Northern Valley 
Yokut 

Southern Valley 
Yokut 

Mi wok 
Northern Valley 
Yokut 
Paiute 

Yokut 

Yokut 

Fresno County 
11!.lB/2016 

This 1st Is current only as of Ille dale ol this document Olstllbutlon of this list does not ~!eve any person of S111tutory msponS1bitlty as delined In Sedlon 7060.5 of 
thO Heellh and Sofety Code, Sec:tlon 5097.94 d the Public Resources Coda and Seciion 6097.98 of the Publ!c ResouteeS Code end section 5097.93 of the Public 
Resources Coda. 

This Isl Is only applicable for consullaUon with Nalive American tribes under PUbllc Aes<Uces Code Sections 21060.3.1 for the proposed Lane•• Lall Tum Lane 
Project, Fresno County. 
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November 29, 2016 

Rueben Barrios 
Chairperson 

CITY of C L 0 V I S 
1033 FIFT H STR EE T • CL O VIS, C A 9361 2 

Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yakut Tribe 
P.O. Box 8 
Lemoore, CA, 93245 

Re: Invitation to Consult under Public Resources Code (PRC) 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 
Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52) for the Landfill Left Turn Lane Project, City of Clovis, 
Fresno County, California. 

Dear Representative, 

The City of Clovis is conducting Native American consultation for the Landfill Left Turn Lane 
Project. Please consider this letter and preliminary Project information as the initiation of 
consultation pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), specifically, Public 
Resources Code 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52). Please respond 
within 30 days, pursuant to PRC 21080.3.1 (d), if you would like to consult on this Project. 

The City proposes to widen Auberry Road to provide room for a new left turn lane at the City of 
Clovis Landfill entrance. The project is located in Fresno County, at Auberry Road, north of the 
intersection at E. Copper Avenue and Auberry Road. Ultimately this project will improve the 
safety at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes and the turning lane. The existing 
road has two travel lanes with two bike lanes. To widen the road the project will acquire 
necessary right-of- way to accommodate the new northbound travel lane. Construction will 
include: earthwork and grading, compaction, saw cutting; placing aggregate base, asphalt 
concrete paving and construction asphalt concrete dikes; extending existing drainage pipe; 
adjustments, relocations and/or modifications of existing drainage facilities, and miscellaneous 
underground utilities; relocation/modifications of barb wire fencing, removal and application of 
new traffic striping and markings. 

Attached is the Project Cultural Resources Study Report for your study. 

Your comments and concerns are important. If you have any questions or concerns with the 
Project, please contact me at (559) 324-2336 or by email at ryanb@cityofclovis.com. 

Sincerely, 

7[,/J~~-
Ryan Burnett 
Management Analyst 

Cit y Manager • 559.324.20 60 • Community Services 559.324.2095 • Engineering 559.324.2350 
Finance 55g.324.2130 • Fire • 559.3 24 .2200 • General Services 559.324.2060 • Personnel/Risk Management 559.324.2725 

Planning & Developm ent Services 559.324.2340 •Police 559.324.240 0 • Publ ic Ut i l it ies 559.324.2600 • TTY·711 

www.cityotclovis.com 



November 29, 2016 

Neil Peyron 
Chairperson 
Tule River Indian Tribe 
P.O. Box 589 
Porterville, CA, 93258 

CITY of CL 0 VIS 
1033 FIFTH ST REET• CLOVIS, CA 93612 

Re: Invitation to Consult under Public Resources Code (PRC) 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 
Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52) for the Landfill Left Tum Lane Project, City of Clovis, 
Fresno County, California. 

Dear Representative, 

The City of Clovis is conducting Native American consultation for the Landfill Left Turn Lane 
Project. Please consider this letter and preliminary Project information as the initiation of 
consultation pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), specifically, Public 
Resources Code 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52). Please respond 
within 30 days, pursuant to PRC 21080.3.1(d), if you would like to consult on this Project. 

The City proposes to widen Auberry Road to provide room for a new left turn lane at the City of 
Clovis Landfill entrance. The project is located in Fresno County, at Auberry Road, north of the 
intersection at E. Copper Avenue and Auberry Road. Ultimately this project will improve the 
safety at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes and the turning lane. The existing 
road has two travel lanes with two -bike lanes. To widen the road the project will acquire 
necessary right-of- way to accommodate the new northbound travel lane. Construction will 
include: earthwork and grading, compaction, saw cutting; placing aggregate base, asphalt 
concrete paving and construction asphalt concrete dikes; extending existing drainage pipe; 
adjustments, relocations and/or modifications of existing drainage facilities, and miscellaneous 
underground utilities; relocation/modifications of barb wire fencing, removal and application of 
new traffic striping and markings. 

Attached is the Project Cultural Resources Study Report for your study. 

Your comments and concerns are important. If you have any questions or concerns with the 
Project, please contact me at (559) 324-2336 or by email at ryanb@cityofclovis.com. 

s;;e:·~~ 
Ryan Burnett 
Management Analyst 

City Manager • 559.324.2060 • Community Services 559.324.2095 • Engineering 559.324.2350 
Finance 55g,324.2130 • Fire • 559.324.2200 • General Services 559.324 .2060 • Personnel/Risk Management S59.324.2725 

Planning & Development Services 559.324 .2340 • Police 559.324.2400 • Public Utilities 559.324.2600 • TTY-711 

www.cityofclovis.com 



CITY of CL 0 VIS 

November 29, 2016 

Delia Dominguez 
Chairperson 
Kitanemuk & Yowlumne Tejon Indians 
115 Radio Street 
Bakersfield, CA, 93305 

1033 F IFT H STREET• C L OVI S. C A 936 1 2 

Re: Invitation to Consult under Public Resources Code (PRC) 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 
Statutes of 2014 (i.e. , AB 52) for the Landfill Left Turn Lane Project, City of Clovis, 
Fresno County, California. 

Dear Representative, 

The City of Clovis is conducting Native American consultation for the Landfill Left Turn Lane 
Project. Please consider this letter and preliminary Project information as the initiation of 
consultation pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), specifically, Public 
Resources Code 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52). Please respond 
with in 30 days, pursuant to PRC 21080.3.1 (d), if you would like to consult on this Project. 

The City proposes to widen Auberry Road to provide room for a new left turn lane at the City of 
Clovis Landfill entrance. The project is located in Fresno County, at Auberry Road, north of the 
intersection at E. Copper Avenue and Auberry Road. Ultimately this project will improve the 
safety at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes and the turning lane. The existing 
road has two travel lanes with two bike lanes. To widen the road the project will acquire 
necessary right-of- way to accommodate the new northbound travel lane. Construction will 
include: earthwork and grading, compaction, saw cutting; placing aggregate base, asphalt 
concrete paving and construction asphalt concrete dikes; extending existing drainage pipe; 
adjustments, relocations and/or modifications of existing drainage facilities, and miscellaneous 
underground utilities; relocation/modifications of barb wire fencing, removal and application of 
new traffic striping and markings. 

Attached is the Project Cultural Resources Study Report for your study. 

Your comments and concerns are important. If you have any questions or concerns with the 
Project, please contact me at (559) 324-2336 or by email at ryanb@cityofclovis.com. 

