PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FOWLER
AGENDA
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 2021
6:30 P.M.
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER
128 SOUTH STH STREET
FOWLER, CA 93625

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need assistance or accommodations to
access the City Council Chambers or participate in this meeting, please contact the planning secretary at
(559) 834-3113 x110. Notification at least 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City to make
reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility.

Planning Commission meetings are open to the public at the physical address listed above. There are
numerous ways to participate in the Planning Commission meetings: you may attend in person, you may
appear by telephone as described below, or you may submit written comments via email to
szavala@ci.fowler.ca.us. Please include your name and reference the agenda item you are commenting
on, if any. Written comments received that do not specify an agenda item will be marked for the general
public comment portion of the agenda. Emails received by 8:00 am on the date of the meeting will be
provided to the Planning Commission at the meeting and made part of the record of proceedings but will
not be read aloud.

This meeting will be conducted pursuant to the provisions of the Governor’s Executive Order N-25-
20 which suspends certain requirements of the Ralph M. Brown Act. The telephone number listed
below will provide access to the meeting via teleconference. Please note: when joining the
teleconference you will be asked your name which will be used to identify you during any public
comment period.

Telephone Number: 978-990-5175
Meeting ID: 494026#

It is requested that any member of the public attending while on the teleconference have their
4

phone set on “mute” to eliminate background noise or other interference from telephonic

participation.

l. Meeting Called to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Public Presentation — (This portion of the meeting reserved for persons desiring to address the

Commission on any matter not on this agenda. Presentations are limited to five minutes per
person and no more than 15 minutes per topic).

4. APPROVE Minutes of the August 5, 2021 Planning Commission Meeting



5. PUBLIC HEARING to Consider Items Pertaining to Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance
Amendment No. 19-03, and Annexation Request No. 19-03, filed by Fowler Unified School
District for property located on the west side of South Armstrong Avenue between East
Adams and East Clayton Avenues.

Consider Approval of Resolution No. 663, a Resolution adopting an Addendum to the
Mitigated Negative Declaration for Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03
and Annexation Request No. 19-03. ., before the Planning Commission of the City of
Fowler, County of Fresno, State of California.

Consider Approval of Resolution No. 664, a Resolution recommending approval to the City
Council of Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03. before the Planning
Commission of the City of Fowler, County of Fresno, State of California.

6. Commissioner Reports and Comments

- Adjournment

Next Resolution No.: 665

CERTIFICATION: 1, Sennaida Zavala, Planning Secretary for the City of Fowler, California, hereby
certify that the foregoing agenda was posted for public review on, Monday, August 30, 2021.

EmiCin

Sennaida Zavala
Planning Secretary



MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FOWLER
Thursday, August 5, 2021 Meeting

Chair Mellon called the meeting to order at 6:41 p.m. Roll call was taken.

Commissioners Present: Chair Mellon, Vice Chair Kandarian, Hammer, Prado, Rodriguez
Commissioners Absent: None
City Staff Present: Community Development Director Gaffery, City Attorney Carlson,

City Planner Marple, and Planning Secretary Zavala

AGENDA ITEM NO. 4
APPROVE Minutes of the July 1, 2021 Meeting

Vice Chair Kandarian made a motion to approve the minutes from the July 1, 2021
meeting. Commissioner Prado seconded the motion. Motion carried by roll call vote:
Ayes: Mellon, Kandarian, Hammer, Prado, Rodriguez.

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5

Public Hearing to Consider Items Pertaining to Site Plan Review Application No. 21-05,
filed by Beckenhauer Inc., to expand the existing Bee Sweet Citrus facility with a 257,500
square foot building for mandarin orange processing and a 10,000 square foot mechanics’
shop at 416 East South Avenue (APN: 345-110-85S) and consider adoption of a Mitigated
Negative Declaration pursuant to CEQA.

Ms. Marple presented the item. The project proposes to expand the Bee Sweet Citrus
Facility for a mandarin orange processing facility. Staff recommended approval of the
proposed project.

Commissioners asked questions and Ms. Marple clarified the applicant will also complete
a parcel merger as the new structure may not be built across two different parcels. Ms.
Marple also answered questions regarding the relocation of the existing ponding basin.

Commissioner Hammer made a motion to adopt resolution number 661, resolution
adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration for Site Plan Review No. 21-05.
Commissioner Rodriguez seconded the motion. Motion carried by a roll call vote: Ayes:
Mellon, Hammer, Prado, Rodriguez. Recused: Kandarian

Commissioner Hammer made a motion to adopt resolution number 662, resolution
approving Site Plan Review Application No. 21-05, to expand the existing Bee Sweet
Citrus facility with a 257,500 square foot building for mandarin orange processing and a
10,000 square foot mechanics’ shop at 416 East South Avenue. Commissioner Rodriguez



MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FOWLER
July 1, 2021 Meeting
Page 2 of 2

seconded the motion. Motion carried by a roll call vote: Ayes: Mellon, Hammer, Prado,
Rodriguez. Recused: Kandarian

Vice Chair Kandarian recused himself from this item due to conflict of interest based on
source of income.

