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PROJECT INFORMATION SHEET

1. Project Title

CEQA Lead Agency and Address

Responsible Agency

Contact and Phone Number

Project Applicant

Project Location

I OOAOOT 080 0AOAAI

Project Site General Plan

Designation(s)

Project Site Zoning Designation(s)

10. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

KART Transit Project

Kings County Area Public Transit Agency
(KCAPTA) (CEQA Lead Agency)

610 W. 7th Street

Hanford, CA 93230

City of Hanford
401 N. Douty Street
Hanford, CA 93230

Angie Dow, Executive Director
(559) 852-2691
angie.dow@co.kings.ca.us

Kings County Area Public Transit Agency
(KCAPTA)

610 W. #h Street

Hanford, CA 93230

East of Harris Street, west of Browrstreet, north
of East h Street, and south of the alley located
between &h Street and 8h Street.

APNs
010-275-011-000,
010-275-010-000;
010-275-009-000;
012-042-015-000;
012-042-004-000;
012-042-017-000;
012-042-014-000;
012-042-013-000;
012-042-012-000;
012-042-011-000;
012-042-010-000; and
012-042-009-000.

Downtown Mixed Use(City of Hanford General
Plan Land Use Map, 2017)

MX-D, Downtown Mixed UsdCity of Hanford
Zoning Map, 2017)

Land uses surrounding the project site includea
variety of wuses including commercial and
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residential, and share the same land use
designation as the project siteDowntown Mixed

Use (MXD). Singlefamily and multi-family homes

are located north of the project site. Singléamily

homes and commercial land uses are located to th
east. Commercial land uses aretated on the west
and south.

11. Description of Project The KART project would include the demolition of
existing structures and construction of a new
transit station and commercial development. The
approximately four-acre project site is located in
the downtown area of the City of Hanford, CA, ant
has been previously developed. The project sit
borders other commercial land uses and is locatec
in the Downtown Mixed-Use Zoning District

MX-$Qq8 4EA #EOUB8O ' Al
designation for the project sie is Downtown Mixed
Use.

The proposed project would consist of an

approximately 19,000-square-foot transit station

building, offsite parking, and onsite bus parking.
The transit building includes 6,900 square feet on
the first floor, 5,516 square feet orthe second, and
6,557 square feet on the third floor, totaling
approximately 19,000 square feet for the entire
building.

Additionally, the proposed project includes
21 sawtooth bus bays, 9 staff parking spaces,
eight secure staff parking spaces, and14 public
parking spaces for transit users. Additionally, two
electric bus chargers and two electric car charger:
would be constructed onsite.

Existing area constraints limits KART service tc
one-hour headways for each route. As the existing
transit center is not able to serve the expansior
and improvement plans of KART, a new site ha
been identified that would allow KART to increase
service frequency to provide 30minute headways
for local Hanford routesto better serve the transit
needs of the communiy. The proposed project
would increase service by decreasing headway:
The traffic report conducted for the proposed
project assumed that the headways for each fixe:

1 A headway is the amount of time between transit vehicle arrivals at a stop. For example, route that has a bus arrive
once per hour would have &0-minute headway.
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12.

13.

14.

Selected Agencies whose Approval
is Requir ed

Have California Native American
tribes traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the project area
requested consultation pursuant to
Public Resources Code
§21080.3.17? If so, has consultation
begun?

Other Public Agencies whose

Approval is Required

7014/KART Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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route would be halved, meaning that the numéer
of buses accessing the relocated transit cente
AT O1 A AT OAl As 4EEO EC
potential project impacts. The number of riders
using the parkand-ride facilities could also
increase.

Internal access onto the project site would occut
from either 7th Street or &h Street.

Regional access to the site of theroposed project

is provided by California State Route (SR) 198 vi
N. Douty Street to East th Street or 1&th Avenue

to East th Street.

Pacific Gas & Electric Company
Southern California Edison

Letters were sent by the King County Area Public
Transit Agency (the Lead Agency) to local Native
American tribes asking if they wished to
participate in AB 52 consultation concerning the
KART project in the City of Hanford. The letrs

were sent on May 23, 2019 by certified mail.

City of Hanford Building Division

City of Hanford Fire Department

City of Hanford Public Works Department

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Acronym/Abbreviation Term
A areawide
AB Assembly Bill
AB 32 California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006
AB 939 California Integrated Waste Management Act (CIWMA)
ACBM asbestoscontaining building material
ACM(s) asbestoscontaining material(s)
AF acre-feet
AGR Agricultural Supply water designation
amsl| above mean sea level
AP aggregated point
APE area of potential effect
AQP(s) air quality plan(s)
ARB Air Resources Board
BAU business as usual
bgs below ground surface
BMPs Best Management Practices
BNSF Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Company
b.p. before present
BPS Best Performance Standards
CAAQS California Ambient Air Quality Standards
CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model
CalGreen Code California Green Building Standards Code
CALFIRE California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
CalRecycle California Department of ResourcefRecyclingand Recovery
Caltrans California Department of Transportation
CAO(s) cleanup and abatement order(s)
CAP Climate Action Plan
CAT Climate Action Team
CBC California Building Code
CCAP Climate Change Action Plan
CDO(s) cease and desist order(s)
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, ali
Liability Act
CFC(s) chlorofluorocarbon(s)
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
CH, methane
CHRIS California Historic Resources Inventory System
CIWMA State of California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (A
939)
CIWMB California Integrated Waste Management Board
City City of Hanford
CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level
CNRA California Natural Resources Agency
7014/KART Project Pageviii
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Acronym/Abbreviation Term

CO Carbon monoxide

CQO carbon dioxide

CQe carbon dioxide equivalent

CRHR California Register of Historic Places

CTI California Toxic Inventory

CUP conditional use permit

DAU Detailed Analysis Unit

dB decibel

dBA A-weighted decibel scale

DHS California Department of Health Services
DOC California Department of Conservation
DOSH California Division of Safetyand Health
DPM diesel particulate matter

EA Environmental Assessment

El Emission Inventory

EIR Environmental Impact Report

EMS Emergency Medical Service

EMT-D Emergency Medical Technician Defibrillator
ESRI Earth System Research Laboratory

°F degrees Fahrenheit

FCAA Federal Clean Air Act

FHSZ Fire Hazard Severity Zone

FMMP Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
FRAP CALFIRE Fire Resource and Assessment Program
FTA Federal Transit Administration

GHG greenhouse gas

GPD gallons per day

GV Great Valley

GWP global warming potential

H.S hydrogen sulfide

HCP Habitat Conservation Plan

HESD Hanford Elementary School District
HJUHSD Hanford Joint Union School District

HFCs hydrofluorocarbons

HHWE Household Hazardous Waste Element
HPD Hanford Police Department

HU Hydrologic Unit

Hz hertz

IFC International Fire Code

IND Industrial Service Supply water designation
IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
ISIMND Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
ISR Indirect Source Review

ITE Institute of Transportation Engineers

IWMP Integrated Waste Management Plan

KART Kings Area Rural Transit
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Acronym/Abbreviation Term

KCAG Kings County Association of Governments
KCAPTA Kings County Area Public Transit Agency
KCEHD Kings CountyEnvironmental Health Department
KCWD Kings County Water District

kv kilo-volt

KWRA Kings Waste Recycling Authority

Loo noise level that is exceeded 90% of the time.
LEP limited English proficiency

Leg equivalent noise level

LBP lead-based paint

Lan day-night average noise

Lmax root mean square maximum noise level

LOS Level of Service

LRA local responsibility area

LSTs Localized Significance Thresholds

LUST leaking underground storage tank

Map Act California Subdivision Map Act

MAS California Fire Service Mutual Aid System
MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act

MCMs Minimum Control Measures

mgd million gallons per day

pg/m3 micrograms per cubic meter

MLD Most Likely Descendant

MM(s) mitigation measure(s)

MMRP Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program
MND Mitigated Negative Declaration

MRZ Mineral Resource Zone

MS4 Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems
MtCQe million tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent
MUN Municipal and Domestic Supplyvater designation
MX-D Downtown Mixed-UseZoning District zoning designation
N natural sources

N>O nitrous oxide

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission

NCCP Natural Communities Conservation Plan

ND Negative Declaration

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act

NG nitrogen dioxide

NOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NOI Notice of Intent

NGO Nitrogen oxides

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service
NRHP National Register of Historic Places

NSR New Source Review
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Acronym/Abbreviation Term

Gs Ozone

oD onroad diesel

0oG onroad gasoline

OMD offroad mobile diesel

OMG offroad mobile gasoline

OMO offroad mobile other

OPR "1 OAOT 1T O 6RanningeamE Redearth/E
OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration
PCB polychlorinated biphenyls

