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LEAD AGENCY LEAD AGENCY EMAIL DATE
FRESNO LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION JLARA@FRESNOCOUNTYCA.GOV 03/18/2019
COUNTY/STATE AGENCY OF FILING DOCUMENT NUMBER
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PROJECT TITLE
DISS OF CSA 18, SCDD, PRCD, AND FRCD IN ACCORDANCE W/ SENATE BILL 448
PROJECT APPLICANT NAME PROJECT APPLICANT EMAIL PHONE NUMBER
FRESNO LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION JLARA@FRESNOCOUNTYCA.GOV (559) 600-9490
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Mitigated/Negative Declaration (MND)(ND) $2,354.75 % 2,354.75

D Certified Regulatory Program document (CRP) $1,077.008 0.00
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L__] Water Right Application or Petition Fee (State Water Resources Control Board only) $1,112.00% 0.00

County documentary handling fee $50.00 $ 50.00

Other NOTICE OF DETERMINATION $ 0.00
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[Jcash  [Jcredit [X]Check []Other0446 TOTAL RECEIVED § 2,404.75
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2221 Kern Street
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Agency File No: LOCAL AGENCY County Clefcrile No: Nina Lopez DEPUTY
SB 448 NOTICE OF DETERMINATION | 7019 (0000 |2
Responsible Agency (Name): Address (Street and P.O. Box): City: Zip Code:
Fresno Local Agency 2607 Fresno Street, Suite B Fresno 93721
Formation Commission
A c o N 4Tl Area Code: Telephone Number: Extension
tact itte):
genciy ontact Person { ame' and Ti e.) 559 600-0604
David E. Fey, Executive Officer
Applicant (Name): Project Title:
Fresno Local Agency Formation Dissolution of County Service Area 18 and Poso Resource
Commission Conservation Disfrict.

Project Description (Omit if Negative Declaration has been filed):

The project consists of the dissolution of County Service Area 18 and Poso Resource Conservation District
in accordance with SB 448. After the effective date of the dissolution the districts shall be dissolved,
disincorporated and extinguished, their existence shall be terminated and all of their corporate powers shall
cease. No development is proposed. The initial study assesses the environmental impacts associated with
the dissolutions and concluded the project will not have any direct or indirect significant effects.

Justificatlon for Determination (Omit if EIR Not Required and See Negative Declaration):

Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission acting as Lead Agency prepared and routed an Initial Study
for comments on March 13, 2019- April 1, 2019. No comments were received. A notice of intent to adopt
a Negative Declaration was filed with the Fresno County Clerk on March 18, 2019 and adopted by the
Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission on June 12, 2019. As Lead Agency pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), this Commission hereby makes the following findings
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines to approve this Project/ Proposal: This Commission finds that it complied
with the requirements of the CEQA section 15096 et seq. by independently reviewing and considering the
environmental effects of the proposal as presented in the Initial Study prepared by the Fresno Local
Agency Formation Commission, prior to reaching a decision on the project.

Negative Declaration Published Notice of Completion Filed with State: ]
Date: {X] Not Applicable Date: [X] Not Applicable
Decision: Project  [X] Approved [ ] Disapproved Determination:

Impact [] Significant [ X] Not Significant

Environmental Impact Report Prepared [ ] Yes [ ] Mitigation Measures []1Yes [X] No (Ifyes, describe)
Negative Declaration [X] Yes [ ] No Findings made pursuant to Section 15091 [ ] Yes [X] No

Date Type or Print Signature: Submitt (Sig 2’
June 12, 2019 David E. Fey, Executive Officer W Z
P / W

G\LAFCo Projects\SB 448\NOTICE OF DETERMINATION .dec
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Negative Declaration

. Project title: Dissolution of County Service Area 18, Silver Creek Drainage District, Poso
Resource Conservation District, and Firebaugh Resource Conservation District in accordance
with Senate Bill 448 (2017).