AGENDA ITEM NO 6

Commissioner Reports and Comments
Commissioners asked questions of staff. Community Development Director Gaffery
advised the Building Official recruitment is posted and also answered questions about
accessory structures in residential zones.

AGENDA ITEM No. 9

Adjournment
Commissioner Hammer made a motion to adjourn. Commissioner Prado seconded the
motion. Motion carried by a voice vote and meeting was adjourned at 7:03 PM.



FOWLER PLANNING COMMISSION

ITEM NO: 5

REPORT TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION

September 2, 2021

FROM: Dawn E. Marple, City Planner
SUBJECT

Public Hearing to Consider Items Pertaining to Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03,
and Annexation Request No. 19-03, filed by Fowler Unified School District for property located on the
west side of South Armstrong Avenue between East Adams and East Clayton Avenues.

1. Consider Approval of Resolution No. 663, a Resolution adopting an Addendum to the Mitigated
Negative Declaration for Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03 and Annexation
Request No. 19-03.

2. Consider Approval of Resolution No. 664, a Resolution recommending approval to the City
Council of Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommend the Planning Commission approve Resolution No. 664 recommending approval to
the City Council of Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03 and adopt an Addendum to
a Mitigated Negative Declaration to CEQA.

BACKGROUND

Fowler Unified School District is proposing the expansion of the existing Marshall Elementary School
to serve the existing student population and relocate the District’'s early learning program. The
preschool is a year-round program with hours between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday, and will serve 90 students at build-out. The site will include up to 6 classrooms, administration
offices, parking, and play areas. There will be three modular buildings, with an approximate area totaling
almost 16,000 square feet (sq. ft.). The school expansion site will be annexed into the City of Fowler
and connect to the City of Fowler's water systems and to the Selma-Kingsburg-Fowler Sanitation
District sewer systems.

The Project site is located north of the existing Marshall Elementary School. Figure 1 shows the aerial
view of the Project site. The proposed Project will occupy approximately 3-acre portion of an
undeveloped site (APN 340-130-09) in unincorporated Fresno County. The school expansion site will



be annexed into the City of Fowler and connect to the City of Fowler’s water systems and to the Selma-
Kingsburg-Fowler Sanitation District sewer systems.

The proposed Project will include three new modular buildings, hardcourts, playfield and paved parking
and fire access driveways. The three modular buildings will have an approximate area totaling almost
16,000 square feet (sqg. ft.). Also, new parking lot improvement are planning in the east portion of the
site. Construction is anticipated to take approximately 9-12 months to complete.

In order to provide a logical boundary, the City proposes to include 0.33 acres of land (APN 340-220-
33) into the Project. This parcel contains a single-family residence.

Both parcels are proposed for annexation. Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03
proposes to rezone the subject properties to RCO (Resource Conservation, Public Use, and Open
Space) zone district (see Exhibit 3), which is consistent with the underlying General Plan Land Use
designation of Parks and Open Space (FMC Section 9-5.307; see Exhibit 2). Public elementary schools
are a permitted use in the RCO zone district (FMC Section 9-5.503).

While the school is proposed on land designated as Parks and Open Space, approval of this prezone
and annexation would not preclude future park development in the area, as “[lJocations for future park
sites are schematic and may be located on any suitable lands in the general vicinity.” (General Plan
Policy 4.7-15). Future school sites too can be located on any suitable lands in the general vicinity.
(General Plan Policy 4.7-17)

Single-family residences are not allowed in the RCO zone district. The existing single-family residence
would become a legal non-conforming use, however expansion and/or remodels up to 50 percent of
the value of the structure are allowed subject to Administrative Approval (FMC Section 9-5.504).
Repairs and customary maintenance are as always permitted (FMC Section 9-5.29.02). Residential
dwellings are exempt from abandonment of legal nonconforming use regulations (FMC Section 9-5.29-
.03).

If the project is approved by the City Council, an application for annexation can be submitted to LAFCo.
However, recommendations for annexation are not within the purview of the Commission; annexation
is acted upon independently by the Council.

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS

A Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) (State Clearinghouse No. 2021050269) was prepared
by Fowler USD in accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines (Attachment D).

This process included the distribution of requests for comment from other responsible or affected
agencies and interested organizations. The 30-day public review period for the Draft MND occurred
May 13, 2021 to June 11, 2021. On June 16, 2021, Fowler USD adopted the MND for the Marshall
Elementary School Expansion Project. Relevant documents may be found at the Fowler USD website
at http://www.fowlerusd.org.

Fowler USD named the City of Fowler as a Responsible Agency pursuant to Section 15381 of the
CEQA Guidelines in order to carry out Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03 and
Annexation Request No. 19-03. Pursuant to Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City of Fowler
has prepared an Addendum to the 2021 Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project MND to



facilitate the expansion of the annexation area. The addendum did not identify any new environmental
impacts.