PFCs perfluorocarbons

PG&E Pacific Gas and Electric Company

PM particulate matter

PM s fine particulate matter

PMio respirable particulate matter

ppm parts per million

PPV peak particle velocity

PRO Industrial Process Supplywater designation
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
REC recognized environmental condition

RMS root mean square

ROG Reactive organiayases

RPS Renewables Portfolio Standard

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board

SB Senate Bill

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District
SCE Southern California Edison

SCS Sustainable Communities Strategy

Sk sulfur hexafluoride

SIP State Implementation Plan

SJV San Joaquin Valley

SJVAB San Joaquin Valley Air Basin

SJVAPCD San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
SLF Sacred Lands File

SMP soil management plan

SQ sulfur dioxide

SQ sulfate

SoCalGas Southern California Gas Company

SP Southern Pacific

SP stationary point

SR State Route

SRA state responsibility areas

SRAs source receptor areas

SSC California Seismic Safety Commission
SSJVIC Southern San Joaquin Valleynformation Center
SSRE Source Reduction and Recycling Element
SWMP Storm Water Management Plan
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Acronym/Abbreviation Term

SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

SWRCB California State Water Resources Control Board

TAQS) Toxic Air Contaminan(s)

tCQe tonnes ofcarbon dioxide equivalent

TCRs tribal cultural resources

TIA Traffic Impact Assessment

TLHSA Tulare Lake Hydrologic Study Area

tonne(s) metric ton(s)

TULARG Tulare Lake Archaeological Research Group

UNFCCC United Nations FrameworkConvention on Climate Change
USGS United States Geological Survey

USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency

UST(s) underground storage tank(s)

UWMP Urban Water Management Plan

VdB vibration decibels

VHFHSZs very high fire hazardseverity zones

VMT vehicle miles traveled

VO(s) volatile organic compounds)

WRI World Resources Institute
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Introduction

This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) analyzes the potentiaknvironmental

impacts of the proposed project. Kings County Area Public Transit Agency (KCAPTA) is llead

Agency under the California EnvironmentaQuality Act (CEQAand is responsible for preparing the

Project Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declarationfor the Kings Area Rural Transit station (KART)

projectj EAOAAU OAZEAOOAA O AO OEA OBeditpof eAfddisehel EAADOG
Responsible Agencyor the KART project.

Overview of the Proposed Project

The proposed project would ultimately allow br the development of a multimodal transit station
built to better serve the surrounding community, located in the City of Hanford, California.

CEQA Purpose and Need

The purpose of this IS/MND is to evaluate the potential impacts resulting from the implementation

of the proposed project, including the construction and operation of the proposed transit station

DOT EAAO8 11 OPOI EAAOOO eyuirddforimdergdmmendrdbmedtdl relview # Al E A&l
to determine the environmental impacts associated with implementation of the project in accordance

with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQ/Apme projects are determined to be

statutorily and categorically exempt from CEQA and no further environmental documentatiors

needed for them.

Project Synopsis
Location

The project site is located on several parcels in the City of Hanford, in Kings County, California. The
approximately four-acre projectsite is bounded by E7th Street to the south, N. Harris Street to the
west, N. Brown Street to the east, and the alley betweendth Street and E9th Street to the north.

Project Characteristics

The Kings County Area Public Transit Agency is processirgrequest to implement a series of
discretionary actions that would allow for the construction of the KART Transit ProjectThe
proposed project would include the demolition of existing structures and construction of a new
transit station and commercial development. The approximately four-acre project site is located in
the downtown area of the City of Hanford, CA, and has been previously developed.

The proposed project would consist oén approximately 19,000-square-foot Transit Station Building,
offsite parking, and onsite bus parkingThe transit building includes 6,900 square feet on the first
floor, 5,516 square feet on the second, and 6,557 square feet on the third floor, totaling approximately
19,000 square feet for the entire building. A detailed dlor plan for the ground floor of the transit
building was developed, ashown in Figure 74 of the KART Transit Station Site Selection Studwas
well as an overview of second floor where KART and KCAPTA offices would be located. The ground
floor includes sace for KART bus operators, a training room, a large central waiting area with an
information kiosk, and additional meeting spaces with movable walls to accommodate events of

7014/KART Project Page ESL
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varying sizes. The open atrium in the center waiting area would extend to the@nd floor. The third
floor would be similar to the second without the open atrium, and would contain office space leasable
to tenants. The modern exterior design of the building reflects the goals and objectives of KCAPTA
(Mott MacDonald, 2018, jp. 60-61).
Project Objectives
Below is a list of objectives for the proposed project:

1. To improve transit service efficiency

2. To expand transit service

3. To enhance access to social services

4. To encourage revitalization and economic development in the City of Hamth

Summary of Significant Effects

As detailed in this document, after the implementation of mitigation the project would result in less
than significant environmental impacts.

Areas of Controversy Known to the Lead Agency

There are no areas of controversknown to the Lead Agency.

Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Refer to Section 7.0, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), for a MMRP table that
lists impacts, mitigation measures in connection with approval of the propad project, level of

significance after mitigation, responsible and monitoring parties, and the project phase in which the
measures are to be implemented.

7014/KART Project Page E&
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration November2019


https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjJ2MO1nrbRAhUE_IMKHePrB0MQjRwIBw&url=https://twitter.com/murrietaclerk&psig=AFQjCNHbPazaPju8xmgpQw2Tf5qutuKkow&ust=1484091660082986

ecTne” X SECTION1.0 - INTRODUCTIONX

1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 Proposed Project

TheKings County Area Public Transit Agency (KCAPTA) is processing a request to implement a series

of discretionary actions that would allow for the develgment of the Kings Area Rural Transi(KART)

OUOOAI | EAOAAU OAEAOOAA O61 AO OEA OPOI Pi OAA POIT EAZ
City of Hanford, and is located east of Harris Street, west of Brown Street, north of Eaf$t Street,

and south of the alley located betweer®th Street and8th Street.

This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) examines all elements and potential
environmental impacts, in accordance withthe California Environmental Quality Act(CEQA),
regarding the development of a new transit center at the project site, including but not limited to: the
demolition of all existing structures and designated pavement areas; the abandonment of public
right-of-way; removal of existing utility poles and submersion bunderground utilities; construction
activities of the transit station, bus bays, parking lots, and commercial/office buildings; and the
relocation of the bus system/bus traffic to the project site, including potential tenants and
pedestrian/bicycle traffic.

1.1.1  Project Components

The proposed project would consist ofn approximately 19,000square-foot Transit Station
Building, offsite parking, and onsite bus parkingThe Transit Station Building would include a large
central waiting area, break room, trainirg room, in addition to office space leasable to tenants. The
proposed project includes 21 sawtooth bus bays, 17 staff parking spaces, eight secure staff parking
spaces, and 105 parand-ride spaces for transit users. Additionally, two electric bus chargerand
two electric car chargers would be constucted onsite. Refer taSection 3.0, Project Description, of
this document for additional details.

1.1.2 Estimated Construction Schedule

Project construction is anticipated to beginin July 2021 and would last approximately 12nonths,
ending in June 2022.

1.2 Lead Agenciesz Environmental Review Implementation

The KCAPTAIs the Lead Agencyunder CEQAfor the proposed project. Pursuant to CEQA and its
implementing regulations? the Lead A@ncy has the principal responsibility for implementing and
approving a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.

1.3 CEQA Overview

1.3.1  Purpose of CEQA

All discretionary projects within California are required to undergo environmental review urder
CEQA. A Project is defined in CEQA Guidelinekb878 as the whole of the action having the potential

2 Public Resources Code 881000 - 21177 and California Code of Regulations Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3.
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to result in a direct physical change or a reasonably foreseeable indirect change to the environment
and is any of the following:

1 An activity directly undertaken by any public agency including but not limited to public works
construction and related activities clearing or grading of land, improvements to existing
public structures, enactment and amendment of zoning ordinances, and the adoption and
amendment of local General Plans or elements.

1 An activity undertaken by a person which is supported in whole or in part through public
agency contracts, grants, subsidies, loans, or other forms of assistance from one or more
public agencies.

1 An activity involving the issuance to a person of a lease, permit, license, certificate, or other
entitlement for use by one or more public agencies.

CEQA Guidelines 85002 lists the basic purposes of CEQA as follows:

1 Inform governmental decision makers and the pubt about the potential, significant

environmental effects of proposed activities.

Identify the ways that environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced.

Prevent significant, avoidable damage to the environment by requiring changes in projects

through the use of alternatives or mitigation measures when the governmental agency finds

the changes to be feasible.