. Lead Agency name and address: Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission
2607 Fresno Street, Suite B
Fresno, California 93721

. Contact person email address and phone number:

Juan Lara
jlara@fresnocountyca.gov
559.600.9490

. Project sponsor’s name and address: Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission
2607 Fresno Street, Suite B
Fresno, California 83721

County: Fresno County

Findings of Significant effect on Environment: None (see initial study supporting this
finding at www.fresnolafco.org under the Documents for Public Review tab)

. Project locations:

Poso Resource Conservation District

The Poso Resource Conservation District was formed in 1957 pursuant to the Resource
Conservation District Law Public Resources Code sec. 9151 et seq. The District's service area
encompasses 67,905 acres and its sphere of influence (SOI) encompass 1,342,718. The
District is located in northwest Fresno County and is contiguous to Madera County on the north
and to the Firebaugh Resource Conservation District to the south. A portion of the District is
located within Merced County.

Firebaugh Resource Conservation District

The Firebaugh Resource Conservation District was formed in 1951 pursuant to the Resource
Conservation District Law Public Resources Code sec. 9151 et seq. The District’s service area
encompasses 87,938 aces and its SOl encompasses approximately 1,342,718 acres. The
District is located in northeast Fresno County and is contiguous to the north of Madera County
and Poso Resource Conservation District, to the west of Merced County and Panoche
Resource Conservation District, to the south of the Westside Resource Conservation District,
and to the east of Tranquility Resource Conservation District.

Silver Creek Drainage District

The Silver Creek Drainage District was formed in 1982 pursuant to County Drainage District
Act of 1903 Water Code (sec. 5600 et seq.). The District's service area encompasses 49,873
acres (77.9) square miles and the SOl encompasses 155,864 acres including the
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unincorporated area surrounding the City of Mendota and south and west of the City of
Firebaugh.

County Service Area 18 (Calwa)

CSA No. 18 (Calwa) was formed in 1966 pursuant to County Service Area Law (Government
Code sections 25210-25217) as a single-purpose District to provide street lighting within the
unincorporated community of Calwa. CSA 18 is located in southeast Fresno and is bounded
by Church Avenue to the north, the Jensen Avenue bypass to the south, Cedar Avenue to the
east, and Orange Avenue to the west. The District's service area encompasses 119 acres.
The Fresno LAFCo deleted the CSA 18 SOl in 2017 in anticipation of the District's dissolution.

Description of project: The project consists of the dissolution of CSA 18, Silver Creek
Drainage District, Poso Resource Conservation District, and Firebaugh Resource
Conservation District in accordance with SB 448. After the effective date of the dissolution the
districts shall be dissolved, disincorporated and extinguished, their existence shall be
terminated and all of their corporate powers shall cease. No development is proposed. The
initial study assesses the environmental impacts associated with the dissolutions and
concluded the project will not have any direct or indirect significant effects. Copies of the initial
study and proposed negative declaration are available for viewing and downloading at
www.fresnolafco.org under the Documents for Public Review tab.

Hearing date: lt is anticipated the Commission will consider staff's recommendation to adopt
a negative declaration for the project as part of a regular meeting calendared for June 12,
' 2019. The public hearing to consider this item will be held at 1:30 p.m., or soon thereafter, on
June 12, 2019, in Room 301, Hall of Records, Tulare and "M" Streets, Fresno. All interested
parties are invited to attend this hearing and present testimony on these matters.

Review period: The period for accepting written comments on the initial study and negative
declaration recommendation was from March 13, 2019 — April 1, 2018.
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INSTRUCTIONS ON EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

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

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

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

“Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant
Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they
reduce the effect to a less than significant level.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the fiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15083(c) (3) (D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

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

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

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

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

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than
significance
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LAESTHETICS -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

] Potentially Significant Impact [7] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

"1 Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: Scenic vistas are singular vantage points that offer unobstructed views of
valued viewsheds, including areas designated as official scenic vistas along major
highways. The viewshed and visible components of the landscape within that viewshed,
including the underlying landform and overlaying land cover, establish the visual
environment for the scenic vista.

The project will not result in cumulative impacts on a scenic vista because there is no
development proposed. Therefore, the project will not result in any adverse project or
cumulative level effect on a scenic vista.

b) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area?