Attachments:
A. Figure 1 — Aerial Photo
B. Figure 2 — General Plan Land Use Map
C. Figure 3 — Prezone Map
D. Planning Commission Resolution No. 663
E. Planning Commission Resolution No. 664
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RESOLUTION NO. 663
RESOLUTION BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF FOWLER
COUNTY OF FRESNO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

RESOLUTION TO ADOPT AN ADDENDUM TO THE FOWLER UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (SCH NO.
2021050269) FOR ZONING (PREZONING) ORDINANCE AMENDMENT NO.
19-03 AND ANNEXATION REQUEST NO. 19-03

WHEREAS, an application for Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03 and
Annexation Request No. 19-03 has been submitted for the annexation of the proposed project (“Marshall
Elementary School Expansion Project”) on an approximately 2.97-acre parcel (APN: 340-130-29T) on the west
side of South Armstrong Avenue between East Clayton and East Adams Avenues (“Parcel 17); and

WHEREAS, the subject application was deemed complete by the Fowler Planning Department and
has been reviewed for compliance with the Fowler Zoning Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, Fowler Unified School District prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (“MND”)
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) (State Clearinghouse No. 2021050269) for
the Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project, which was adopted on June 16, 2021, by Fowler Unified
School District (“Fowler USD”), attached hereto as Attachment A; and

WHEREAS, Fowler USD named the City of Fowler as a Responsible Agency pursuant to Section
15381 of the CEQA Guidelines in order to carry out Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03
and Annexation Request No. 19-03; and

WHEREAS, in order to provide a logical boundary, the City proposes to include an approximately
0.33-acre parcel (APN: 340-220-33) (“Patcel 2”) possessing a single-family residence into the annexation
request; and

WHEREAS, Parcel 1 and Parcel 2 together with the Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project
shall now be called the “Project” under CEQA and is therefore subject to requirements of the CEQA and the
Guidelines implementing CEQA; and

WHEREAS, CEQA encourages finalization of environmental documents and CEQA Guidelines
Section 15164 provides that the lead agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously adopted negative
declaration if only some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section
15162, calling for the preparation of a subsequent negative declaration, have occurred; and

WHEREAS, the City of Fowler, a CEQA lead agency for the proposed Project has prepared this
Addendum to the 2021 Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project MND pursuant to CEQA provisions

because only minor changes or additions to said MND are needed to consider the proposed modifications; and

WHEREAS, the impact analysis in this Addendum does not identify any new significant impacts; and



WHEREAS, no additional mitigation measures were identified.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission of the City of Fowler,
based upon the entire record of proceedings, hereby finds, and recommends to the City Council that:

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct.

2. The Addendum to the 2021 Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project MND should be adopted.

3. None of the conditions described in Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines calling for the preparation
of a subsequent MND would occur as a result of the Project and that an Addendum is therefore
appropriate under Section 15164(e) of the CEQA Guidelines.

4. On the basis of the whole record, there is no substantial evidence that the Project will have a significant
effect on the environment with mitigation measures included.

5. The basis for the findings is detailed in the September 2, 2021 staff report, which is hereby incorporated
by reference, the entire Administrative Record, as well as evidence and comments presented in
connection with the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Chairman of the Planning Commission
Attest:

Secretary of the Planning Commission

I, Sennaida Zavala, Secretary of the Planning Commission, do hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was
adopted at a meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of Fowler, on the motion of Commissioner
and second by Commissioner on the 2n day of
September 2021 by the following vote:

AYES: Commissioners:

NAYS: Commissioners:

ABSTAIN: Commissioners:

ABSENT: Commissioners:




Attachment A — Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration and Addendum



CITY OF FOWLER

125 S. FIFTH STREET
FOWLER, CA 93625

Prezone and Annexation
Application Nos. 19-03

Addendum to
Adopted Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

for the “Marshall Elementary School Expansion”
Project

August 2021



PREZONE AND ANNEXATION APPLICATION NOS. 19-03
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Addendum
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PREZONE AND ANNEXATION APPLICATION NOS. 19-03
Addendum to Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Introduction

This document is an Addendum to the adopted Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for Marshall
Elementary School Expansion, a project that authorized the expansion of an existing elementary school
campus. The City, as a Responsible Agency under CEQA, has prepared this Addendum in accordance with
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21000, et seq.) and the
Guidelines implementing the CEQA (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15000, et
seq.).

CEQA Regulations
Section 15164 — Addendum to an EIR or Negative Declaration, states, in pertinent parts:

b) Anaddendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor technical changes
or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the
preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred.

¢) An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to the
final EIR or adopted negative declaration.

d) The decision-making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or adopted negative
declaration prior to making a decision on the project.

e) A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162
should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency’s findings on the project, or
elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence.

Referenced Section 15162 — Subsequent EIRs and Negative Declarations, states:

(a) When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent EIR
shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of substantial
evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects;

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase
in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or

3. New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was

City of Fowler 4 | Page



PREZONE AND ANNEXATION APPLICATION NOS. 19-03
Addendum to Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

(b)

(c)

(d)

certified as complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the
following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR or negative declaration;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than
shown in the previous EIR;

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in
fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of
the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure
or alternative; or

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative.

If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or new information becomes available after
adoption of a negative declaration, the lead agency shall prepare a subsequent EIR if required
under subdivision (a). Otherwise the lead agency shall determine whether to prepare a subsequent
negative declaration, an addendum, or no further documentation.