9 Disclose to the public the reasons why a governmental agency approved the project in the
manner the agency chose if significant environmdal effects are involved.

f
|l

1.3.2  Authority to Mitigate under CEQA

CEQA establishes a duty for public agencies to avoid or minimize environmental damage where
feasible. Under CEQA Guidelinesl®041 a Lead Agency for a project has authority to require feasible
changes in any or all activities involved in the project in order to substantially lessen or avoid
significant effects on the environment, consistent with applicable constitutional requirements such
AO OEANTA DA 6O0CE b GtamlardOET T A1 EOQUG

CEQAallows a Lead Agency to approve a project even though the project would cause a significant
effect on the environment if the agency makes a fully informed and publicly disclosed decision that
there is no feasible way to lessen or avoid the significant efit. In such cases, the Lead Agency must
specifically identify expected benefits and other overriding considerations from the project that
outweigh the policy of reducing or avoiding significant environmental impacts of the project.

1.4 Purpose of Initial Stud y

The CEQA process begins with a public agency making a determination as to whether the project is
subject to CEQA at all. If the project is exempt, the process does not need to proceed alyefr. I

the project is not exempt, the Lead Agency takes theecond step and conducts an Initial Study to
determine whether the project may have a significant effect on the environment.

3 Anexus (i.e., connection) must be established between the mitigation measure and a legitimate governmental
interest.

4 Thel EOECAOEIT 1 AAOOOA 10666 AA 0601 OCEI U POI PI OOEI T AT 6 O OEA
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The purposes of an Initial Study as listed in $5063(c) of the CEQA Guidelines are to:

1

|l
1

)l
T

In case

Provide the Lead Agency with information ecessary to decide if an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR), Negative Declaration (ND), or Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) should be
prepared.

Enable a Lead Agency to modify a project to mitigate adverse impacts before an EIR is
prepared, thereby enabing the project to qualify for a ND or MND.

Assist in the preparation of an EIR, if required, by focusing the EIR on adverse effects
determined to be significant, identifying the adverse effects determined not to be significant,
explaining the reasons fordetermining that potentially significant adverse effects would not
be significant, and identifying whether a program EIR, or other process, can be used to
analyze adverse environmental effects of the project.

Facilitate an environmental assessment early ding project design.

Provide documentation in the ND or MND that a project would not have a significant effect
on the environment.

Eliminate unnecessary EIRs.

Determine if a previously prepared EIR could be used for the Project.

s where no potentidy significant impacts are identified, the Lead Agency may issue a ND, and

no mitigation measures would be needed. Where potentially significant impacts are identified, the
Lead Agency may determine that mitigation measures would adequately reduce thesepatts to less
than significant levels. The Lead Agency would then prepare a MND for the proposed project. If the
Lead Agency determines that individual or cumulative effects of the proposed project would cause a
significant adverse environmental effect tlat cannot be mitigated to less than significant levels, then
the Lead Agency would require an EIR to further analyze these impacts.

1.5

Review and Comment by Other Agencies

Other public agencies are provided the opportunity to review and comment on tH&/MND. Each of
these agencies is described briefly below.

A Responsible Agency (14 CCR18381) is a public agency, other than the Lead Agency, that
has discretionary approval power over the Project, such as permit issuance or plan approval

A Trustee Agency (14 CCR 85386) is a state agency having jurisdiction by law over natural
resources affected by a project that are held in trust for the people of the State of California.
Agencies with Jurisdiction by Law (14 CCR %366) are any public @jencies who have
authority (1) to grant a permit or other entitlement for use; (2)to provide funding for the
project in question; or (3) to exercise authority over resources which may be affected by the
project. Furthermore, a city or county will have juisdiction by law with respect to a project
when the city or county having primary jurisdiction over the area involved is: (1}he site of
the project; (2) the area in which the major environmental effects will occur; and/or (3)the
area in which reside tlose citizens most directly concerned by any such environmental

1
authority.
1
1
effects.
5 The

four Trustee Agencies in California listed in CEQA Guidelirg®$5386 are California Department of Fish and

Wildlife, State Lands Commission, State Department of Parksd Recreation, and University of California.
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1.6 Impact Terminology
The following terminology is used to describe the level of significance of potential impacts:

1 Afinding ofno impact is appropriate if the analysis concludes that ta project would not
affect the particular environmental threshold in any way.

1 An impact is consideredess than significant if the analysis concludes that the project
would cause no substantial adverse change to the environment and requires no
mitigation.

1 An impact is consideredless than significant with mitigation incorporated if the
analysis concludes that the project would cause no substantial adverse change to the
environment with the inclusion of environmental commitments, or other enforceable
measures, that would be adopted by the lead agency.

1 An impact is considered potentially significant if the analysis concludes that the project
could have a substantial adverse effect on the environment.

An EIR is required if an impact is identified apotentially significant .
1.7 Organization of Initial Study
This IS/IMND is organized to satisfy CEQA Guideline48063(d), and includes the following sections:

I Section 1.0 - Introduction , which identifies the purpose and scope of the IS/MND.

9 Section 2.0 - Environmental S etting , which describes location, existing site conditions, land
uses, zoning designations, topography, and vegetation associated with the project site and
surrounding area.

1 Section 3.0 - Project Description , which provides an overview of the project, a deription
of the proposed development, project phasing during construction, and discretionary actions
for the approval of the project.

1 Section 4.0 - Environmental Checklist , which presents checklist responses for each

resource topic to identify and assessmpacts associated with the proposed project, and

proposes mitigation measures, where needed, to render potential environmental impacts
less than significant, where feasible.

Section 5.0 - References, which includes a list of documents cited in th&S/MND.

Section 6.0 - List of Preparers , which identifies the primary authors and technical experts

that prepared the Initial Study.

1 Section 7.0 z Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program (MMRP) , which identifies
mitigation measures and level obignificance after mitigation.

=A =4

Technical studies and other documents, which include supporting information or analyses used to
prepare the IS/IMND, are included in the following appendices:

1 Appendix A Project Plan and Title Reports

1 Appendix A1 Project Plan

1 Appendix A2 Preliminary Title Report

1 Appendix B KART Transit Station Site Selection Study

1 Appendix C Informational Meeting Documents

1 Appendix C1 Informational Meeting Noticesz English and Spanish

1 Appendix @2 Informational Meeting Proof of Publication Affdavit & Tear Sheet
7014/KART Project Pagel-4
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1.8

18.1

Appendix G
Appendix G}
Appendix &
Appendix C6
Appendix C7
Appendix C8
Appendix ®
Appendix D
Appendix E
Appendix F
Appendix G
Appendix H
Appendix |
Appendix J
Appendix K
Appendix L
Appendix L1
Appendix L2
Appendix L3
Appendix L4
Appendix L5
Appendix L6
Appendix M

Informational Meeting Agenda
Informational Meeting PowerPoint Presentation
Informational Meeting Signin Sheets
Informational Meeting Blank Comment Card
Informational Meeting Minutes

Photos from Informational Meeting
Public Comments

Air Quality and Greenhouse Ga&nalysis
Biological Resources Records Search
Phase | Cultural Resources Inventory
Geotechnical Feability Report
Paleontological Records Search

Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
NoiseTechnical Report

Transportation Impact Assessment
Information Request Letters

Fire Department

Police Department

Kings County Library

Hanford Parks and Recreation Dept.
Hanford Elementary School District
Hanford Joint Union High School District
KCAPTATItle VI Analysis

Findings from the Initial Study

No Impact or Impacts Considered Less than Significant

The project would have no impact or a less than significant impact on the following environmental
categories listed from Appendix G of the CEQA Guidweds.

= =4 =8 =8 =8 8 -8 -8 oh oa o

Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Energy

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources
Population and Housing
Public Services

Recreation

Utilities and Service Systems

Wildfire
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1.8.2 Impacts Considered Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures

Based on IS findings, the project would have a less than significant impact on the following
environmental categories listed inAppendix G of the CEQA Guidelines when proposed mitigation
measures ae implemented.

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology and Soils

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Noise

Transportation

Tribal Cultural Resources

=8 =4 =8 =8 =8 -8 -89
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2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

2.1 Project Location

The project site is located on several parcels in the City of Hanford, in Kings County, California. The
approximately four-acre project site isbounded by E.7th Street to the south, N. Harris Street to the

west, N. Brown Street to the east, and the alley between&h Street and ESth Street on the north.
Refer toFigure 2.1-1, which shows theproject vicinity . SeeFigure 2.1-2h x EEAE OET xO OEA
location.
2.2 Project Setting

#OO0OAT Ol uh OEA DOI EAAO OEOA EO, ad detairdiT@de2.2i1 £ AOOA
below. The project site is adjacent to parcels witltommercial andlight industrial uses to the south,

east, and west; singldamily residential homes are located to theast andnorth. The project site has

an elevation of approximatey 249 feet above mean sea leel (AMSL), as shown inFigure 2.2-1.