Sincerely, 

;127/P Y~ 
Ryan Sumett 
Management Analyst 

City Manager • 559.324.2060 • Community Services 559.324.2095 • Engineering 559.324.2350 
Finance 559.324.2130 • Fire • 559.324.2200 • General Services 559.324.2060 • Personnel/Risk Management 559.324.2725 

Planning & Development Services 559.324.2340 • Po lice 559.324.2400 • Public Utilities 559.324.2600 • rTY·711 

www.cityotclovls.com 



November 29, 2016 

Lois Martin 
Chairperson 
Southern Sierra Miwuk Nation 
P.O. Box 186 
Mariposa, CA, 95338 

CITY of CL 0 VIS 
1033 FIFTH STRE ET • CLOVIS, C A 93612 

Re: Invitation to Consult under Public Resources Code (PRC) 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 
Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52) for the Landfill Left Tum Lane Project, City of Clovis, 
Fresno County, California. 

Dear Representative, 

The City of Clovis is conducting Native American consultation for the Landfill Left Turn Lane 
Project. Please consider this letter and preliminary Project information as the initiation of 
consultation pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), specifically, Public 
Resources Code 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52). Please respond 
within 30 days, pursuant to PRC 21080.3.1 (d), if you would like to consult on this Project. 

The City proposes to widen Auberry Road to provide room for a new left turn lane at the City of 
Clovis Landfill entrance. The project is located in Fresno County, at Auberry Road, north of the 
intersection at E. Copper Avenue and Auberry Road. Ultimately this project will improve the 
safety at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes and the turning lane. The existing 
road has two travel lanes with two bike lanes. To widen the road the project will acquire 
necessary right-of- way to accommodate the new northbound travel lane. Construction will 
include: earthwork and grading, compaction, saw cutting; placing aggregate base, asphalt 
concrete paving and construction asphalt concrete dikes; extending existing drainage pipe; 
adjustments, relocations and/or modifications of existing drainage facilities, and miscellaneous 
underground utilities; relocation/modifications of barb wire fencing, removal and application of 
new traffic striping and markings. 

Attached is the Project Cultural Resources Study Report for your study. 

Your comments and concerns are important. If you have any questions or concerns with the 
Project, please contact me at (559) 324-2336 or by email at ryanb@cityofclovis.com. 

/?~ 
Ryan Burnett 
Management Analyst 

City Manager • 559.324.2060 • Community Services SS9.324.2095 • Engineering 559.324.2350 
Finance S59.324.2130 • Fire • 559.324.2200 • General Services 559.324.2060 • Personnel/Risk Management 559.324.2725 

Planning & Development Services 559.324 .2340 • Police 559.324.2400 • Public Utillti0s 559.324.2600 • TTY-711 

www.cityofclovis.com 



November 29, 2016 

Leanne Walker-Grant 
Chairperson 
Table Mountain Rancheria 
P.O. Box 410 
Friant, CA, 93626 

CITY of CL 0 VIS 
1033 FIFTH STREET • CLOVIS, CA 93612 

Re: Invitation to Consult under Public Resources Code (PRC) 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 
Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52) for the Landfill Left Tum Lane Project, City of Clovis, 
Fresno County, California. 

Dear Representative, 

The City of Clovis is conducting Native American consultation for the Landfill Left Turn Lane 
Project. Please consider this letter and preliminary Project information as the initiation of 
consultation pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), specifically, Public 
Resources Code 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52). Please respond 
within 30 days, pursuant to PRC 21080.3.1 (d), if you would like to consult on this Project. 

The City proposes to widen Auberry Road to provide room for a new left turn lane at the City of 
Clovis Landfill entrance. The project is located in Fresno County, at Auberry Road, north of the 
intersection at E. Copper Avenue and Auberry Road. Ultimately this project will improve the 
safety at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes and the turning lane. The existing 
road has two travel lanes with two bike lanes. To widen the road the project will acquire 
necessary right-of- way to accommodate the new northbound travel lane. Construction will 
include: earthwork and grading, compaction, saw cutting; placing aggregate base, asphalt 
concrete paving and construction asphalt concrete dikes; extending existing drainage pipe; 
adjustments, relocations and/or modifications of existing drainage facilities, and miscellaneous 
underground utilities; relocation/modifications of barb wire fencing, removal and application of 
new traffic striping and markings. 

Attached is the Project Cultural Resources Study Report for your study. 

Your comments and concerns are important. If you have any questions or concerns with the 
Project, please contact me at (559) 324-2336 or by email at ryanb@cityofclovis.com. 

Sin~ 

~~ 
Management Analyst 

City Monager • 559.324.2060 • Community Services 559.324.2095 • Engineering 559.324.2350 
Finance 559.324.2130 • Fire • 559.324.2200 • General Services 559.324.2060 • Personnel/Risk Management 559.324.2725 

Planning & Development Services 559.324.2340 • Police 559.324.2400 • Public Utilities 559.324.2600 • TTY-711 

www.cityofclovis.com 



November 29, 2016 

Katherine Erolinda Perez 
Chairperson 
North Valley Yokuts Tribe 
P.O. Box 717 
Linden, CA, 95236 

CITY of C L 0 VI S 
1033 FIFTH STREET• CLOVIS , CA 93612 

Re: Invitation to Consult under Public Resources Code (PRC) 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 
Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52) for the Landfill Left Turn Lane Project, City of Clovis, 
Fresno County, California. 

Dear Representative, 

The City of Clovis is conducting Native American consultation for the Landfill Left Turn Lane 
Project. Please consider this letter and preliminary Project information as the initiation of 
consultation pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), specifically, Public 
Resources Code 21080.3.1 and Chapter 532 Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52). Please respond 
within 30 days, pursuant to PRC 21080.3.1(d), if you would like to consult on this Project. 

The City proposes to widen Auberry Road to provide room for a new left turn lane at the City of 
Clovis Landfill entrance. The project is located in Fresno County, at Auberry Road, north of the 
intersection at E. Copper Avenue and Auberry Road. Ultimately this project will improve the 
safety at this location by clearly delineating the through lanes and the turning lane. The existing 
road has two travel lanes with two bike lanes. To widen the road the project will acquire 
necessary right-of- way to accommodate the new northbound travel lane. Construction will 
include: earthwork and grading, compaction, saw cutting; placing aggregate base, asphalt 
concrete paving and construction asphalt concrete dikes; extending existing drainage pipe; 
adjustments, relocations and/or modifications of existing drainage facilities, and miscellaneous 
underground utilities; relocation/modifications of barb wire fencing, removal and application of 
new traffic striping and markings. 

Attached is the Project Cultural Resources Study Report for your study. 

Your comments and concerns are important. If you have any questions or concerns with the 
Project, please contact me at (559) 324-2336 or by email at ryanb@cityofclovis.com. 