Once a project has been approved, the lead agency’s role in project approval is completed, unless
further discretionary approval on that project is required. Information appearing after an approval
does not require reopening of that approval. If after the project is approved, any of the conditions
described in subdivision (a) occurs, a subsequent EIR or negative declaration shall only be prepared
by the public agency which grants the next discretionary approval for the project, if any. In this
situation no other responsible agency shall grant an approval for the project until the subsequent
EIR has been certified or subsequent negative declaration adopted.

A subsequent EIR or subsequent negative declaration shall be given the same notice and public
review as required under Section 15087 or Section 15072. A subsequent EIR or negative declaration
shall state where the previous document is available and can be reviewed.

This Addendum, including the environmental analyses which follow, demonstrates that none of the
conditions described above in Section 15162, calling for the preparation of a subsequent environmental
document to the adopted Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project would occur as a result of the
Prezone and Annexation Application Nos. 19-03. Therefore, the City has determined this Addendum,
prepared pursuant to Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines, is the appropriate level of CEQA document
for the Project.

City of Fowler 5|Page



PREZONE AND ANNEXATION APPLICATION NOS. 19-03
Addendum to Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Project Background

OnJune 16, 2021, Fowler Unified School District (Fowler USD) adopted an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project (see Appendix A), a project for
the construction of an expansion of the existing Marshall Elementary School. The adopted IS/MND
evaluated the impacts of the construction and operation of the school expansion, as well as the necessary
infrastructure to support the development.

Project Description

The Project, Zoning (Prezoning) Ordinance Amendment and Annexation Application Nos. 19-03, proposes
to:

1. Prezone approximately 3.3 acres of land to the RCO (Resource Conservation, Public Use, and Open
Space) zone district.

2. Annex approximately 3.3 acres into the City of Fowler

As the Fowler USD Project was required to annex into the City of Fowler by the Fresno County Local Agency
Formation Commission (LAFCo), consultation with LAFCo came to the conclusion that an approximately
0.33-acre lot be included in the annexation to “square off” annexation boundaries to prevent future
“county islands” where properties located in unincorporated Fresno County but surrounded by the City
of Fowler would have varying types, and levels of, public services. The original IS/MND did not address
this conditional approval that LAFCo would place on the annexation of the original project. For expediency
purposes the City of Fowler is preparing this Addendum to cover this additional property.

A single-family residence exists on the 0.33-acre parcel to proposed to be annexed with the Fowler USD
property. No development is proposed on this residential property. All future development with this
property would have to be in accordance with the development standards in place at that time.

For these reasons, for all resource areas, impacts from the modified project would be the same as the
impacts identified under the approved project. Therefore, impacts to the following resource areas would
not substantively change:

e Aesthetics e Mineral Resources

e Agricultural and Forestry Resources e Noise

e Air Quality e Population and Housing

e Biological Resources e Public Services

e Cultural Resources e Recreation

e Energy e Transportation

e Geology and Soils e Tribal Cultural Resources

e Greenhouse Gas Emissions e Utilities and Service Systems

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials e Wildfire

e Hydrology and Water Quality e Mandatory Findings of Significance

e Land Use and Planning
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PREZONE AND ANNEXATION APPLICATION NOS. 19-03
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Addendum

Specifically, because the proposed annexation would not result in the change of any buildings, the
modified project would be of the same size and massing than the approved project.

Determination

As demonstrated in the preceding Analysis section, the proposed Prezone and Annexation Application
Nos. 19-03 would not result in, or require, changes to previous impact determinations or mitigation
requirements as identified in the adopted Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. None of the
conditions described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or
negative declaration have occurred. Therefore, in accordance with California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Section 15164, Addendum to an EIR or Negative Declaration, the District, acting as a Responsible
Agency under CEQA, has appropriately prepared this Addendum.
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Addendum to Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

APPENDICES
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PREZONE AND ANNEXATION APPLICATION NOS. 19-03
Addendum to Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Appendix A: Adopted Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration and Adopted
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA N
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

Edmund G. Brown Jr.
Governor

May 4, 2018

Scolt Griffin

Fowler Unified Schoo! District
658 E, Adams Avenue
Fowler, CA 93625

Subject: Marshall Elcmentary School 3 Acre Addition
SCH#: 2018041015

Dear Scott Griffin:

The State Cleaninghouse submitted the above named Negetive Declaration to selected state agencies for
review. The review period closed on May 3, 2018, and no state agencies submitted comments by that date,

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the

environmental review process, If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the

ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerel)-!, _ ?‘J

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 TENTH STREET P.Q. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL 1-016-445-0613 FAX 1-016.558-3164 WwWw.opr.ca.gov




Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2018041015
Project Title  Marshall Elemenlary School 3 Acre Addition
Laad Agency Fowler Unified School District
Type HNeg Negative Declaration
Description  The purchase of 3 acres to the north of Marshall ES,
Lead Agency Contact
Name Scott Griffin
Agency Fowler Unified Scheol District
Phone 559-834-6080 Fax
email
Address 658 E. Adams Avenue
City Fowler Sfate CA  Zip 93625
Project Location
County Fresno
City Fowler
Region
Lat/Long 36°38'12°N/119° 40" 28" W
Cross Streefs Armslrong & Adams Ave
Parcel No. 340-130-9
Township 158 Range 21E Sectlon 10 Base Nomis C

Proximity to: L

Highways
Alrports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

99
SPRR

Marshall ES
Parks/OS/PF per city of Fowler General plan map

Project Issues

Agriculturel Land; Schools/Universifies; Landuse

Reviewing
Agencles

Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Reglon 4; Department of Parks and Recrealion;
Department of Waler Resources; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 6; Regional Watar
Quality Conlrol Bd.;Region 5 {Fresno); Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities
Commission

Date Received

04/04/2018 Start of Review (4/04/2018 End of Review 05/03/2018

Note: Blanks in data fieids result frorﬁ Insufficient information provided by lead agency.




Appendix C

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal

Maif to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3034  (916) 445-0613
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH#Z20/B04/0 15

Project Title: Marshall Elementary Schoot 3 Acre Addition

Lead Agency: Fowler Unified School District Contact Person: Mr. Scott Griffin
Mailing Address: 658 East Adams Avenue Phone; (559) B34-6080
City: Fowler Zip: 93625 County: Fresno
F—roject Location: County:Fresno City/Nearest Community: Fowler
Cruss Streets: Ammistrong & Adams Avenue Zip Code: 93625
Longitude/Latiwude (degrees, minutes and seconds): 36 38 112 N/ 119 40 ‘28~ W Tl Acres: 3 Acres
Assessor's Purcel No.: 340-130-9 Section: 10 Twp: 15 South  Range: 21 Easl  Base: Norris Celr
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: 99 Watcrways.
Airports: Railways: _Southern Pacific Schools: Marshall Elementary

Document Type:
CEQA: [] Nop [J Draft BIR NEPA:  [] NOI Other: [ foint Document

[] Barly Cons [ SupplemenvSubsequent EIR ] EA [ Finul Document

] Neg Dec {Prior SCH Nao.) [] D GIS [ Oher:

] MitNegDec  Other: [ FonsI
L—ocal Action Type: T
[J General Pian Update [ Specific Plan [ Rezone (J Ananexation
[J General Plan Amendiment  [X] Master Plan [ Prezone ] Redevelopment
[J General Plan Element [ Planned Unit Development ] Use Permit [ Coastal Pennit
[0 Comnwnity Plan [®] Site Plan O3 Land Division (Subdivision, ctc.} [J Other:

e R e e i I I e T T e

Davelopment Type:

any

[0 Residential: Units Acres

E£] OFfice: Sq.ft. Actes Employess, [ Teanspontation:  Type

[ Commercial: Sq.it. Acres Employees, [] Mining: Minesul

] Industrial:  Sq.R, Acres Employces [ Power: Type MW
Educational: Addition io an exisling school [ Waste ‘Treatment: Type MGD

[ Recreational; [_] Hazardous Waste: Type

O Water Facilitics:Type MGD T Othes:

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

[0 Aesthetic/Visual [ Fiscal [J Recreation/Parks [ Vegetation

B<] Agricultural Land (] Food Plain/Flouding (%] Schools/Universitics (] water Quality

[ Air Quality ] Forest LandfFire Huzard [ Seplic Systems {T] Water Supply/Groundwater
[ ArcheologicalHistorical ] Geologic/Seismic [J Sewer Capacity ] Wetland/Riparian
(] Biological Resources [ Minerals [ Svil Erosion/CompactionGrading [ ] Growth Inducement
{] Coastal Zone [ Noise [ Solid Waste f%] Land Use

] Prainape/Absorption (] Population/Housing Balance [} Toxic/Hazardous O Cumulative Effects
[ Economic/Tobs L] Public Services/Facilities ] Traffic/Circulation [ other:

TN R OSM e mm s AR e e s W e e em e e e M v At e K T e mm e e e ms rm e e e e e e e o e

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designatlon:
Parks/Open Space/Public Facilities per City of Fowler General Plan Map

Project Dascription: (please u5e @ s"ePu'ErQe',Ba" ¢ if necessany)
The purchase of 3 acres to the north of Marshall lementary School.

e e em E A mr A M G em o e e Em e Em v e

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign identifiention munbers for ofl new projecis. If a SCH number ulready exisis fora imwjm fe.g. Nedece of Preparation or
previous drafi document) plense fill in.
Revised 2010



Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X".
If you have already sent your docuiment to the agency please denote that with an "S".