Photographs depicting the project site arg@rovided in Figure 2.2-2athrough Figure 2.2-2e.

2.2.1 Land Use and Zoning

The land use designation and zoning of the project site and surrounding areas are listed in

Table 2.2-1, and shown inFigures 2.2-3 and2.2-4. The General Plan designation for the project site o
EO $1 x1 01 x1T -E@AA 50A AT A OEA OEOASO W).T1ET C AAOEC

Table 2.2-1
SUMMARY OF LAND USE AND ZONING

T AAAAAT Oz
! 00A0OI Oél Parcel Location Existing Use General Plan? Zoning?
Number
Project Site
. . Downtown Downtown Mixed
010-275-011-000 | North of 8th street Singlefamily home Mixed Use Use (MXD)
Downtown Downtown Mixed
010-275-010-000 | North of 8th street Vacant lot Mixed Use Use (MXD)
Downtown Downtown Mixed
010-275-009-000 | North of 8th street Vacant lot Mixed Use Use (MXD)
: . Downtown Downtown Mixed
010-275-008-000 | North of 8th street Singlefamily home Mixed Use Use (MXD)
Directly South of 8h | Vacant building (boarded | Downtown Downtown Mixed
012-042-015-000 street up) Mixed Use Use (MXD)
Directly South of 8&h Downtown Downtown Mixed
012-042-004-000 street Vacant lot Mixed Use Use (MXD)
. +ET C380 6EAXx .
012-042-017-000 sl?tlrreegtt ly South of &h Services, located at I\D/I(i)>\<lér(;|t%\l;2 B(S);v?’:;l)y[r;)Mlxed
289 E.8th Street.
Directly North of Downtown Downtown Mixed
012-042-014-000 ~th street Vacant lot Mixed Use Use (MXD)
7014/KART Project Page2-1
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I OOA00OIT 0§

Parcel Location Existing Use General Plan? Zoning?2
Number

Directly North of Vacant lot with small, Downtown Downtown Mixed
012-042-013-000 | 241 street boarded-up building Mixed Use Use (MXD)

Directly North of American Audio Downtown Downtown Mixed
012-042-012-000 | 7th street (Business) Mixed Use Use (MXD)

Directly North of . : . Downtown Downtown Mixed
012-042-011-000 7th street ProLite Signs (Business) Mixed Use Use (MXD)

Directly North of . . . Downtown Downtown Mixed
012-042-010-000 7th street ProLite Signs (Business) Mixed Use Use (MXD)

Directly North of : . . Downtown Downtown Mixed
012-042-009-000 7th street ProLite Signs (Business) Mixed Use Use (MXD)
Surrounding Areas

Singlefamily and

North North of the project | multi-family homes, Downtown Downtown Mixed

site Apostolic Assembly of the| Mixed Use Use (MXD)

Faith in Christ Jesus
Downtown Downtown Mixed

East of the project Singlefamily homes and | Mixed Use and | Use (MXD) and
East . . . : d .

site commercial land uses Office Office Residential

Residential (O-R)

West West of theproject Commercial land uses Downtown Downtown Mixed

site Mixed Use Use (MXD)
South South of the project Commercial land uses Downtown Downtown Mixed

site Mixed Use Use (MXD)
Notes:

1(City of Hanford General Plan Land Use Map, 201&3% shown inFigure 2.2-4 below, the project site is located within the
East Downtown Overlay District for the City of HanfordAs shown inFigure 2.2-5 below, the project is located within the
Downtown EastPrecise Plan Area.

2(City of Hanford Zoning Map, 2017)

Source: UltraSystems, 2019.
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Figure 2.1-1
PROJECT VICINITY

w7t al Valley Hwy

Grangeville Bivd

Disclaimer: Representations on this map or illustration are intended only to indicate locations of project parameters reported in the legend. Project parameter information supplied by
others (see layer credits) may not have been independently verified for accuracy by UltraSystems Environmental, Inc. This map or illustration should not be used for, and does not

7014/KART Project

Initi

replace, final grading plans or other documents that should be professionally certified for development purposes.
Path: J:\Projects\7014_Kings_County_Kart\MXDs\7014_Kings_County_Kart_Project_Vicinity_2019_05_21.mxd May 13,2019
Service Layer Credits: Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri
(Thailand), NGCC, ® OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community; King County, 2017-2018; UltraSystems Environmental, Inc., 2019
' Legend KART Transit Station
Scale 1:95,040 N . —
] Project Boundary Project Vicinity

[ city Boundary

|
0 0.75 1.5 Miles

(=2 -
N )§ UltraSystems

[
0 0.75 1.5 Kilometers
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Figure 2.1-2
PROJECT LOCATION

Disclaimer: Representatlons on thls map or ||Ius(rat|on are intended only to indicate locations of project parameters reported in the Iegend Project parameter |nformat|on supplied by
others (see layer credits) may not have been independently verified for accuracy by UltraSystems Environmental, Inc. This map or illustration should not be used for, and does not
replace, final grading plans or other documents that should be professionally certified for development purposes.
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the GIS User Community. Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community; Kings

County Jan. 2018; UltraSystems Environmental, Inc., 2019
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Figure 2.2-2a
KART Transit Station
Legend
= Project Boundary
- |
‘ Photo Locations
120 Feet
Scale: 1:1,440
0 20 40 Meters
Photograph Key Map
Disclaimer: Representauons on this map or illustration are intended only to indicate | of project s reported in the legend. ijel:t parameter information supplied by others (see layer credits) may not have been independently verified for y by UltraSy i I, Inc. This map or % 18] ltraSyStC ms
illustration should not be used for, and does not replace, final grading plans or other documents that should be p ionally certified for di Pl purposes. RRREBEmentalsHansgensigimalig
Path J\Projects\7014_Kings_County_KartWXDs\7014_Kings_County_Kart_Photo Key_11x17_2019_08_08 mxd August 09, 2019
Service Layer Credis: Source: Esn, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNESIAlrbus DS, USDA, USGS AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Communlty Sources: Esni, HERE, DeLorme, USGS, Intermap, increment P Corp., NRCAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri {Thailand), TomTom, MapmyIndia, ©
OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community, Esri, HERE, DeLorme, N India. ® O ¢ 5. Esn, HERE, DeLorme, TomTom, . © 0 . and the GIS user community; USGS, 2007: Caltrans. 2014: King County. 2016: UltraSystems Environmental, Inc_, 2019
7014/KART Project Page2-6

Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration November2019


http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwigksfC3L_cAhVj7YMKHc3uCGUQjRx6BAgBEAU&url=http://www.stargazerproductions.com/about-us.html&psig=AOvVaw05t_o8b7AWb3AThP9WLYXm&ust=1532796060093566

WG PE
AN )
o .

“
3

O

= X SECTION2.0 - ENVIRONMENTALSETTING X

Figure 2.2-2b
PROJECT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

PHOTO 1: View from existing homes on the corner of E. Eighth Street and PHOTO 2: View from the intersection of N. Douty Street and W. Eighth
N. Brown Street looking down E. Eighth Street. Street looking to the northwest.

PHOTO 3: View from the intersection of N. Harris Street and E. Eighth PHOTO 4: View from N. Brown Street between E. Eight Street and E. Seventh
Street, looking northeast towards the project site. Street looking north,
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Figure 2.2-2¢
PROJECT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

PHOTO 6: View towards the project site from the south east corner of the

PHOTO 5: View of the south edge of the project site from E. Seventh Street. intersection of N. Brown Street and E. Seventh Street.

PHOTO 7: View of the project site from N. Brown Street looking southwest
towards the back of the existing ProLite Signs building,

PHOTO 8: View from N. Harris Street, looking east down the alley
between E. Eighth Street and E. Seventh Street.
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Figure 2.2-2d
PROJECT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

PHOTO 9: View from N. Brown Street looking northwest towards the PHOTO 10: View from the alley north of E. Eighth Street, looking
project site and E. Eighth Street. southwest towards the project site.

PHOTO 11:View of abandoned building along E. Eighth Street. PHOTO 12:View from within the project site looking north.
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Figure 2.2-2e
PROJECT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

PHOTO 14: View of E. Eighth Street looking west from the intersection of
E. Eighth Street and N. Douty Street.