Cit y Manager • 559.324.2060 • Community Services 559.324.2095 • Engineering 559.324.2350 
Finance 559.324.2130 • Fire • 559.324.2200 • General Services 559.324.2060 • Personnel/Risk Management 559.324.2725 

Planning & Development Services 559.324.2340 • Police 559.324.2400 • Public Utilities 559.324.2600 • TTY-711 

w ww.cityofclovis.com 



Leanne Walker-Grant 

Tribal Chairperson 

Beverly J. Hunter 

Tribal Vice-Chairperson 

Craig Martinez 

Tribal SecretaryfTreasurer 

Matthew W. Jones 

Tribal Council Member 

Richard L. Jones 

Tribal Council Member 

TABLE MOUNTAIN RANCHERIA 
TRIBAL GOVERNMENT OFFICE 

CERTIFIED 7522 5656 

December 19, 2016 

Ryan Burnett 
City of Clovis 
Management Analyst 
1033 Fifth Street 
Clovis, Ca. 93612 

RE: Landfill left Tum Lane Project, City of Clovis, Fresno County, Ca. 

Dear Ryan Burnett: 

Table Mountain Rancheria is responding to your letter dated November 29, 
2016, regarding, Landfill left Tum Lane Project, City of Clovis, Fresno 
County, Ca. Thank you for notifying Table Mountain Rancheria of the 
potential development and request for consultation. The Rancheria is very 
interested in this project as it lies within our cultural area of interest. 

At this time, please contact our office at (559) 325-0351 or rpennell@tmr.org 
to discuss a site visit and potential site monitoring during ground disturbance 
regarding your project. 

Sincerely, 

23736 ~:du 
Tribal Cultural Resources Director 

Sky Harbour Road 

Post Office 

Box 410 

Fri ant 

California 

93626 

(559) 822-2587 

Fax 

(559) 822-2693 



LSA 

February 2, 2018 

Ryan Burnett 
City of Clovis 
Engineering Division 
1033 Fifth Street 
Clovis, CA 93612 

Subject: Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane Project Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
Response to Comments 

BERKELEY 

CARLSBAD 

FRESNO 

IRVINE 

LOS ANGELES 

PALM SPRINGS 

POINT RICHMOND 

RIVERSIDE 

ROSEVILLE 

SAN LUIS OBISPO 

In accordance with Section 15074 of the CEQA Guidelines, prior to approving a project, the decision­
making body of the lead agency shall consider the proposed environmental document together with 
any comments received during the public review process. Although there is no legal requirement to 
formally respond to comments on a proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) as there is for 
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), this memorandum provides responses to the written 
comments received on the proposed Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane Project (project) Initial 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) to aid the City of Clovis decision-makers in their 
review of the project. 

The Draft IS/MND was available for public review and comment from December 27, 2017, to 
January 26, 2018. A total of five comment letters were received on the IS/MND. In the following 
pages, the comments and responses are enumerated to allow for cross-referencing of CEQA-related 
comments. The enumerated comment letters are included in this memorandum, each preceding 
their respective responses. As noted above, CEQA does not require or provide guidance on 
responding to comments on MNDs; therefore, this memorandum follows CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088, applicable to responses to comments on El Rs, which requires that agencies respond only to 
significant environmental issues raised in connection with the project. Therefore, this document 
focuses primarily on responding to comments that relate to the adequacy of the information and 
environmental analysis provided in the IS/MND. 

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

This memorandum includes a reproduction of each comment letter received on the IS/MND. Each 
comment letter is assigned a letter (A, B, C, D, E) and individual comments within each are 
numbered consecutively. For instance, Comment A-1 is the first numbered comment in Letter A. 

The following comment letters on the IS/MND were submitted to the City: 

LETIER A 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Debra Mahnke, Water Resource Control Engineer 
January 2, 2018 

7086 North Maple AvenAttacftmeftt 9'3'.1!11
559.490.1210 www.lsa.net 



LSA 

LETIER B 
Caltrans, District 6 
Jamaica Gentry, Transportation Planner 
January 3, 2018 

LETIER C 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
Arnaud Marjollet, Director of Permit Services and Brian Clements, Program Manager 
January 11, 2018 

LETIER D 
Caltrans, District 6 
David Padilla, Associate Tra nsportation Planner 
January 12, 2018 

LETIER E 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 
Julie A. Vance, Regional Manager 
January 22, 2018 

Written responses to all written comments on the IS/MND are provided in this sect ion. Letters 
rece ived on the IS/MND are provided in their entirety. 

Please note that text within individual letters that has not been numbered does not raise 
environmental issues or relate to the adequacy of the information or analysis within the IS/MND 
and, therefore, no comment is enumerated or response required, per CEQA Gu idelines Section 

15132. 

2/2/18 (P:\CIT1601 Clovis Landfill\PROOUCTS\RTC\Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane RTC.docx) 2 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Ryan, 

Mahnke Debra@Waterboards 
Ryan Burnett 
SCH 2016121007- Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane Project 
Tuesday, January 02, 2018 8:28:23 AM 

The Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for the above referenced project 

indicates the City of Clovis will be obtaining permits for impact to the ephemeral drainage from our 

agency and will be implementing a Storm Water Pollution Preven tion Plan (SWPPP) as required 

under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) to regulate water quality 

associated with construction activities. As coverage under these permits are included as mitigation 

measures, we have no comments on the envi ronmental document at this time. 

Debra Mahnke 

Water Resource Control Engineer, CPESC, QSD/P 

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (559) 445-6281 FAX (559) 445-5910 

Email : debra mahnke@waterboards.ca.goy 

Dael 
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LETIERA 

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Debra Mahnke, Water Resource Control Engineer 
January 2, 2018 

Response A-1: The Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) 
comment letter identifies that the City of Clovis will be obtaining permits for 
impact to the ephemeral drainage and will be implementing a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required under the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) to regu late water quality associated 
with construction activities. As identified in the CVRWQCB comment letter, 
coverage under these permits are included as mitigation measures, 
therefore there were no comments on the environmental document at this 
time. The City has noted the CVRWQCB's comment letter. 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Gentrv Jamajca@DOT 
Ryan Burnett 
caltrans Comments for the Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane Project 
Wednesday, January 03, 2018 3: 16:40 PM 

Good Afternoon, Ryan 

Caltrans has no comment on the above referenced project. 

Thank you, 

Jamaica (jentry 
Transyortation 'P{anner 
Ca[Trans - District 6 

'P: (559) 488-7307 
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LETTER B 

Caltrans, District 6 
Jamaica Gentry, Transportation Planner 
January 3, 2018 

Response B-1: This comment states that Caltrans has no comment on the proposed 
project. The City has noted Caltrans' comment letter. 
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Letter 

San Joaquin Valley 
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT 

~ 

HEALTHY AIR LIVING-

January 11, 2018 

Ryan Burnett, Management Analyst 
City of Clovis 
Planning and Development 
1033 Fifth Street 
Clovis, CA 93612 

Project: Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane Project Init ial StudylMitigated Negative 
Declaration 

District CEQA Reference No: 20171407 

Dear Mr. Burnett: 

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (District) has reviewed the 
project referenced above consisting of widening approximately 1,600 linear feet along 
Auberry Road to include a left turn lane at the Clovis Landfill entrance (Project), located 
at 15679 Auberry Road, in Clovis, CA. The District offers the following comments: 

1. Based on information provided to the District, Project specific annual emissions of 
criteria pollutants are not expected to exceed any of the following District significance 
thresholds: 100 tons per year of carbon monoxide (CO), 10 tons per year of oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx), 10 tons per year of reactive organic gases (ROG). 27 tons per year 
of oxides of sulfur (SOx). 15 tons per year of particulate matter of 10 microns or less 
in size (PM10), or 15 tons per year of particulate matter of 2.5 microns or less in size 
(PM2.5). Therefore, the District concludes that the Project would have a less than 
significant impact on air quality when compared to the above-listed annual criteria 
pollutant emissions significance thresholds. 