Air Resources Board

Boating & Waterways, Department of
California Emergency Management Agency
Californie Highway Patrol

Caltrans District#

Caltrans Division of Aeronautics
Caltrans Planning

Ceotral Valley Flood Protection Board
Coachella Valley Mtns. Conservancy
Coastal Commission

Colorado River Board

Conservation, Department of
Corrections, Department of

Delta Protection Comimission
Education, Departinent of

Energy Commission

Fish & Guame Region #

Food & Agriculture, Depantment of
Forestry and Fire Protection, Degrartient of
General Services, Depattinent of
Health Services, Department of
Housing & Community Development
Native American Heritage Cominission

Local Public Review Pesiod (lo be filled in by lead agency)

Starting Date Proposed May 15, 2018

Lead Agency {Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firnm; Integrated Designs by SOMAM, inc

Address: 5011 N. Fresno Slreel #130

City/State/Zip: FresnolCA/SITI0

Contact: Sharon Ashida

Phone: (599) 436-0681

Office of Historic Prescrvation
X Office of Public School Construction
Parks & Recreation, Department of
Pesticide Repulation, Department of
Public Uilides Cemmission
Regional WQCB #
Resources Agency
Resources Recycling und Recovery, Department of
S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Comm.
Sun Gabniel & Lower L.A. Rivers & Mins. Conservancy
San Joaquin River Conservancy
Santa Monica Mitns, Conservancy
State Lands Commission
SWRCB: Clear Water Grants
SWRCB: Water Quality
SWRCB: Water Rights
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
Toxic Substances Control, Department of
Water Resources, Department of

AR RRARARARARRRAR

Other:

Other:

Ending Date June 16, 2018

Applicant: Fowler Unified School District

Address: 658 E. Adams

City/StaelZip; FoWler/fCAJI3625

Phone: !_5-_59) Bm

‘.7/%@;-- ----- -—n'-l)ale:%"%//‘(f

Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 21161, Pubfic Resources Code.

Revised 2010



e ©+ CEQA APPENDIX G:
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

NOTE: The following is a sample form and may be tailored to satisfy individual agencies’ needs and project
circumstances. It may be used to meet the requiraments for an initial study when the criteria set forth in CEQA
Guidelines have been met. Substantial evidence of potential impacts that are not listed on this form must also
be considered. The sample questions in this form are intended to encourage thoughtful assessment of

impacts, and do not necessarily represent thresholds of significance.

1. Project title: Marshall Elementary School 3 Acre Addition
2. Lead agency name and address: Fowler Unified School District
658 East Adarns Avenue, Fowler, CA 93625
3. Cbntact person and phone number: Scott Griffin (559) 834-6080
4, Project location: 142 N. Armstrong Avenue, Fowler, CA 93625
5. Project sponsor’s name and address: Fowler Unified School District
658 East Adams Avenue, Fowler, CA 93625
6. General plan designation: Public Use/Parks{Open Space
7. Zoning: RCQ - Resgurce Conservation, Public Use and Open Space District

B. Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases of the
project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation. Attach additional

sheets if necessary.)
Addition of 3 Acre to Marshall Elementary School. ) o
9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings:
Apriculiture Use: North, West and East of the 3 Acre Addition. Existing school: South
10. Other public agencies whose approval is required {e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.)
California Department of Education, Division of the State Architect, Department of Toxic Substance Control,
Fresno County

11. Have California Mative American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.17 If so, has consultation

begun?

No, not required.

NOTE: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and
project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse
impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental
review process. {See Public Resources Code section 21083.3.2.} Information may also be available from the
California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code section
5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of
Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains provisions

specific to confidentiality.




ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

D Aesthetics Agriculture and Forestry Resources D Air Quality

D Biclogical Resources Geology /Soils

Cultural Resources

[:| Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology / Water Quality
[ 1 tanduse/ Planning
D Population / Housing
D Transportation/Traffic
] Mandatory Findings of

Significance

Mineral Resources Naise

Public Services Recreation

OO0o0ooag
ooooog

Tribal Cultural Rescurces Utilities/Service Systems

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

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

[t find that the proposed prt;ject MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

|:| | find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant
unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures
based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is

required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[C]1 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 further is required.

77/ 341r

Stgnature r/ Date

Mr. Scott Griffin, Assistant Superintendent Fowler Unified School District
Printed Name For




SAM-PLE QUESTIONS

Issues:
Less Than
Potentially Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitlgation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
I. AESTHETICS. Would the project: ’
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic Il ] ] e
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, (] ] ] X
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway? :
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character ] [ l:] X
or quality of the site and its surroundings? :
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare ] ] M X
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views
in the area?

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESQURCES. In -
determining whether impacts to agricultural :
resources are significant environmental effects, léad
agencles may refer to the California Agricultural
Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model {1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as
an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. Would the project:




Less Than

Potentlally Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
impact Incorporated Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or O ] ]
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the

California Resources Agency, to non-agricuftural

use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, D D D
or a Williamson Act contract? (Designated as Non-
Williamson Act Land — See Exhibit 1}

" ¢} Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause ] ] ]
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public

" Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland {as

defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or

timberland zoned Timberland Production (as

defined by Gavernment Code section 51104(g})?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of ] 0 ]
forest land to non-forest use?
e) Involve ether changes in the existing 1 ] ]

environment which, due to their location or nature,
~ could result in conversion of Farmiand, to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use? [City of Fowler General Plan designation
is Parks/Open Space/Public Facilities. See Exhibit 2)

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

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ] O]
applicable air quality plan?