PHOTO 15:View of boarded-up building to the west of the project site. PHOTO 16: View of E. Eighth Street and project site from the
intersection of E. Eighth Street and N, Brown Street, looking west.
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Figure 2.2-3
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Figure 2.2-4
PROPOSED PROJECT SITE ZONING DESIGNATION
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Figure 2.2-5
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2.3 Existing Characteristics of the Site
2.3.1 Climate and Air Quality

The project site is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB). The SJVAB occupies the
southern half of the Central Valley and is the second largest air basin in the state. The San Joaquin

Valley Air Pollution Control District is madeOD | £ AECEO Al O1 OEAO ET #AIlE
SanJoaquin, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, Fresno, Kings, Tulare and the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin

port of Kern. The SJVAB is approximately 250 miles long and is shaped like a narrow bowl. The sides

and southern boundary of the "bowl" are bordered by mountain ranges. Weather conditions include

frequent temperature inversions, long, hot summers, and stagnant, foggy winters, all of which are
conducive to the formation and retention of air pollutants. The B/AB has been attainment for Carbon

Monoxide (CO) since 1994 and recently reached attainment for the federal RPMtandard in 2008.

However, as a whole, the SJVAB fails to meet national ambient air quality standards for ozone and

fine particulate matter (PM2sQh AT A EO Al AOOE AEMMORA AR O AA OOIOET AAO fE
(SIVAPCD, 2019a)

2.3.2 Geology and Soils

There are no major active faults within Kings County, though there are areas of minor faulting
occurring primarily in the southwestern part of the county. The San Andreas fault is located less than
four miles west of the Kings County line (Quad Knopf, 2014, p-6J.

Soils in the area are characterized as alluvial fans and floodplain soils in the middle of the San Joaquin
Valley (County of Kings2010, p. R€24). The City is underlain by alluvial fan surfaces mantled with
very deep, welldrained, salinealkali soils. These soils include two soil associations: Nord and
Kimberlina-Garces (Quad Knopf, 2014, p-5).

2.3.3  Hydrology

Hanford is located in theTulare Lake Hydrologic Study Area (TLHSA) which encompasses the
southern portion of the San Joaquin Valley and adjacent mountain slopes. Most surface water in the
TLHSA originates as precipitation in the Sierra Nevada Mountain Range (Quad Knopf, 2014, 12).

The City has four major watersheds that collect and convey stormwater runoff. The project site is
located within the Sand Slough Watershed. The Sand Slough Watershed generally convers the eastern
half of the City limits (AKEL Engineering Group, Inc2017a, p. 23). The nearest major waterway to

the City is Kings River which runs southwest about five miles north of the City (Quad Knopf, 2014,
p.6-13). There are two major irrigation ditches that flow through the City theyare the Lakeside Ditch

and Peoples Ditch. Peoples Ditch, which is supplied by the Kings River, splits into two parts north of
the City. The irrigation ditch closest to the project site is the East Peoples Ditch branch, which flows
southward through the center of the city ending ata basin just south of State Highwa$98 (Quad
Knopf, 2014, p. 613). The East Peoples Ditch branch is located approximately 0.5 mile east of the
project site (Google Earth, 2019).

The City operates and maintains a storm drainage system that covers the mtyp of the City limits,
including the project site. Currently, stormwater runoff discharges to detention basins and canals
that are located throughout the City (AKEL Engineering Group, Inc., 204, p. ES).
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The City is located over the San Joaquin Vallgroundwater basin. This basin has an estimated
storage of 570 million acrefeet with an estimated useable capacity of 80 million acréeet (Quad
Knopf, 2014, p. 512).

2.3.4  Biology

The project site is located in a highly urbanized area, which provides low haét value for
specialstatus plant and wildlife species. The project site contains structures, sidewalks, multiple
paved areas with impervious surfaces, and lacks suitable soils, biological resources, and physical
features to support any candidate, sensite, or speciatstatus plant and animal species. However, the
project site contains ornamental vegetation and building structures that could potentially provide
cover and nesting habitat for bird species that have adapted to urban areas, such as rock pigeo
(Columba livig and mourning doves Zenaida macroura. The vegetation could also be utilized by
bats, including the Hoary Batl(asiurus cinereuswhich has been found in urbanized areas, including
the central area of the City (Quad Knopf, 2014, p-15).

2.35 Public Services

The City is served by a full range of public services. Fire prevention, fire protection and emergency

medical service (EMS) for the city of Hanford is provided by the Hanford Fire Department. The
department has two fire stations and 27fire suppression personnel. Station 1 is located at

350 W. Grangeville Boulevard and Station 2 at 10553 Houston Avenue (Quad Knopf, 2014, 29.

The Hanford PoliceDepartment (HPD) provides police and law enforcement services from a single

station located at 425 North Irwin Street (Quad Knopf, 2014, p.-80). Recreationalservices within

OEA AEOU 1T &£ (AT £ OA AOA T BPAOAOGAA AU OEA #EOUBO 2A,
five indoor facilities (Quad Knopf, 2014, p. 86). Library services within the city are provided by the

Hanford Branch of the Kings County Library systemwhich is located in downtown Hanford at

401 N. Douty Street (Quad Knopf, 2014, p.-89).

2.3.6 Utilities

The City manages the water supply for the city, including theroject area. The City maintains
206 miles of main lines and 15,870 service connections (Quad Knopf, 2014, p6)% The City also
provides domestic wastewater treatment services for the entire city. Hanford's existing wastewater
system includes a treatmentfacility south of Houston Avenue and east of 11th Avenue, and
21 sanitary sewer lift stations at various locations throughout the city (Quad Knopf, 2014, p-9.
Solid waste disposal services for Hanford are provided by Kings Waste Recycling Authorityy(RA),
which is managed by the Kings County Waste Management Authority. KWRA operates a solid waste
disposal and recycling facility at 7803 HanfordArmona Road, in the southeastern portion of the city
(Quad Knopf, 2014, p. 4.7). Electrical service to the ge is provided by SouthernCalifornia Edison
Company via 12 K and 66 KV lines. Natural gas is provided by Southern California Gas Company,
which maintains a local system of transmission lines, distribution lines and supply regulation stations
(Quad Knopf 2014, p. 619).

The City operates and maintains a storm drainage system covering the majority of the City, including
the project site (AKEL Engineering Group, Inc., 2047p. ES2). The major irrigation ditches that flow
through the city are operated andmaintained privately by Lakeside Water District and the Peoples
Ditch Company (Quad Knopf, 2014, p-83). Stormwater runoff generated on the project site under
current conditions generally is carried by building gutters or sheet flow off of the site andnto the
adjacent streets where it enters the storm drain collection system.
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
3.1 Project Background

Kings County Area Public Transit Agency (KCAPTA) is theead Agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)The City ofHanford is the Responsible Agency for the project.

The existing Kings Area Ruralransit (KART) Transit Station is approximately 1.1 acres in size and

is located at 504West7th Street in the City of Hanford in Kings County, California. The existing
station is located adjacent to the Hanford Amtrak station and supports 2,000 daily ride with ten

bus bays and one streeside bus shelter. The BNSF Railway Company (BNSF), formerly known as
The Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company (BNSF Railway), commercial businesses,
and a major roadway surround the existing transit stationDue to the limited space on the existing
site and a desire to add more service, the existing KART Transit Station is no longer able to
AAAT i T TAAOGA OEA AiTii Ol EOEAOGS AT Ap+x1d 2480 1T AAAO

In 2018 Mott MacDonald prepared the KART Trasit Station Site Selection Study to identify a new
multimodal station location that can enhance KART ridership while also ensuring existing riders of
Amtrak and future ridership of the CrossValley Rail Corridor and California HighSpeed Rail are
supported (Mott MacDonald, 2018, p. 1)Refer to Appendix A of this document, which contains the
KART Transit Station Site Selection Study.

The KART Transit Station Site Selection Study was completed in thrpeases (Mott MacDonald,
2018, p. 1):

1 Phase 1: Potential Site Identificatiory Identify potential transit facility sites to accommodate
KCAPTA transit and administrative needs.

1 Phase 2: Preferred Sites SelectiapEvaluate the initially identified sites and narrow down
the initial sites to three preferred site alternatives to be refined and shared with stakeholders.

1 Phase 3. Recommended Site Selectian Evaluate the preferred sites and select one
recommended site to be carried forward into further design and implementation.