2. Per section 2.2 of District Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review). the rule applies to any 
transportation or transit project where construction exhaust emissions equal or exceed 
two tons of NOx or two tons of PM10. The District has reviewed the information 
provided in your application and determined construction emissions will be less than 
2 tons NOx and 2 tons PM10. 

Therefore, District Rule 9510 requirements and related fees do not apply to the Project 
referenced above. Please be aware that changes to the Project, i.e. , change in land 
use type or increase in use intensity may exceed an applicability threshold, resulting 
in the Project being subject to District Rule 9510. 

lltrllleno "-tioa 
48111 Ent11p1111 W.., 

Uadate. CA 115356-1711 

Tll: !mlJ 557 6400 FAX: 121191557 6475 

Sayed Sadredin 
E>eailive Oirectorllir PoRurica C0111rol Olfittr 

Colnl A119ion (Jobin Dllia) 

1990 E. Gcttr.1Jur1 .... 
fmna. CA 93nfi.Q24' 

Ttl ISSSJ Z30 SOllD FAX: 15591 230-6081 

SOM!herft Regicn 
34946 A,... Court 

W.sfitli. CA 8l:IOl-8725 
T ti: SS 1-l92-55lJI FAJ: &lil-392 585 
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District CEQA Reference No. 20171407 

Also, enclosed is a document with answers to frequently asked questions regarding 
Indirect Source Review (ISR). This may be used as a reference to better understand 
ISR and how the District processes applications. Should the Project become subject 
to Rule 9510, an Air Impact Assessment (AIA) application must be submitted to the 
District, consistent with Section 5.0 of District Rule 9510. The AIA application can be 
downloaded from the District's website at 
http ://www.valleyair.org/I SR/I SR F ormsAndApplications. htm. 

3. The proposed Project may be subject to District Rules and Regulations, including: 
Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601 
(Architectural Coatings) , and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, 
Paving and Maintenance Operations). In the event an existing building will be 
renovated, partially demolished or removed, the Project may be subject to District Rule 
4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants). The above list of 
rules is neither exhaustive nor exclusive. To identify other District rules or regulations 
that apply to this Project or to obtain information about District permit requirements, 
the applicant is strongly encouraged to contact the District's Small Business 
Assistance Office at (559) 230-5888. Current District rules can be found online at: 
www.valleyair.org/rules/1 ruleslist.htm. 

4. The District recommends that a copy of the District's comments be provided to the 
Project proponent. 

If you have any questions or require further information, please call Stephanie Pellegrini, 
at (559) 230-5820. 

Sincerely, 

Arnaud Marjollet 
Director of Permit Services 

~ 
Brian Clements 
Program Manager 

AM: sp 

Enclosures: FAQ ISR Transportation/Transit 
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LSA 

LETTER C 

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
Arnaud Marjollet, Director of Permit Services and Brian Clements, Program Manager 

January 11, 2018 

Response C-1: 

Response C-2: 

This comment states that project specific annual emissions of criteria 
pollutants are not expected to exceed any San Joaquin Val ley Air Pollution 

Control District (SJVAPCD) significance thresholds. Therefore the SJVAPCD 

concludes that the project would have a less than significant impact on ai r 

quality. The City has noted this comment. 

This comment states that SJVAPCD Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review) 

requ irements and related fees do not apply to the project. The City has 

noted this comment. 

Response C-3: This comment identifies current SJVAPCD rules and regulations. The City has 

noted this comment. 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Hello Ryan, 

Padilla paye@DOT 
Rvan Burnett 
Navarro Mjchael@OOT; state clearinghouse Cstate.clearjnghouse@opr ca goyl 
15/MND Clovis Landfill Lett-Turn Lane Project (SCH 2016121007) 
Friday, January 12, 2018 3:48:45 PM 

It is not anticipated that a closure of Auberry Road will take place as result of the project, therefore 

we have no concerns. 

Thank you 

David· Padilla, Associate Transportation Planner 

Office of Planning & Local Assistance 

1352 W. Olive Avenue 

Fresno, CA 93778-2616 

Office: (559) 444-2493, Fax: (559) 445-5875 

R District 6 
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LSA 

LETIER D 

Caltrans, District 6 
David Padilla, Associate Transportation Planner 
January 12, 2018 

Response D-1: This comment ind icates that the project would not requ ire closure of 
Auberry Road and t herefore Caltrans does not have concerns. The City has 
noted this comment letter. 
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State of California - Natural Resources Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
Central Region 

EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor 

1234 East Shaw Avenue 
Fresno, California 93710 
www.wildlife.ca.gov 

January 22 , 2018 

Ryan Burnett, Management Analyst 
City of Clovis 
1033 Fifth Street 
Clovis, California 93612 

Subject: Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane (PROJECT) 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (MND) 
SCH No. 2016121007 

Dear Mr. Burnett: 

CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received an MND from the City 
of Clovis for the Project pursuant the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
CEQA Guidelines.1 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding 
those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. 
Likewise, we appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects 
of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the 
exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code. 

CDFW ROLE 

CDFW is California's Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources, and holds those 
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State. (Fish & Game Code, 
§§ 711.7, subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code.§ 21070; CEQA Guidelines§ 15386, 
subd . (a).) CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, 
protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for 
biologically sustainable populations of those species. (Id., § 1802.) Similarly, for 
purposes of CEQA, COFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological 
expertise during public agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on . 
projects and related activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife 
resources. 

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. (Pub. 
Resources Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381.) CDFW expects that it may 
need to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As 

1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code In section 21000 et seq. The "CEQA 
Guidelines" are found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15600. 
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Ryan Burnett, Management Analyst 
City of Clovis 
January 22, 2018 
Page 2 

proposed, for example, the Project may be subject to CDFW's lake and streambed 
alteration regulatory authority. (Fish & Game Code,§ 1600 et seq.) Likewise, to the 
extent implementation of the Project as proposed may result in "take" as defined by 
State law of any species protected under the California Endangered Species Act 
(CESA) (Fish & Game Code, § 2050 et seq.), related authorization as provided by the 
flsh and Game Code will be required. 

Water Pollution: Pursuant to Fish and Game Code§ 5650, it is unlawful to deposit in, 
permit to pass into. or place where it can pass into "Waters of the State" any substance 
or material deleterious to fish, plant life, or bird life, including non-native species. It is 
possible that without mitigation measures, this Project could result in pollution of Waters 
of the State from storm water runoff or construction-related erosion. Potential impacts 
to the wildlife resources that utilize watercourses in the Project area include the 
following: increased sediment input from road or structure runoff; toxic runoff associated 
with Project-related activities and implementation; and/or impairment of wildlife 
movement along riparian corridors. The Regional Water Quality Control Board and 
United States Army Corps of Engineers also have jurisdiction regarding discharge and 
pollution to Waters of the State. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 

Proponent: City of Clovis 

Objective: The City of Clovis proposes to widen Auberry Road to include a left turn 
lane at the entrance to the Clovis Landfill. Construction of the Project would also 
include extension of the underground drainage pipes beneath Auberry Road to 
accommodate the widening, with the exception of the westernmost pipe. 