[

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute il ] -
substantially to an existing or projected air quality

violation?

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase O ] [

of any criteria pollutant for which the project region
is non-attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

No
Impact

X

X



Less Than
Potentially Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

impact Incarporated Impact Impact
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial O ] (] 4
pollutant concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial [ ] ] (] X
number of people?
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly O ] (] X

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

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian [] L] ] X
habitat or other sensitive natural community

identifled in local or reglonal plans, policies,

regulatiofis or by the California Department of Fish

and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

c} Have a substantial adverse effect on federally ] ] [] X
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the

Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,

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

remaval, filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any (] [] ] >4
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species

or with established native resident or migratory :

wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native -
wildllfe nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances D I:] I:] E
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat ] ] ] X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local,

reglonal, or state habitat conservation plan?




V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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

15064.5?

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

to § 15064.5?

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

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

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priclo
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.

i} Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

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

¢} Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result
of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-
site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

Potentially Significant with

Significant
Impact

[

O

O OO0 OO

Less Than

Mitigation
Incorporated

O

O

a

O DO O0o

Less Than
Significant
Impact

O

]

O OO0 Og

No
Impact

X

XX KX

X



Less Than
Potentially Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

- lmpact Incorporated Impact Impact
d) Be located on gxpansive soil, as defined In Table O] W O X

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

e) Have solls incapable of adequately supporting the l:] D ] &
use of septic tanks or alternative waste water

disposal systems where sewers are not available for

the disposal of waste water?

VIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the
project:

a} Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either |:| D I:I 24
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or ] (] [] i<
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the

emissions of greenhouse gases?

VH!. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would

the project: 5

a} Create a significant hazard to the public or the [ ] ] X
environment through-the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the D [} D <]
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset

and accident conditions Invelving the release of

hazardous materials into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or ] ] ] 4
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste .

within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed

school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of L] ] [ [
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?



Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
- Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact {mpact

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

alrport, would the project result in a safety hazard

for people residing or working in the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private D I:I D 4
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere ] [ [] >
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of N i ] X
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,

including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized

areas or where residences are intermixed with

wildlands? .

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the
project: .

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste [:’ l:l ] [X]
discharge requirements?

X

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or M 1 O
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge

such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer

volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table

level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing

nearby wells would drop to a level which would not

support existing land uses or planned uses for which

permits have been granted}?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of il ] ] <
the site or area, including through the alteration of

the course of a stream or river, in a manner which

would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or

off-site?



Less Than
Potentlally Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated impact Impact

d} Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern ] ] ] X
of the site or area, including through the alteration
of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-
site?

e} Create or contribute runoff water which would ] ] ]
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?

B

f) Otherwise subslantially degrade water quality?

O3
00
0o
XX

g) Place housing within a 100-year fieod hazard area
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flaod Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area O ] ] B
structures which would impede or redirect flood .
flows?

i) Expose peaple or structures to a significant risk of D I:I D E(]

loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a resuit of the failure of a levee or dam?

j} Inundation by seiche, tsunami, ar mudflow?

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

g
L O
[
X

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy,
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over
the project {including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program,
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
{City of Fowler General Plan designation is
Parks/Open Space/Public Facilities)



- . Less Than
Potentially Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
impact Incorporated Impact Impact

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation D ] ] X
plan or natural community conservation plan?

X1l. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Result In the loss of availability of a known ] ] ] X
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- U] ] ] X
important mineral resource recovery site delineated

on a local general plan, specific plan or other land

use plan?

XIl. NOQISE -- Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise (] ] N X
levels in excess of standards established in the local

general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable

standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ] L ) ¢
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient O ] ] <

noise fevels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

d} A substantial temporary or periodic increase in (] ] I X<
ambient naise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

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

f} For a project within the vicinity of a private ] ] 0 X
alrstrip, would the project expose people residing or

working in the project area to excessive noise

levels?



Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

impact Incorporated Impact impact
Xill. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the
project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, ] i ] X

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

b} Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, J ] ] X
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

¢} Displace substantial numbers of people, D I:I D ]
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES,

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse ] ] ] X
physical Impacts associated with the provision of .

new or physically altered governmental facilities,

need for new or physically altered governmental

facilities, the construction of which could cause

significant environmental impacts, in order to

maintain acceptable service ratios, response times

or other performance objectives for any of the

public services:

Fire protection? 4]
Palice protection? X
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?
XV. RECREATION,

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

O O0O0Oo00Og
0 OOooOooo
U O0D00Oog
X KNRKX



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?

AVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC,
Would the project:

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

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

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an Increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)? )

e} Result in inadequate emergency access?

f} Contlict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities?