P

The KART Transit Sation Site Selection StudYDAAT i | AT AAA OEA ©oelpmcddOAA O3
OPT 101 Oh +#!04'h PIATO O DOOAEAOGA OAOGAOAT DOl PA

identified in the 2018 Final KART Transit Station Site Selection Study, for the futucenstruction of

a new transit center with commercial/office buildings. Site 7 spans approximatelyfive acres
currently divided into 16 separate lots and developed with residences, commercial uses and
pavement. Of the 16 lots on Site 7, KCAPTA plans to phase only 13 lots for the proposed project.
As a result, the preliminary site plan for Site thas undergonerevisions for the proposed transit
center. Therefore, the proposed project analyzed in this document differs from the Site 7 project
description in the 2018 Final KART Transit Station Site Selection Study

KCAPTA will be using local, state and federal funding for the project, which is proposed to start
construction in fiscal year 2020/2021 and be completed in fiscal year 2021/2022.
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3.2 Existing Transit Sy stem

KART began operations in June of 1980. The current location of the KART transit hub is at B047th
Street in Hanford. KART presently uses a fleet of vehicles ranging in size fromt® 33-passenger
buses to provide transit services. An independentantractor provides maintenance and operating
services. KCAPTA provides buses, radios, fareboxes, video surveillance system, street furnishings,
published information, and fare passes to the public.

KART offers fixedroute and paratransit services. The paratransit services are available daily in
Hanford, Lemoore, and Armona. There are regular Hanford Area, Hanfekgémoore, HanfordAvenal,
Hanford-Corcoran, HanfordLaton, Hanford Visalia, and HanfordFresno fixed-route services, along
with commuter service to Corcoran State Prison.

The fixed route service consists of 17 routes. Operating hours are approximately 6:80n. to
10:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, excluding holidays, and 9:30m. to 5:00p.m. on Saturdays.
Sixteen buses operate during peak level service. This schedule results in an annual total of about
49,000 vehicle revenue hours and 832,912 vehicle revenue miles.

The paratransit service operates up to six vehicles. Operating hours are apgimately from 6:30a.m.

to 10:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, excluding holidays, and 9:20m. to 5:00p.m. on Saturdays.
The paratransit service may operate approximately 5,900 revenue vehicle hours and 68,546 vehicle
revenue miles.Upon development ofthe proposed project (described below), he property where
the existing transit station is located will be sold.

3.3 Project Overview

The Kings County Area Public Transit Agency is processing a request to implement a series of
discretionary actions that would allow for the construction of the KART Transit Project.The
proposed project would include the demolition of existing structures and construction of a new
transit station and commercial developmentThe approximately four-acre project site is located in
the downtown area of the City of Hanford, CA, and has been previously developed. The project site
borders other commercial land uses and is located in the Downtown Mixedse Zoning District
(MX-$QqQ8 4EA #EOUGO ' AT AOAT 01 AT sité idDoAnto@OMixedUS©O ECT AOET

The proposed project would consist oén approximately 19,000-square-foot Transit Station Building,
offsite parking, and onsite bus parkingThe transit building includes 6,900 square feet on the first
floor, 5,516 square feebn the second, and 6,557 square feet on the third floor, totaling approximately
19,000 square feet for the entire building. A detailed floor plan for the ground floor of the transit
building was developed, ashown in Figure 74 of the KART Transit Statim Site Selection Studyas
well as an overview of second floor where KART and KCAPTA offices would be located. The ground
floor includes space for KART bus operators, a training room, a large central waiting area with an
information kiosk, and additional meeting spaces with movable walls to accommodate events of
varying sizes. The open atrium in the center waiting area would extend to the second flodhe third
floor would be similar to the second without the open atrium, and would contain office space Isable

to tenants. The modern exterior design of the building reflects the goals and objectives of KCAPTA
(Mott MacDonald, 2018, p. 60-61).

The proposed project includes 21 sawtooth bus bays, 17 staff parking spaces, eight secure staff
parking spaces, and105 park-and-ride spaces for transit users. Additionally, two electric bus
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chargers and two electric car chargers would be constructed onsite. The project also proposes public
restrooms and a drinking fountain.

The existing Transit Center serves as a trafer point for eleven local routes and five regional routes

and is located adjacent to the Hanford Amtrak station (HNF) and an-gtade railroad crossing.

Existing area constraints limits KART service to onbour headway$ for each route. As the existing

transit center is not able to serve the expansion and improvement plans of KART, a hew site has been

identified that would allow KART to increase service frequency to provide 3tninute headways for

local Hanford routesto better serve the transit needs of the communit. The proposed project would

increase service by decreasing headways. The traffic report conducted for the proposed project

assumed that the headways for each fixed route would be halved, meaning that the nuembof buses
AAAAOOET ¢ OEA OAI T AAOGAA OOAT OEO AAT OAO AT OiI A Al OAI
impacts. The number of riders using the parand-ride facilities could also increase.

Table 3.3-1 summarizes the proposed project feattes, and Figure 3.3-1 depicts the proposed
project site plan.

Table 3.3-1
PROJECT SUMMARY
New Construction Proposed Uses/Features (Squg:zall:eet) Sl\:géigg
First floor: central waiting area, meeting
. 6,900
rooms, break area, training room
Transit Station Building Second floor: office space 5,516 3
Third floor: leasable office space 6,557
Total 18,973
New offsite parking Public parking spaces: 84 total spaces Not
located north of &h Street Regular 79 spaces Applicable
ADA 5 spaces
Sawtooth bus bays 21 total bus bays
Staff parking spaces 19 total spaces
Regular 17 spaces
Onsite bus parking ADA 2 spaces Not
located south of &h Street | Secureemployee parking 8 total spaces | Applicable
Public parking spaces: 30 total spaces
Regular 26 spaces
ADA 4 spaces
Electric Charging Stations | Bus Chargers 2 Chargers Not
Car Chargers 2 Chargers Applicable

Source: UltraSystems, 2019

6 A headway is the amount of time between transit vehicle arrivals at a stop. For example, route that has a bus arrive
once per hour would have a 6éninute headway.

7014/KART Project Page3-3
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration November2019



o™ X SECTION3.0 - PROJECTDESCRIPTIONX

Figure 3.3-1
PROPOSED SITE PLAN
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3.4 Project Objectives

The project is a design-build project to construct a transit station with indoor wait area and
administrative/office space. The underlying purpose of the project is to providea new multimodal
transit station that can enhance KART ridership while also ensuring existing riders of Amtrak and
future ridership of the Cross Valley Rail Corridor and California Higlspeed Rail are supportedThe
project applicant has identified the objectives listed below fothe project. These objectives will aid
decision-makers in their review of the project, the project alternatives, and associated environmental
impacts:

1. To improve transit service efficiency

2. To expand transit service

3. To enhance access to social services

4. Toencourage revitalization and economic development in the City of Hanford
3.5 Proposed Project Features
3.5.1  New Construction

The conceptual rendering inFigure 3.5-1 provides an illustrative example of the proposedKART
transit station. This is a very preliminaryconceptual rendering and is subject to change. The existing
alley bisects the site from Harris Street to Brown Street, and developing surface parking in this area
would not conflict with existing utility lines in the alley (Mott MacDonald, 2018, p. 57).

3.5.2 Employees

KCAPTA has six employees who would work Monday Friday from 7:30a.m. to 5:30p.m. There
would be 32 bus operators, who would utilize the break room/lunch area onsite. The bus operators
would not park at the project site they would park at theBus Yard located at 610 West Davis Street
in Hanford. The first shift of bus drivers would drive the bus from the Bus Yardto the proposed
station. During shift change, MM ransportation Inc.” would provide a shuttle vehicle from and to the
Bus Yard At theend of the day thebus driver would drive the bus back to theBus Yard One security
personnel would patrol the project area and utilize the break room onsiteThere would be one onsite
employee who would sell tickets/concessions and answer questiofs

3.5.3  Hours of Operation
Hours of operation for the transit facility and for bus operation would be from 5:3@&.m. to 11:00p.m.,

Monday through Friday and from 9:30a.m. to 5:00p.m. on Saturday. Administrative operations
would be from 7:30a.m. t05:30 p.m. Monday through Friday (Dow, 2019a).

7 MV Transportation, Inc. is the contractofor the bus operations (bus driver, dispatch staff, and maintenance staff).
8 There would only be one security person on site at a time and there would only be one person selling
tickets/concessions at a time.
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3.5.4  Site Access, Circulation and Parking

A public plaza that could be programmed with droughtolerant landscaping and additional seating
areaswould be located near the separate kis@nd-ride drop-off area just southwest of the transit
building (Mott MacDonald, 2018, p. 58).

3.5.5 Landscaping

The landscaping plan for the project would follow City of Hanfordequirements for landscaping and
drought-tolerant/re sistant plants. The City of Hanford Municipal Code Chapter 17.52, titled
Landscape Standards, lists requirements relating to the quality, quantity, and functionality of
landscaping for projects(City of Hanford Municipal Code Title 17 Zoning Ordinance 2017).

The proposed project would include the following required landscape features:

1 Landscaping would be provided in setback areas and open space areas visible from a public
right-of-way.

1 Landscaping adjacent to driveways and parkingvould be protected by a minimum of
six-inch-high andsix-inch-wide concrete curb.