The proposed Project would consist of approximately 1,600 linear feet along Auberry 
Road. Auberry Road currently has one 12-foot travel land and one 4-foot bike lane in 
each direction, for a total road width of 32 feet. The proposed Project would widen the 
roadway by 12 feet and would require a 4.157 square foot acquisition of right-of-way 
across Assessor's Parcel Number (APN) 300-080-80 and a 6. 737 square foot 
acquisition of right-of-way across APN 300-080-83ST to accommodate the new left tum 
lane. Grading of the slope on the south side of Auberry Road would be required. The 
final roadway alignment would avoid disturbance to areas north of Auberry Road . 

Construction activities include earthwork, grading, compaction, saw cutting; placing 
aggregate base, asphalt concrete paving, and constructing asphalt concrete dikes. 
extending existing drainage pipe; adjusting, relocating, and/or modifying existing 
drainage facilities. and miscellaneous underground utilities; relocating/modifying barb 
wire fencing; and removing and applying new traffic striping and markings. Excavation 
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Ryan Burnett, Management Analyst 
City of Clovis 
January 22, 2018 
Page 3 

depths will vary between 2.5 feet to 10 feet. The Project will require excavation and 
off-haul of approxirnately 2,500 cubic yards of material. 

Location: The Project will take place along a 1,600 linear foot secti9n of Auberry Road; 
36° 56' 19.97" N, 119° 41' 31.00" W. The Project will also involve acquisition of a 4.157 
square foot right-of-way across APN 300-080-80 and a 6.737 square foot right-of-way 
across APN 300-080-80. 

Timeframe: Construction of the proposed Project is anticipated to begin in summer 
2019 and is expected to occur for approximately 30 days. 

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the City of Clovis in 
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project's significant, or potentiaffy 
significant, direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. 
Editorial comments are also included to improve the document. 

On January 26, 2017, CDFW submitted a comment letter regarding the Initial 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND), dated December 2016, prepared for 
the Project. In it, CDFW voiced concern regarding potential for the Project to result in 
significant impacts to biological resources on and near the Project site. Specifically 
CDFW was concerned regarding potential impacts to burrowing owl (Athene 
cunicu/aria), California tiger salamander (Ambystoma califomiense), western spadefoot 
(Spea hammondit) , and special-status plant species. In addition, CDFW indicated that 
proposed mitigation measures included in the IS/MND themselves may represent take, 1 as defined in Fish and Game Code § 86. 

After review of the MND prepared for the Project, dated December 2017, CDFW 
continues to have similar concerns regarding potential impacts of the Project and the 
mitigation measures described in the MND. Specifically, CDFW is conc~rned that, as 
currently drafted, mitigation measures may not be adequate to reduce impacts to a level 
that is less than significant and, in the absence of take authorization pursuant Fish and 
Game Code§ 2081(b), will themselves result in take. Specifically, CDFW is concerned 
regarding adequacy of mitigation measures for the State species of special concern 
burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) and the State and federally threatened California 
tiger salamander (Ambystoma ca/iforniense). In addition, notification pursuant Fish arid 
Game Code § 1600 is warranted to minimize impacts to the on-site ephemeral 
drainage. 
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Ryan Burnett. Management Analyst 
City of Clovis 
January 22, 2018 
Page 4 

I. Mitigation Measure and Related Impact Shortcoming 

Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by 
CDFW or the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)? 
COMMENT 1: Burrowing Owl (BUOW) 

Section IV - Biological Resources, Burrowing Owl, Mitigation Measure BI0-1, 
Pages 20 through 23 

Issue: The MND describes the Project's impact area as containing suitable habitat 
for BUOW. Mitigation Measure BI0-1 describes pre-construction surveys for 
BUOW. However, the measure does not describe the survey methodology that will 
be used during these surveys. In addition, as currently drafted the measure includes 
only a single day of surveys, which may not be sufficient in adequately assessing 
BUOW presence. 

Specific impact: Without appropriate avoidance and minimization measures for 
BUOW, potential significant impacts include nest abandonment, which may result in 
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reduced nesting success such as reduced health or vigor of eggs or young, in 2 
addition to direct mortality in violation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Fish and 
Game Code. 

Evidence impact is potentially significant: The Project area is within the range of 
BUOW and the MND prepared for the Project indicates that suitable burrow habitat 
is present within the Project's impact area. BUOW rely on burrow habitat year round 
for their survival and reproduction. In addition, activities including grading, earth 
moving, burrow blockage, heavy equipment compacting of burrows, and disturbance 
which may result in harassment of owls at occupied burrows have the potential to 
result in take of BUOW (CDFG 2012). These activities are involved in, or have the 
potential to result from, the Project. Therefore, the Project has the potential to 
significantly impact local BUOW populations. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s) 
To ensure that Project-related impacts to BUOW are reduced to a level that is less 
than significant, CDFW recommends including the following measures in the CEQA 
document and as conditions of approval for the Project. 

BUOW Surveys 

CDFW recommends assessing presence/absence of BUOW by having a qualified 
biologist conduct surveys following the California Burrowing Owl Consortium's 
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"Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol and Mitigation Guidelines" (CBOC 1993) and 
CDFW's Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation" (CDFG 2012). Specifically, 
CBOC and CDFW's Staff Report suggest three or more surveillance surveys 
conducted during daylight with each visit occurring at least three weeks apart during 
the peak breeding season (April 15 to July 15), when BUOW are most detectable. 

BUOW Avoidance 

CDFW recommends implementing no-disturbance buffers, as outlined in the "Staff 
Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation" (CDFG 2012), prior to and during any 
ground-disturbing activities associated with Project implementation. Specifically, 
CDFW's Staff Report recommends that impacts to occupied burrows be avoided in 
accordance with the following table unless a qualified biologist approved by CDFW 
verifies through non-invasive methods that either: 1) the birds have not begun egg 
laying and incubation; or 2) that juveniles from the occupied burrows are foraging 
independently and are capable of independent survival. 