7] Potentially Significant Impact [7J Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[T] Less Than Significant Impact No impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any use of outdoor lighting or building
materials with highly reflective properties such as highly reflective glass or high-gloss
surface colors. Therefore, the project will not create any new sources of light pollution
that could contribute to sky glow, light trespass or glare and adversely affect day or
nighttime views in area.

. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES -- In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1897) prepared by the
California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use? ' ‘ ‘ '

[3 Potentially Significant lmpact [J Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
2
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{TJ Less Than Significant impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any conversion of any lands designated as
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmiand, or Farmland of Statewide Importance as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency. Therefore, no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmiand,
Farmland of Statewide or Farmiand of Local Importance will be converted to a non-

agricultural use.

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

[[] Potentially Significant Impact ] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[[J Less Than Significant Impact No impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any type of land use change. Therefore, the
project does not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
Contract.

HLAIR QUALITY --Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District or applicable portions of the State
Implementation Plan (SIP); violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation; expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations; or create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

[] Potentially Significant impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
Less Than Significant Impact [J No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

L.ess Than Significant Impact: The project will not result in emissions of significant
quantities of criteria pollutants listed in the California Ambient Air Quality Standards or
toxic air contaminants as identified by the California Air Resources Board.

In general, air quality impacts from the proposed project would be the result of emissions
from motor vehicles owned by the subject inactive special district.

The project will not generate significant levels of air pollutants. As such, the project wnll
not expose sensitive populations to excessive levels of air pollutants.-

IV.BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
3
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Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

[J Potentially Significant Impact ] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[T} Less Than Significant Impact Xl No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: There is no development of any kind proposed therefore no impacts direct
or indirect would occur to biological resources.

b)

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by
the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [T] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
(] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: There is no proposed development therefore no impacts direct or indirect
would occur to biological resources.

c)

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or
other means?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [T1 Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[J Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

- No Impact: There-is no proposed development therefore no impacts direct or indirect
would occur to biological resources.

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?

[:I»Potentiany Significant Impact [1 Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[ 'Less Than Significant Impact No Impact -
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Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project would not adversely affect any potential wildlife movement paths.
In addition, migratory fish would not be affected since the project is not located near any
open water habitat.

e) Conflict with the provisions of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Communities Conservation Plan, other approved local, regional or state habitat
conservation plan or any other local policies or ordinances that protect biological

resources?
[] Potentially Significant impact [[] Less Than Significant With Mmgatmn Incorporated
(X Less Than Significant Impact [] No lmpact

Discussion/Explanation:

Less than Significant Impact: The project consists of the dissolution of two inactive
resource conservation districts, one inactive drainage district, and one inactive County
Service Area, which may impose a less than significant impact. Both conservation
districts have been inactive for more than ten years no conservation services have been
provided therefore no change will occur in services provided, as there was none
provided previously. The Silver Creek Drainage District has been inactive for
approximately ten years drainage service within the districts boundaries have been
provided by the County of Fresno no change will occur.

V.CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
as defined in 15064.5; cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5; or disturb any human remains,
including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

] Potentially Significant Impact [J Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[[1 Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not include any proposed development or disturbance of
human remains therefore it has been determined that there are no impacts to these
resources.

b) . Directly or indirectly destroy a umque pa}eontologxcal resource or site or unrque
geologic feature?: '

[[] Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
5
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[J Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not include any proposed development therefore would
not impact to any unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature.

VL.GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the

risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zening 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.

(] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[TJ Less Than Significant Impact X} No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project is not located in a fault rupture hazard zone identified by the
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, Special Publication 42, Revised 1997,
Fault-Rupture Hazards Zones in California. Therefore, there will be no impact from
the exposure of people or structures to adverse effects from a known hazard zone as

a result of this project.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [1] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[7] Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: No construction is proposed therefore there will be no impact from the
exposure of people or structures to potential adverse effects from strong seismic ground
shaking as a result of this project.

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

[ Potentially Significant Impact _ [0 Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[ Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

6
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Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: There will be no impact from the exposure of people to adverse effects from
a known area susceptible to ground failure.

iv. Landslides?
(] Potentially Significant Impact [J Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
{1 Less Than Significant Impact No impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The site is not located within a landslide susceptibility zone. In addition, staff
has determined that the geologic environment of the project area is not located within an
area of potential or pre-existing conditions that could become unstable in the event of
seismic activity.