1 Trees planted within five feet of sidewalks or curbswould have anl18-inch- by 10-foot-long
linear root barrier placed at each dge of the sidewalk or face of curb, centered on the tree.

T A minimum of five percent of the interior square footage of a parking area would be
landscaped.

1 Parking areas are to have one tree placed at every four lineal parking spaces.
Plant materials wouldbe selected and installed in accordance with the following requirements:

1. The size of ten percent of the trees to be planted would be adch box or larger. The
remaining trees would be sized 15 gallon or larger.

2. The size of 70 percent of plants and shias would be at five gallon or larger. The remaining
plants and shrubs would be sized one gallon or larger.

3. The size of groundcover at planting would be one gallon or larger.
4. Groundcover would be designed to have 100 percent coverage within two years.

5. Drought tolerant plant material and climate appropriate speciesvould be emphasized in the
design.

3.5.6  Exterior Lighting

The specifics of the exterior lighting are unknown at this time. However, the proposed project would
comply with the City of Hanford Zoning @linance Section 17.50.140.
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9 Exterior lighting would be located to minimize light trespassing across property boundaries
or skyward.

91 All outdoor fixture lighting would be a fully shielded fixture and focused to minimize light
trespass and glare.

9 Outdoor lighting fixtures would be turned off after closeof-business unless needed for safety
or security, in which case the lightingvould be activated by motion sensor devices.

1 Lighting for signs and decorative effects for building and landscapeould be fully shielded
fixtures equipped with automatic timing devices and focused to minimize light glare and light
trespass.

3.5.7  Vehicle Charging

It is anticipated that the proposed project would includeplug-in chargers for the electric busesand
plug-in chargers for electric vehicles in thepublic parking area(Dow, 2019a).

3.5.8 Solar Panels

The proposed project includes use of solar energy which is anticipated via the construction of solar
panels on the project site. Solar panels would be constructed on the rooftbe proposed building
and the covered waiting area.

3.5.9  Perimeter Fencing and Exterior Walls

The type of perimeter fencing and exterior walls is unknown at this time. However, it is anticipated
that fencing would be used around the perimeter of the project site.

3.5.10 Offsite Improvements and Potential Future Property Acquisition

Currently, no offsite improvements are anticipated for the proposed projecbther than potential
work to be done in the public rightof-way of adjacent streets for potential installation of utility
infrastructure such as water lines, sewer lines, electrical, natural gas, or stormwater improvements
Bus drivers would park offsite at the Bus Yard but no improvements to the offsite Bus Yard would
occur. This is an existing Bus Yard, the operation of which would not change with the proposed
project®.

Three properties located on north 8th street (APNs 010275015000, 010275006000, and
010275007000) would be acquired if they became availablefor sale, for future development of
additional parking for the proposed project.

3.5.11 Utilities

Upon review of existing utilities and anticipated utilities in the new buildings, a utility plan will be
developed in consultation with the project's utility consultant and he local service providers for wet
and dry utilities.

9 Per email correspondence between MargateéPartridge of UltraSystems and with Angie Dow of KCAPTA on June 12,
2019.
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Water

Water to the project site is currently providedby the City of Hanford Public Works Department (City
of Hanford, 2017). Offsite mainline water system improvements may be necessary within thstreet
right-of-way to accommodate the project.

Dry Utilities

Electricity is provided to the project site by Pacific Gas and Electric Co. and Southern California
Edison (City of Hanford, 2017)Natural gas is provided to the project site by Southern Catifnia Gas
Company (SoCalGas) (City of Hanford, 201 Dffsite mainline electrical or natural gas improvements
may be necessary within the street rightof-way to accommodate the project. It is anticipated that
electric upgrades (including but not limited to electrical transformers) will be necessary to
accommodate bus charging ahe project site.

Storm Water

)y O EO AOOGEIi AOGAA OEAO OEA bpOIT EAADOWNg info @@inadeA OAT T B
infrastructure, per regulatory requirements, would not exceed the amount of runoff currently

generated on the project site. Someffsite storm drain improvements may be necessary within the

street right-of-way to accommodate the project.During the design phase the location and details

regarding storm drain improvements would be determined.

3.6 Construction Activities

After environmental analysis for the project has been completed and after property aadggition (all
property between 7th & 8th, as well as vacant properties on the north side o8th street),
construction/development activities would occur in the following phases: Phase-IDemolition;
Phasell- Design/Build.

3.6.1 Phase |- Demolition

The project would be constructed in two phases. The first phase (demolition) would include the land
located north of 7th Street, south of8th Street, west of Brown Street, and east of Harris Street. The
second phase of demolition would include the land located north @th Street (up to the existing
alley), west of Brown Street, and east of North Harris Street. Construction warks would park their
vehicles on the project site during construction (Dow, 2019a).

3.6.2 Phase Il - Design Build
This phase involves the design and construction of the proposed KART Transit Station.
3.6.3  Construction Schedule

Construction is scheduled to start inical year 2021 and be completed by 2022. It is estimated that
construction would be from Julyl, 2021 through June30, 2022 (Dow, 2019a), although preliminary
analysis with the CalEEMod emissions model indicates that the completion date may be late August
of 2022.

7014/KART Project Page3-9
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration November2019


https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjJ2MO1nrbRAhUE_IMKHePrB0MQjRwIBw&url=https://twitter.com/murrietaclerk&psig=AFQjCNHbPazaPju8xmgpQw2Tf5qutuKkow&ust=1484091660082986

egme® x SECTION3.0 - PROJECTDESCRIPTIONX

3.6.4  Construction Equipment

Construction equipment to be used onsite is not known at this time (i.e. the time when the project
description was written); however, based on the type of land use and the scope of the proposed
project, construction activities would involve demolition of existing buildings, grading, compaction,
trenching, cement/a sphalt pouring, building foundation, construction of a multi -story (two or three
story) building. Additionally, it is assumed as a worstase amlysis, that pckhammers and concrete
saws would be used as part of the project construction (Dow, 2019aEquipment typically used
during project construction includes but is not limited to:

Air Compressors
Cement & Mortar Mixers
Concrete/Industrial Saws
Cranes

Excavators

Forklifts

Generator Sets

Graders

Pavers

Paving Equipment
Rollers

Rubber-Tired Dozers
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Welders

e R R I e

Details of equipment deployment, including a schedule, are presented S®ction 4.3.
3.7 Discretionary Actions

The project OEOAS O UT T ET ¢ AAOE Cl1-Usd Fohiig Distart (MXDX Préddssiohal - E G A A
or commercial offices are permitted in the MXD zone with a permit and Bus, transit, or train station

is a permitted use in the MXD Zone (City of Hanford Municipal Codeiffe 17 - Zoning Ordinance,

2017).

The project site® General Plan land use designation is Downtown Mixed UB®licy L70 (Typical Uses

in Downtown Mixed-5 OA , AT A 50A $AOECT ACEITq O$SAZEET A OEA
Mixed-Use land use designation toniclude a wide range of retail, financial, governmental,
professional, business, service, dining, and entertainment activities, along with high density

residential dwellings. Typical uses include small retail shops, eating and drinking establishments,
townhomes, apartments, markets, professional services, convenience stores, beauty salons, and

other similar uses. Vertical and horizontal mixedD OA AAOAT T i AT OO AOA AT AT OOA
2017, p. 37).

No general plan amendment or zone change would be requitefor the project. Approvalsand
entitlement requests associated with this development are described below.
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3.7.1  Other Permits and Approvals

Following Lead Agency approval of the Initial Study, the following permits and approvals would be

x SECTION3.0 - PROJECTDESCRIPTIONX

required prior to construction, as shown inTable 3.7-1 below.

Table 3.7-1

PERMITS AND APPROVALS

Agency

Permit or Approval

City of Hanford Building Division

Demolition Permits, Grading Permits, Site Plan review and
approval, and Building Permits

City of Hanford Fire Department

Building plan check and approval. Review for compliance with
the 2016 California Fire Code, 2016 California Building Code,
California Health & Safety Code and Hanford Municipal Code.
Plans for fire detection and alarm systems, and automatic
sprinklers.

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District (SJVAPCD)

Permits required by the SJVAPCD for stationary sources of
power generation, if applicable.

City of Hanford Public Works
Departmentl0

Letter of authorization/consent for proposed improvements to
provide water supply connection to new development.

Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E)

Letter of authorization/consent for proposed improvements to
provide natural gasconnection to new development.

Southern California Ediso&?

Letter of authorization/consent for proposed improvements to
provide electrical connection to new developmentincluding
electric bus inline charging.

California State Water Resource§ontrol
Board (SWRCB)

Dischargers whose projects disturb one or more acres of saite
required to obtain coverage under the General Permit fo
Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Constructio
Activity (Construction General Permit Order 20090009-DWQ).