Location Time of Year Level of Disturbance 
Low Med High 

Nestina sites Aoril 1-Auq 15 200 m~ 500m 500m 
Nestinq sites Aug 16-0ct 15 200 m 200m 500 m 
Nestinq sites Oct 16-Mar 31 50 m 100 m 500 m 

•meters (m) 

BUOW Passive Relocation and Mitigation 

If BUOW are found to occupy the Project site and avoidance is not possible, it is 
important to note that according to the Staff Report (CDFG 2012), exclusion is not a 
take avoidance, minimization, or mitigation method and is considered a potentially 
significant impact under CEQA. However, if necessary, CDFW recommends that 
burrow exclusion be conducted by qualified biologists and only during the 
non-breeding season, before breeding behavior is exhibited and after the burrow is 
confirmed empty through non-invasive methods, such as surveillance. CDFW 
recommends replacement of occupied burrows with artificial burrows at a ratio of 
1 burrow collapsed to 1 artificial burrow constructed ( 1: 1) as mitigation for the 
potentially significant impact of evicting BUOW. BUOW may attempt to colonize or 
re-colonize an area that wiff be impacted; thus, CDFW recommends ongoing 
surveillance of the Project site during Project activities, at a rate that is sufficient to 
detect BUOW if they return. 
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Ryan Burnett, Management Analyst 
City of Clovis 
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COMMENT 2: California tiger salamander (CTS) 

Section IV - Biological Resources, California Tiger Salamander, Mitigation 
Measure 610-2, Pages 23 through 24 

Issue: The MND prepared for the Project describes the Project site as lying within 
1.3 miles (observed CTS dispersal distance) of suitable breeding habitat (Searcy 
and Shaffer 2011 ). In addition, the MND describes the presence of grassland 
habitat containing numerous burrows within the Project's area of potential impact. 
The MND acknowledges that the Project will result in 0.24 acres of permanent 
impacts and 0.27 acres of temporary impacts to upland habitat suitable for CTS. 
Despite the presence of these requisite habitat features, Mitigation Measure 810-2 
includes actions that could result in take as defined in Fish and Game Code § 86. 
For example, Mitigation Measure 810-2 describes installing exclusion fencing 
around the Project area and relocating CTS found within the Project area. As 
defined pursuant to Fish and Game Code § 86; capture, or the attempt to do so, 
constitutes take and in the absence of securing an incidental take permit (ITP) 
pursuant to§ 2081 (b) of Fish and Game Code, is prohibited. In addition, the MND 
describes that authorization of incidental take of CTS will be obtained if CDFW 
determines it is necessary but does not explicitly include a provision for seeking an 
ITP authorizing take, pursuant to Fish and Game Code§ 2081 (b). 

Specific impact: Without appropriate avoidance and minimization measures for 
CTS, potential significant impacts associated with the Project's construction include 
burrow collapse, inadvertent entrapment, reduced reproductive success, reduction in 
health and vigor of young, and direct mortality of individuals. 

Evidence impact is potentially significant: Up to 75% of historic CTS habitat has 
been lost to urban and agricultural development (Shaffer et al. 2013). Loss, 
degradation, and fragmentation of habitat is the primary threat to CTS in both the 
Central and San Joaquin Valleys (CDFW 2015, USFWS 2017). The Project area is 
within the range of CTS and is bordered by suitable upland habitat (i.e. grasslands 
interspersed with burrows). In addition, the Project area lies within 1 .3 miles 
(observed CTS dispersal distance) of surrounding seasonally flooded wetlands. As 
a result, there is potential for CTS to occupy or colonize the Project area and for the 
Project to impact CTS. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s) 
To ensure that Project-related impacts to CTS are reduced to a level that is less than 
significant. CDFW recommends including the following measures in the CEQA 
document and as conditions of approval for the Project. 
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Focused CTS Surveys 

CDFW recommends that a qualified biologist evaluate potential Project-related 
impacts to CTS prior to ground-disturbing activities using the USFWS's "Interim 
Guidance on Site Assessment and Field Surveys for Determining Presence or a 
Negative Finding of the California Tiger Salamander" (2003). CDFW advises that 
the survey include a 100-foot buffer around the Project area in all areas of wetland 
and upland habitat that could support CTS. 

CTS Avoidance 

COFW advises avoidance for CTS include a minimum 50-foot no-disturbance buffer 
delineated around all small mammal burrows within and/or adjacent to the Project 
construction footprint. If burrow avoidance is not feasible, consultation with CDFW is 
warranted to determine if the Project can avoid take. 

CTS Take Authorization 

If through surveys it is determined that CTS are occupying the Project area and take 
cannot be avoided , take authorization may be warranted prior to initiating 
ground-disturbing activities. Take authorization would occur through issuance of an 
ITP by COFW, pursuant to Fish and Game Code§ 2081(b). Alternatively, in the 
absence of protocol surveys, the applicant can assume presence of CTS within the 
Project area and obtain an ITP from CDFW. 

Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, polJcies, 
regulations, or by CDFW or USFWS? 

COMMENT 3: Lake and Streambed Alteration 

Section IV - Biological Resources, Mitigation Measure BI0-5, Page 26 

Issue: The Project will involve temporary and permanent impacts to the bed, bank, 
and channel of an ephemeral drainage that is tributary to Little Dry Creek, which 
itself is tributary to the San Joaquin River. This drainage feature is likely subject to 
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CDFW's lake and streambed alteration regulatory authority, pursuant Fish & Game 4 
Code § 1600 et seq. However, notification to CDFW pursuant to Fish & Game 
Code, § 1600 et seq. is not described in the MND. 

Specific impact: Work within stream channels has the potential to result in 
substantial diversion or obstruction of natural flows; substantial change or use of 
material from the bed , bank, or channel (including removal of riparian vegetation); 
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deposition of debris. waste. sediment, toxic runoff or other materials into water 
causing water pollution and degradation of water quality. 

Evidence impact is potentially significant: The Project area includes work within 
features potentially subject to CDFW's lake and streambed alteration regulatory 
authority. In addition, the ephemeral drainage is a tributary to Little Dry Creek, 
which itself is a tributary to the San Joaquin River. Therefore, the Project has the 
potential to impact downstream waters. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s) 

Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration 

Project-related activities have the potential to change the bed, bank, and channel of 
a tributary to Little Ory Creek, which may be subject to CDFW's regulatory authority 
pursuant Fish and Game Code §1600 et seq., therefore notification is warranted. 
Fish & Game Code §1600 et seq. requires an entity to notify CDFW prior to 
commencing any activity that may (a) substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow 
of any river, stream, or lake; (b) substantially change or use any material from the 
bed, bank, or channel of any river, stream, or lake (including the removal of riparian 
vegetation): (c) deposit debris, waste or other materials that could pass into any 
river. stream, or lake. "Any river, stream, or lake" includes those that are ephemeral 
or intermittent as well as those that are perennial. CDFW is required to comply with 
CEQA in the issuance of a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement. For 
additional information on notification requirements, please contact our staff in the 
Lake and Streambed Alteration Program at (559) 243-4593. 

II. Editorial Comments and/or Suggestions 

Federally Listed Species: CDFW also recommends consulting with USFWS on 
potential impacts to federally listed species including, but not limited to, CTS. Take 
under the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) is more broadly defined than CESA; 
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take under FESA also includes significant habitat modification or degradation that could 5 
result in death or injury to a listed species by interfering with essential behavioral 
patterns such as breeding, foraging , or nesting. Consultation with the USFWS in order 
to comply with FESA is advised well in advance of any ground-disturbing activities. 

Nesting birds: CDFW has jurisdiction over actions with potential to result in the 
disturbance or destruction of active nest sites or the unauthorized take of birds. Fish 
and Game Code sections that protect birds. their eggs and nests include, §§ 3503 
(regarding unlawful take, possession or needless destruction of the nest or eggs of any 6 
bird), 3503.5 (regarding the take, possession or destruction of any birds-of-prey or their 
nests or eggs), and 3513 (regarding unlawful take of any migratory nongame bird). 
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CDFW recognizes that Mitigation Measure Bf0-4 of the Project's MNO contains 
avoidance and minimization measures for migratory birds. However, as currently 
drafted, it is unclear whether these measures will be adequate in avoiding take. For 
instance, in the event a bird nest is found, this measure describes weekly visits by a 
biologist to monitor nesting activity and does not include no-disturbance buffers for 
nesting birds. 