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

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

& Less Than Significant Impact (] No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

Less Than Significant Impact: The project will not result in substantial soil erosion or

the loss of topsoil for the following reasons:

° The project will not result in unprotected erodible soils; will not alter existing
drainage patterns; is not located in a floodplain, wetland, or significant drainage
feature; and will not develop steep slopes.

. The project does not propose any type development.

] Both resource conservation districts were intended to enable landowners Wlth:n
the district’'s boundaries to receive technical assistance services from the USDA
Natural Resources Conservation Service related to improving land capabilities,
conserving resources, preventing and controlling soil erosion, both districts have
been inactive for more than ten years therefore no change will occur.

Due to these factors, it has been found that the project will not result in substantial soil
erosion or the loss of topsoil on a project level.

c) Will the project produce unstable geological conditions that will result in adverse
impacts resulting from landslides, lateral spreadmg, subsidence, I;quefaction or
collapse?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [T] Less Than Significant With Wiitigation Incorporated

7
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] Less Than Significant Impact K No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: There is no development of any type proposed therefore there are no
geological formations that are unstable or would potentially become unstable as a result

of the project.

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?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [TJ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any type of development therefore the project

cannot contain expansive soils as defined by Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code

(1994).

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[[] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems since no wastewater will be generated.

VILHAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS -- Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, storage, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or wastes?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [T Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[J Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project consist of the dissolution of four inactive special districts. The
service that these district have been created to provided has now been provided by
various outside agencies no change will occur therefore the project will not create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, storage,
use , or disposal of hazardous materials or wastes.

8
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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?

[:] Potentially Significant Impact [ILless Thanv Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[[] Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project consist of the dissolution of four inactive special districts, no
development will occur therefore the project will not create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving
the release of hazardous materials into the environment.

C) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

[7] Potentially Significant impact [[] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[J Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project consist of the dissolution of four inactive special districts.
Therefore, the project will not have any effect on an existing or proposed school.

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65862.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

[7] Potentially Significant Impact [T} Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[ Less Than Significant impact B3 No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The projectis not located on a site listed in the State of California Hazardous
Waste and Substances sites list compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
. been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? -
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[[] Potentially Significant Impact [[1 Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[J Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any type of development. Therefore, the
project will not constitute a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area.

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

[ Potentially Significant impact [J Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

{] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any type of development. As a result, the
project will not constitute 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?

[[] Potentially Significant Impact [[] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[J Less Than Significant impact B No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any type of development. As a result, the project
will not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or
where restdences are intermixed with wildlands?

] Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

{1 Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any type of development. As a result, the
project will not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or

10
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where residences are intermixed with wildlands.

VIL.HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

[J Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[] Less Than Significant Impact X No impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project consist of the dissolution of four inactive special districts.
Therefor the project will not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements. .

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or
a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-
existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[7] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project will not use any groundwater for any purpose, including irrigation,
domestic or commercial demands. In addition, the project does not involve operations
that would interfere substantially with groundwater recharge including, but not limited fo
the following: regional diversion of water to another groundwater basin; or diversion or
channelization of a stream course or waterway with impervious layers, such as concrete
lining or culverts, for substantial distances (e.g. ¥ mile). Therefore, no impact to
groundwater resources is anticipated.

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 that would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site?

[[] Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

X1 Less Than Significant Impact [ No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:
Less than Significant Impact: The project does not involve construction of new or
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expanded development that could alter the drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result
in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site or that would substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff. Therefor the project will not significantly impact or 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 that would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoffin a
manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site.

d) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources

of polluted runoff?

[T Potentizlly Significant Impact (] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[] Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: There are no existing or planned storm water drainage systems proposed by
the project, nor does the project require such systems. Furthermore, the proposed project
will not result in no a significant increase in pervious surfaces that could contribute runoff
water that would exceed the capacity of existing storm water drainage systems.

e) 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, including County Floodplain Maps?

] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[[] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any housing; therefore no impact from placing
housing in a floodplain can occur.

f) ~ Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or
redirect flood flows?