XVIL TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

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
tandscape that is geographically defined in terms of

Potentially Significant with

Significant
Impact

[

L4

Less Than

Mitigation
Incorporated

OJ

OO

Less Than
Significant
Impact

O

00

No
Impact

<

X X



Less Than
Potentially Significantwith Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
impact Incorporated Impact Impact

the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place,
or object with cuitural value to a California Native
American tribe, and that is:

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California [] [] [:] X
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register

of historical resources as defined in Public

Resources Code section 5020.1{k), or

i) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its L] ] ] i
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, -

to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in

subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section -

5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in

subdivision {c} of Public Resource Code Section

5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the

significance of the resource te a California Native

American tribe. -

XVl UTILITIES ANb SERVICE SYSTEMS.
‘Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of ] ] O X
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control

Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new ] ] ] X

walter or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental
effects?

c) Require or result in the construction of new 1 = L] ] B
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of

existing facilities, the construction of which could

cause significant envirenmental effects?

d} Have sufficient water supplies available to serve O il ] 4
the project from existing entitlements and

resources, or are new or expanded entitlements

needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater (1 ] ] X
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?



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

f} Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted O D ] @
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and O ] [] >4
regulations related to solid waste?

XIX. MANDATCRY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the | | ] ] (<
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the

habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or

wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining

levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal

community, reduce the number or restrict the range

of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate

important examples of the major periods of

California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are ] [ ] ] X
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?

(*Cumulatively considerable" means that the

incremental effects of a project are considerable

when viewed in connection with the effects of past

projects, the effects of other current projects, and

the effects of probable future projects)?

¢) Does the project have environmental effects 7 ] (] X
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, 21083.09 Public Resources Code. Reference: Section
65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21073, 21074 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 21083, 21083.05, 21083.3, 21080.3.1,
21080.3.2,21082.3, 21084.2, 21084.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151, Public Resources Code; Sundstrom v.
County of Mendocing,(1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296; Leonoff v. Monterey Board of Supervisors, (1990} 222 Cal.App.3d
1337; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. Gty of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 357; Protect the Historic Amador

Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal. App.4th at 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown Plan v.

Gity and County of San Francisco {2002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656.




ACQUISITION PARCEL

Portion of Lot 4 of Norris Colony, recorded in Book 2, Page 28 of Pl-ats, Fresno County
Records

The South 239.25 feet of the East 617.55 feet of the North half of Lot 4 of Norris Colony,
recorded in Book 2, Page 28 of Plats, Fresno County Records.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM, the land described herein is situated in the State of
California, County of Fresno, unincorporated area described as follows:

Beginning at the Southeast corner of the North half of Lot 4 in Section 10 of Norris
Colony, according 1o the map thereof recorded in Book 2, Page 28 of Plats, Fresno
County Records, thence North 121 feet, thence West 120 feet, thence South 121} feet
thence East 120 feet to the Point of Beginning.

- 214-0265/survey/word/acquisitionparcel/3-7-18
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RESOLUTION NO. 664
RESOLUTION BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF FOWLER
COUNTY OF FRESNO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING ADOPTION OF
ZONING (PREZONE) ORDINANCE AMENDMENT NO. 19-03 (MARSHALL
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL EXPANSION)

WHEREAS, an application for Zoning (Prezone) Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03 requesting
adoption of RCO (Resource Conservation, Public Use, and Open Space) zoning for APN: 340-130-29T
encompassing approximately 2.97 acres on the west side of South Armstrong Avenue between East Clayton
and Fast Adams Avenues (“Parcel 17) in connection with the Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project
by Fowler Unified School District (“Fowler USD”); and

WHEREAS, the subject application was deemed complete by the Fowler Planning Department and
has been reviewed for compliance with the Fowler Zoning Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, in order to provide a logical boundary, the City of Fowler (“City”’) proposes to include
an approximately 0.33-acre parcel (APN: 340-220-33) (“Parcel 2”) possessing a single-family residence into the
RCO (Resource Conservation, Public Use, and Open Space) zoning request; and

WHEREAS, Parcel 1 and Parcel 2 shall be referred to as the “Property” and together with the Marshall
Elementary School Expansion Project shall be called the “Project” pursuant to CEQA and the Guidelines
implementing CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the City prepared an Addendum to the Mitigated Negative Declaration (“MND”) (State
Clearinghouse No. 2021050269) prepared for the Marshall Elementary School Expansion Project, which was
adopted on June 16, 2021, by Fowler USD; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing on September 2, 2021 to
consider the proposed Prezone of the Property and the Addendum to the MND for the Project; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the staff report prepared pursuant

to the request, and which is herein incorporated by reference, determined that it is in the best interest of General
Plan consistency and the surrounding neighborhood to adopt Zoning Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission of the City of Fowler,
based on the entire record of proceedings, hereby finds and recommends to the City Council that:

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct.

2. The City Council should adopt Zoning Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03 to prezone the
Property, as shown in Exhibit A.



3. The Project is consistent with the General Plan and it is in the best interest of the City and the
surrounding neighborhood that Zoning Ordinance Amendment No. 19-03 be adopted.

Chairman of the Planning Commission
Attest:

Secretary of the Planning Commission

I, Sennaida Zavala, Secretary of the Planning Commission, do hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was
adopted at a meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of Fowler, on the motion of Commissioner
and second by Commissioner on the 20 day of
September 2021 by the following vote:

AYES: Commissioners:

NAYS: Commissioners:

ABSTAIN: Commissioners:

ABSENT: Commissioners:
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