CDFW encourages Project implementation occur during the bird non-nesting season. 
However, if ground-disturbing activities must occur during the breeding season 
(February through mid-September), the Project applicant is responsible for ensuring that 
implementation of the Project does not result in violation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
or relevant Fish and Game Codes as referenced above. 
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In addition to the measures already included in Mitigation Measure 810-4, CDFW 
recommends a qualified biologist conduct a survey to establish a behavioral baseline of 
all identified nests prior to ground disturbing activities. Once construction begins, 6 
CDFW recommends a qualified biologist continuously monitor nests to detect behavioral cont. 
changes resulting from the project. If behavioral changes occur, CDFW recommends 
the work causing that change cease and CDFW consulted for additional avoidance and 
minimization measures. 

If continuous monitoring of identified nests by a qualified wildlife biologist is not feasible. 
CDFW recommends a minimum no-disturbance buffer of 250 feet around active nests 
of non-listed bird species and a 500-foot no-disturbance buffer around acti.ve nests of 
non-listed raptors. These buffers are advised to remain in place until the breeding 
season has ended or until a qualified biologist has determined that the birds have 
fledged and are no longer reliant upon the nest or parental care for survival. Variance 
from these no-drsturbance buffers is possible when there is compelling biological or 
ecological reason to do so, such as when the construction area would be concealed 
from a nest site by topography. CDFW recommends that a qualified wildlife biologist 
advise and support any variance from these buffers and notify CDFW in advance of 
implementing a variance. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and 
negative dec!aratlons be incorporated into a database, which may be used to make 
subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, 
§ 21003, subd. (e).) Accordingly, please report any special status species and natural 
communities detected during Project surveys to the California Natural Diversity 
Database (CNDDB). The CNNDB field survey form can be found at the following link: 
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/CNDDB FieldSurveyForm.pdf. The 
completed form can be mailed electronically to CNDDB at the following email address: 
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CNDDB@wildlife.ca .gov. The types of information reported to CNDDB can be found at 
the following link: http://www.dfq.ca.gov/bioqeodata/cnddb/plants and animals.asp. 

FILING FEES 

If it is determined that the Project has the potential to impact biological resources, an 
assessment of filing fees will be necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice 
of Determination by the Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of environmental 
review by CDFW. Payment of the fee is requi red in order for the underlying project 
approval to be operative, vested , and final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & 
Game Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 21089.) 

CONCLUSION 

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Project to assist the City of 
Clovis in identifying and mitigating Project impacts on biological resources. 

More information on survey and monitoring protocols for sensitive species can be found 
at CDFW's website (https://www.wildl ife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocols). 
Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to Renee 
Robison, Environmental Scientist, at the address provided on this letterhead, by 
telephone at (559) 243-4014 extension 274, or by email at 
Renee.Robison@wildlife.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

;,_ 7c: i c, L. {~" ~__) 
Julie A. Vance 
Regional Manager 

cc: Holley Kline 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
2800 Cottage Way, Suite W-2605 
Sacramento, California 95825 

Office of Planning and Research 
Post Office Box 3044 
Sacramento, California 95814 
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LETTER E 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 
Julie A. Vance, Regional Manager 
January 22, 2018 

Response E-1: 

Response E-2: 

Response E-3: 

This comment states that on January 26, 2017, CDFW submitted a letter 
regarding the IS/MND, dated December 2016. This comment states that 
CDFW's letter voiced concern regarding potential for the project to result in 
significant impacts to biological resources on and near the project site, 
specifically potential impact to burrowing owl, California tiger salamander 
(CTS), wester spadefoot, and special-status plant specifies. This comment 
also states that CDFW sti ll has similar concerns regarding these impacts and 
the mitigation measures contained in the December 2017 IS/MND. 
Following CDFW's January 2017 letter, the City revised the biological 
resources section of the IS/MND. The City revised Mitigation Measure BI0-2 
to address incidental take of CTS and to offset impacts to CTS upland 
habitat. In addition, the City added Mitigation Measure BI0 -3 to reduce 
potential impacts to special-status plants. These mitigation measures were 
included in the City recirculated the December 2017 Recirculated 15/MND. 
The City intends to comply with the mitigation measures and the intent of 
the mitigation measures included in the 15/MND is clear that the City will 
mitigate impacts and monitor as necessary. 

This comment states that the project area is within the range of burrowing 
owl and that CDFW recommends including Burrowing Owl Avoidance and 
Burrowing Owl Relocation and mitigation measures in the 15/MND. The City 
has reviewed this comment and determined that the 15/MND does include 
these mitigation measures as out line in Mitigation Measure BI0-1 on page 
20, specifically includes a reference to the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (CDFW} 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owls, although not worded 
as specified in CDFW's letter. The City intends to comply with the mitigation 
measures and the intent of the mitigation measures included in the IS/MND 
is clear that the City will mitigate impacts and monitor as necessary. 

This comment identifies that the project site lies within 1.3 miles of suitable 

breeding habitat for CTS and that CDFW recommends including Focused CTS 
Surveys, CTS Avoidance, and CTS Take Authorization mitigation measures in 
the 15/MND. The City has reviewed this comment and determined thatthe 
15/MND incorporates these mitigation measures, although not specifically 
worded as specified in CDFW's letter. The City intends to comply with the 

mitigation measures and the intent of the mitigation measures included in 

the 15/MND is clear that the City will mitigate impacts and monitor as 
necessary. 

2/2/18 (P:\CJT160l Oovis landfill\PRODUCTS\RTC\Clovis Landfill Left Turn Lane RTC.docx) 23 



Response E-4: 

Response E-5: 

Response E-6: 

LSA 

This comment identifies that the project would involve temporary and 
permanent impacts to the bed, bank, and channel of an ephemeral drainage 
that is tributary to Little Dry Creek, which is tributary to the San Joaquin 
River. CDFW recommends including Notification of Lake or Stream bed 
Alteration mitigation measures in the IS/MND. The City has reviewed this 
comment and determined that the IS/MND does include these mitigation 
measures, although not worded as specified in CDFW's letter. The City 
intends to comply with the mitigation measures and the intent of the 
mitigation measures included in the IS/MND is clear that the City will 
mitigate impacts and monitor as necessary. 

This comment recommends consulting with USFWS on potential impacts to 
federal listed species. The City has reviewed this comment and determined 
that the IS/MND includes mitigation measures that would mitigate impacts 
and monitor as necessary. 

This comment recommends that project implementation occurs during the 
bird non-nesting season and that if ground-disturbing activities must occur 
during the breeding season, the City is responsible for ensuring that 
implementation of the project does not result in violation of the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act or relevant Fish and Game Codes. The City has reviewed this 
comment and determined that the 15/MND includes mitigation measures 
that would mitigate impacts and monitor as necessary. 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 2-A-1 
City Manager: 

C I T Y 0 1 C L 0 VI S 
REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Planning and Development Services Department 

DATE: February 20, 2018 

SUBJECT: Consider Approval - Res. 18-_, A request for California Department of 
Transportation and the California Transportation Commission to remove 
access restriction at the intersection of Owens Mountain Parkway and 
Temperance Avenue. 