[[] Potentially Significant Impact [[] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorparated

7] Less Than Significant Impact X} No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

12
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No Impact: No 100-year flood hazard areas were identified on the project site therefore,
no impact will occur. :

a) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death from
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam; or from
inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

[J Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation incorporated

X Less Than Significant Impact {7J No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

Less Than Significant Impact: The project will 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 or from inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow because
the project is for dissolution of four inactive special districts that would not involve people
being located at the site and would not involve significant structures that would be
considered a significant loss if flooding or other inundation events occurred. Additionally
the Silver Creek Drainage District has been inactive for approximately ten years, drainage
service have been provided by the County of Fresno no change will occur.

IX.LAND USE AND PLANNING -- Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation incorporated

[J Less Than Significant Impact X No impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose introducing new infrastructure such major
roadways or water supply systemns, or utilities to the area. Therefore, the proposed
project will not significantly disrupt or divide the established community.

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

{] Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project does not propose any land use change.

13
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XMINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value

to the region and the residents of the state or to a locally-important mineral resource

recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan
[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[[J Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any type of development. Therefore, any future
use or availability of mineral resources would not be lost as a result of the project.

XI.NOISE -- Would the project result in:

a)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [} Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[[] Less Than Significant Impact No impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: There will be no noise generated by the proposed project.

b)

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration
or ground borne noise levels?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

(] Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

- No Impact: The project does not propose any of the following land uses that can be
impacted by ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels.

1.
2.

3.

Buildings where low ambient vibration is essential for interior operation, including
research and manufacturing facilities with special vibration constraints.
Residences and buildings where people normally sleep including hotels,
hospitals, residences and where low ambient vibration is preferred.

Civic and institutional land uses including schools, churches, libraries, other
institutions, and quiet office where low ambient vibration is preferred.

Concert halls for symphonies or other special use facilities where low ambient
vibration is preferred.

14
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In addition, the project does not propose new or expanded infrastructure such as mass
transit, highways, major roadways, or intensive extractive industry that could generate
excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels on-site or in the
surrounding area.

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

[ Potentially Significant Impact 7] Less Than Significant With Mitigation incorporated
[] Less Than Significant Impact No impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project will not result in cumulatively noise impacts.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [T] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[] Less Than Significant Impact B4 No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not involve any uses that may create substantial temporary
or periodic increases in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity including but not limited
to extractive industry; outdoor commercial or industrial uses that involve crushing, cutting,
drilling, grinding, or blasting of raw materials; truck depots, transfer stations or delivery
areas; or ocutdoor sound systems.

‘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?
[ Potentially Significant Impact ] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[ Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project is not located within @ Comprehensive Land Use
Plan (CLUP) for airports or within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport.
Therefore, the project will not expose people re51dmg or working in the pro;ect area to
excessive airport-related noise levels.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
15
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residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[J Less Than Significant Impact . No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project is not located within a one-mile vicinity of a private
airstrip; therefore, the project will not expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive airport-related noise levels.

XILPOPULATION AND HOQUSING -- Would the project induce substantial population
growth in an area, either directly or indirectly; displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere; or displace
substantial numbers of people, nécessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [1 Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[[] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project consist of the dissolution of four inactive special districts that
would have no effect on the availability of housing. The project would not displace any
housing or people and would not induce population growth. The proposed project will not
induce substantial population growth in an area because the project does not propose
any physical or regulatory change that would remove a restriction to or encourage
population growth in an area including, but limited to new or extended infrastructure or
public facilities; new commercial or industrial facilities; large-scale residential
development; accelerated conversion of homes to commercial or multi-family use; or
regulatory changes including General Plan amendments, specific plan amendments,
zone reclassifications, sewer or water annexations; or LAFCO annexation actions.

XlI.PUBLIC SERVICES ‘ :

a)  Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance service ratios, response times or other
“performance objectives for any of the public services:

i. Fire protection?
ii. Police?

iii. Schools?

iv. Parks?

16
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V. Other public facilities?
1 Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation incorporated
[[] Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project will not result in the need for significantly altered services or
facilities. The project does not involve the construction of new or physically altered
governmental facilities including but not limited to fire protection facilities, sheriff facilities,
schools, or parks in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance service ratios or objectives for any public services. Therefore, the project
will not have an adverse physical effect on the environment because the project does
not require new or significantly altered services or facilities to be constructed.