ATTACHMENTS: (A) Resolution of Project Commitment 
(8) Location Map 
(C) Proposed Roundabout Layout 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the City Council to approve Resolution 18- _ , requesting California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) and the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to remove 
the access restriction at the intersection of Owen's Mountain Parkway and Temperance 
Avenue for continuation of Owen's Mountain Parkway east of Temperance Avenue for traffic 
circulation purposes. The resolution will make a firm commitment on behalf of the City to 
fund and deliver a project to construct a roundabout at said intersection in a timely manner 
in return for Caltrans' relinquishment of the right of way at said intersection to the City of 
Clovis. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The resolution serves to formalize the City's request of Caltrans and the CTC to transfer the 
right of way at the intersection of Owen's Mountain Parkway and Temperance Avenue to 
the City of Clovis. The resolution also confirms the City's commitment to fund and deliver 
the roundabout project within a timely manner (Attachment A) . 

CIP 16-20 Owen's Mountain I Temperance Roundabout Page 1 of 3 
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BACKGROUND 

City Council Report 
Owen's Mountain/Temperance Access 

February 20, 2018 

A completed intersection at Alluvial Avenue and Temperance Avenue was built by the 
Fresno County Transportation Authority (FCTA) in cooperation with Caltrans in 2001 as part 
of the State Route 168 construction. As originally designed, the intersection was a 'T' 
intersection with no easterly leg. Leading up to and ·during the construction of the State 
highway, the City established the first phase of the Research and Technology Business Park 
(RT Park) and was awarded an EDA grant to construct infrastructure to serve the 
development. The EDA project included construction of full street improvements and 
infrastructure for Alluvial and Temperance Avenues including a traffic signal and intersection 
improvements augmenting the FCT A work. The intersection was built to accommodate a 
fourth leg to the east to serve limited development west of the Enterprise Canal. As 
positioned, the intersection is approximately 374 feet from the State Route 168 westbound 
off ramps, which is less than the minimum distance of 400 feet required by Caltrans. 
Caltrans does own the right-of-way necessary to preserve and enforce no access within that 
zone. 

As the surrounding property began to develop, Caltrans was consulted and allowed the 
violation of the access restriction under an encroachment based on their understanding that 
only localized traffic would utilize the access point. The easterly leg of the intersection, 
"Owen's Mountain Parkway" was constructed incrementally for access to the property on 
the southeast corner of the intersection. Later, the City established the next phase of the 
RT Park which lies east of the Enterprise Canal. This new phase included the extension of 
Owens Mountain Parkway further to the east, ultimately connecting back into State Route 
168 to the north near Harlan Ranch. 

With the plan for the City to continue Owen's Mountain Parkway further to the east for traffic 
circulation, staff has worked extensively with Caltrans on getting the existing access 
restriction at the intersection removed to allow for continued access. This work included 
providing detailed independent traffic studies with mitigation measures that would minimize 
impacts to the affected ramps. Caltrans remains unwilling to allow a design exception, but 
suggested in 2014, that replacing the traffic signal with a roundabout would improve traffic 
flow so that impacts to the ramps are reduced. With the roundabout, Caltrans could approve 
a design exception and would be willing to relinquish the right of way they now hold within 
the intersection. 

City staff has since programed federal funding through Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
(CMAQ) to fund the construction of a roundabout at the intersection. City staff and our 
consultant are currently working with Caltrans staff through design review of the project and 
approval of the design exception for the roundabout. With a resolution of commitment from 
the City for the roundabout project, Caltrans is ready to approve the design exception and 
transfer the right of way to the city of Clovis. This will secure the City's ability to continue to 
utilize this access point and proceed with plans to extend Owens Mountain Parkway to the 
east. 

CIP 16-20 Owen's Mountain /Temperance Roundabout Page 2 of 3 
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FISCAL IMPACT 

City Council Report 
Owen 's Mountain/Temperance Access 

February 20, 2018 

The construction of the roundabout project is budgeted in the 2018-2019 Community 
Investment Program budget and funding will be with Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
(CMAQ) federal funds. The estimated cost is $1.6 million. 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The attached resolution is the City's request to remove the access restriction by transfer of 
right of way to the City of Clovis, and commit funding to construct the roundabout at the 
intersection of Owen's Mountain Parkway and Temperance Avenue within a timely manner 
after receiving the transfer of the right of way. 

ACTIONS FOLLOWING APPROVAL 

1. Staff will request Caltrans to relinquish the right of way in the intersection of Owen's 
Mountain Parkway and Temperance Avenue to the City of Clovis; and 

2. Staff will continue working with Caltrans to complete the design of the roundabout 
and submit the project for allocation of the federal funding for construction. 

3. Staff will schedule construction of the roundabout upon allocation of the federal 
funding. 

Prepared by: Thad Avery, Associate Engineer 

Submitted by: 

CIP 16-20 Owen's Mountain /Temperance Roundabout 
2/13/2018 2:47:31 PM 

Dwight Kroll 
Director of Planning and 
Development Services 
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RESOLUTION 18-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVIS REQUESTING 
CALTRANS AND THE CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION REMOVE THE 

ACCESS RESTRICTION AT THE INTERSECTION OF OWEN'S MOUNTAIN PARKWAY AND 
TEMPERANCE AVENUE; AND THE CITY'S FIRM COMMITMENT TO FUND AND DELIVER 

THE CONSTRUCTION OF A ROUNDABOUT AT SAID INTERSECTION 

WHEREAS, the City of Clovis is requesting Caltrans and the California Transportation 
Commissions' (CTC) approval for continuation of Owen's Mountain Parkway east of Temperance 
Avenue for traffic circulation purposes; and 

WHEREAS, Caltrans currently owns the east half of the Owen's Mountain Parkway and 
Temperance Avenue intersection; and 

WHEREAS, there currently exists an access restriction across the easterly right of way of 
said intersection; and 

WHEREAS, Caltrans has recommended the construction of a roundabout at said 
intersection in order to transfer the intersection right of way to the City of Clovis; and 

WHEREAS, the transfer of the right of way at said intersection will remove the access 
restriction at the intersection; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Clovis currently has federal funding programed from Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) to construct said roundabout. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Clovis commits 
funding per the City of Clovis Capital Investment Program budget to construct a roundabout at 
the intersection of Owen's Mountain Parkway and Temperance Avenue. The City also commits 
to deliver the project within the timelines of the CMAQ funding guidelines upon Caltrans' 
re linquishment of the intersection right of way to the City. 

* * * * * 

The foregoing Resolution was introduced and adopted at a regular meeting of the City 
Council of the City of Clovis held on February 20, 2018, by the following vote , to wit: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

DATED: 

Mayor City Clerk 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

AGENDA ITEM NO: 3-A 

C I T Y of C L 0 V I S 
REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

Mayor and City Council 

Administration 

February 20, 2017 

Consider appointment of two council members to represent the City of 
Clovis in negotiations with the Fresno Irrigation District on the Water 
Conveyance Agreement. 

Luke Serpa will give an oral presentation on this item. Please direct questions to the 
City Manager's office at 559-324-2060. 
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