XIV.RECREATION

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

] Potentially Significant Impact ] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
(] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any residential use, included but not limited to
a residential subdivision, mobile home park, or construction for a single-family residence
that may increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities in the vicinity.

a) 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?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[ Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:
No Impact: The project does not include recreational facilities or require the construction
or expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore, the construction or expansion of

recreational facilities cannot have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

XV.TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic
17
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load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[ Less Than Significant Impact No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project will not cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation
to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of vehicle frips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections.

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established
by the County congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways?

(] Potentially Significant Impact {7] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[J Less Than Significant impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

F

No Impact: The project will not exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the County congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways.

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

[[] Potentially Significant Impact [1 Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[[] Less Than Significant Impact B No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: There is no development proposed for the project therefor the project will not
Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)

a) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

O Potentially Significant impact 7] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[ Less Than Significant Impact No impact
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Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project is the dissolution of four inactive special districts.
The implementation will not result in any construction or new road design features;
therefore, will not conflict with policies regarding alternative transportation.

XVILUTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -- Would the prOJeCt
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regxonal Water
Quality Control Board?

] Potentially Significant Impact [[] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[[J Less Than Significant Impact X No Impact
Dlscussxon/Explanatlon

No lmpact The project does not mvolve any uses that will discharge any wastewater
to sanitary sewer or on-site wastewater systems (septic). Therefore, the project will not
exceed any wastewater treatment requirements.

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

(1 Potentially Significant impact [7] Less Than Significant With Mitigation incorporated
[T1 Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not include new or expanded water or wastewater treatment
facilities. In addition, the project does not require the construction or expansion of water
or wastewater treatment facilities. Therefore, the project will not require any construction
of new or expanded facilities, which could cause significant environmental effects.

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [T] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: - The project does not include new or expanded storm water drainage

facilities. Moreover, the project does not involve any landform modification or require any

source, freatment or structural Best Management Practices for storm water. Therefore,

the project will not require any construction of new or expanded facilities, which could
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cause significant environmental effects.

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitiements needed?

[[] Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[J Less Than Significant Impact No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not involve or require water services from a water district.
The project is for the dissolution of four special districts that does rely on water service
for any purpose.

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or
may serve the project that it has adequate capacily to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

] Potentially Significant Impact ] Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project will not produce any wastewater; therefore, the project will not
interfere with any wastewater treatment providers service capacity.

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity o accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

{1 Potentially Significant Impact . [} Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

{_] Less Than Significant Impact No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project will not generate any solid waste nor place any burden on the
existing permitted capacity of any landfill or transfer station within Fresno County.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid

waste?
[7] Potentially Significant Impact (] Less Than Significant With Mitigation incomporated

[tess Thgan Significant Impact . X No Impact

Disoussion/Exblanation:
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No Impact: The project will not generate any solid waste nor place any burden on the
existing permitted capacity of any landfill or transfer station within Fresno County.
Therefore, compliance with any Federal, State, or local statutes or regulation related to
solid waste is not applicable to this project.

XVILMANDATORY 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, substantially 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?

(] Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[JLess Than Significant Impact No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project is for the dissolution of four inactive special districts. Therefore
the project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially 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 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)?
) [] Potentially Significant Impact [[1 Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated
[7] Less Than Significant Impact X No impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project is for the dissolution of four inactive special districts. The
project does not have impacts that are individually limited, -but cumulatively
considerable.

C) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial
adyerse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [ Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated

[] Less Than Significant Impact - [ No Impact
21



[701¢1 (0000112~

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: In the evaluation of environmental impacts in this Initial Study, the potential
for adverse direct or indirect impacts to human beings were considered in the response
to certain questions in sections |. Aesthetics, lIl. Air Quality, VI. Geology and Soils, VIL
Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Vill Hydrology and Water Quality Xl. Noise, XIi.
Population and Housing, and XV. Transportation and Traffic. As a result of this
evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that there are adverse effects on human
beings associated with this project. Therefore, this project has been determined not to

meet this Mandatory Finding of Significance.
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