10
11
12

City of Hanford Public Works Department, 2017.
PG&E provides gas service to the City of Hanford (PG&E, 2014).
Southern California Edison provides power to sites north of lma Avenue and south of Flint Avenue in the City of

Hanford via 12 kilo-volt (kV) and 66kV lines (Quad Knopf, 2014, pp.-69 and 6-20).
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

1 ' AOEAE Aobi AT AOCETIT EO OANDEOAAOHE AT @xAOAT OB
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
Ail1T1TxETc AAAE NOAOOEIT 8 ! 0.1 )i BPDAAOG AT OxAOQ

information sources show that the impact simply does noapply to projects like the one

ET OT1 OAA j Ascsh OEA DPOIEAAO Z£A11 0 1T O0O0OEAA A £
be explained where it is based on projeespecific factors, as well as general standards

(e.g.the project would not expose sensite receptors to pollutants, based on a

project-specific screening analysis).

(2) All answers must take into account the whole action involved, including offsite as well as
onsite, cumulative as well as projectevel, indirect as well as direct, andconstruction as
well as operational impacts.

(3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or IAOO OEAT OECI EZAZEAAT 08 001 OAT OE,
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one
IO I 1T OA 001 OAT OEAI T U 3ECIEEAEAAT O )i DPAAOGG AT OO
required.

4 O. ACAOEOA $AAI AOGAOGEIT g ,AOO OEAT S3ECIEEZEAAT O
OEA ET AT OPT OAOQEIT 1T &£ I EOECAOEIT 1 AAOOOAOG EAO (
y Il DPAAOS6 O1 A O, AGO OEAT 3 ECIT EAEA Ak Qitightbrb AA 08 6
measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to less than significant level.

(5) Earlier analyses may be use where, pursuant to the tiering, Program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an affect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier BiRhegative declaration.
(See Section 15063(c)(3)(D) of the CEQA Guidelines. In this case, a brief discussion should
identify the following:

(@) Earlier Analyses Used. Identify and state where the earlier analysis available for
review.

(b) Impacts Adequately Addessed. 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 earlieanalysis.

(co - EOECAOQOEIT -AAOOOAO8 &1 O AEEAAOO OEAO AOA
-AAOOOAOG )1 AT OPT OAOAAhRSd AAOAOEAA OEA 1 EOEC
or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site
specific conditions for the project.

(6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document shouldwhere appropriate, include a reference
to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. A source list should be attached
and other sources used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.
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(7) Supporting Information Sources: A sourceidt should be attached, and other sources used
or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

(8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions frothis checklist that are relevant o
O A POT EAAOCSO AT GeEOTT1 AT OAT AEEAAOO ET xEAOA
(9) The explanation of each issue should identify:

(@) 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
significant
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4.1 Aesthetics

Less than
Except as provided in Public Potentially Significant Less than No
Resources Code Section 21099, would | Significant Impact with Significant |
S N mpact
the project: Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Have asubstantial adverse effect on a X
scenic vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited
to, trees,rock outcroppings, and X
historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?

¢) In non-urbanized areas substantially
degrade the existing visual character
or quality of public views ofthe site
and its surroundings?(Public views
are thosethat are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage point)lf
the project is inan urbanized area,
would the project conflict with
applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality

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

I OOEOOAT A1l OEOI built Arvidrdmer {dévélopmieAt Gattéis Abuildings, parking
areas, and circulation elements) and natural environment (such as hills, vegetation, rock
outcroppings, drainage pathways, and soils) features. Visual quality, viewer groups and sensitivity,
duration, and visual resources characterize views. Visual quality refers to the general aesthetic
quality of a view, such as vividness, intactness, and unity. Viewer groups identify who is most likely
to experience the view. Higksensitivity land uses include esidences, schools, playgrounds, religious
institutions, and passive outdoor spaces such as parks, playgrounds, and recreation areas. Duration
of a view is the amount of time that a particular view can be seen by a specific viewer group. Visual
resources refer to unique views, and views identified in local plans, from scenic highways, or of
specific unique structures or landscape features.

a) Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099 w ould the project have a
substantial adverse effect on a scen ic vista?

No Impact

Scenic vistas generally include extensive panoramic views of natural features, unusual terrain, or
unique urban or historic features, for which the field of view can be wide and extend into the distance,
and focal views that focus on garticular object, scene or feature of interest.
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The project site is located in an area dflanford that is characterized by flat topography and urban
development.The project site is adjacent to parcels wititommercial andlight industrial uses to the

south, east, and west; singikdamily residential homes are located to thesast andnorth. No scenic
resources or vistas are located in the project sitarea (Quad Knopf,2014, p. 523); therefore,

development of the proposed poject would not result in impacts on scenic vistas.

b) Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project
substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within  a state scenic highway?

No Impact

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) provides information regardingofficially
designated or eligible state scenic highways, designated as part of the California Scenic Highway
Program. According to Caltans, there are no officially designated scenic highways within or
adjacent to the project areahowever, SR 198 from Highway 101 to Sequoia National Park is eligible
for scenic highway statugQuad Knopf, 2014p. 523). Whilethe project site is located @proximately
0.25 mile north of State Route (SR) 198, it is not visible from SR 198 due to intervening topography
and structures.Therefore, the project would have no impacts on trees, rock outcroppings and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway.

C) In non -urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views
are those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point).  If the project
is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality ?

Less than Significant Impact

The project site is located in an urban setting characterized by a mix ebmmercial and light
industrial usesand single-family residential homescharacterized by low height (one story) buildings
Views of the existing streetscape are characterized by lokeight buildings that are generallyone or
two story with a few three-story buildings. As discussed above, there are rgcenic views available
from public roads in the project area. Refer tdable 4.1-1 below, which describes the existing visual
character in the vicinity of the project site.

Construction of the proposed project would include views associated with construction activities,
construction staging areas grading, excavation, construction equipment, material storage areas,
construction debris, exposed trenches, etcProject construction could temporarily degrade the
existing visual character of the project area and its immediate surroundingshis impact would be
short term and these elements would be removed following constructiontherefore, short term
visual impacts during the construction phase would be less than significant.

The proposed project would consist ofan approximately 19,000-square-foot, three-story Transit
Station Building, offsite parking, and onsite bus parkingrhe moden exterior design of the building
reflects the goals and objectives of KCAPTAcluding use of frontage type and exterior construction
materials selected from the Downtown East Precise PlgiMott MacDonald, 2018, p. 60-61 and 65).
The proposed project #so includes 21 sawtooth bus bays, 17 staff parking spaces, eight secure staff
parking spaces, and 105 parand-ride spaces for transit users. Additionally, two electric bus
chargers and two electric car chargers would be constructed onsite.
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Proposed new landscaping would follow City of Hanford requirements for landscaping and
drought-tolerant/resistant plants. Landscapingwould be provided in all setback areas and open

space areas visible from a public rightf-way and would include street and parking lottrees.

7EEI A OEA AEOOOEAOQOOEIT 1T £ PAOEEI ¢ AT A AOEI AET ¢ AC
conditions, the project would not be out of character with the surrounding area, which contains a mix

of land usesincluding commercial,light industrial and residential uses.

While the project would involve the demolition of existing commercial, light industrial, and
residential buildings, it would involve the development ofa newthree-story building, and would not
represent an adverse impact or de@dation in the existing visual character of the site and its
surroundings.

In addition, the proposed project land use and desigwould be consistentwith applicable zoning and

land use designations and design guidelines for the project site. As discussed above, the project was

designed to be consistent with the development regulations of tHeowntown East Precise PlaMott

MacDonald, 2018, p. 65). Downtown East Precise Plan delopment regulations includeallowed

buildings and uses within the Plan Aregfrontage type standards; building materials; and landscaping
(Zumwalt-Hansen/Quad Knopf, Inc,2013). 4 EA DPOT EAAO OEOABO UITEIC AAC
Mixed-Use Zoning Distric{MX-D). Professional or commercial offices are permitted in the M zone

with a permit and bus, transit, or train station is a permitted use in the M>D Zone(City of Hanford

Municipal Code Title 17- Zoning Ordinance2017).

The Frontage Type Standardfor the Plan area ensure that proposed development is consistent with
OE A #Hedilks for building form, physical character, and qualityZumwalt-Hansen/Quad Knopf,
Inc, 2013, pg. 419). Theproject will utilize one of the$ T x T OT x1T %A O & frontadeAyge® A 01 Al
(Mott MacDonald, 2018, p. 65), such as the forecourt frontage shown in thpreliminary conceptual
rendering; seeFigure 3.4-1. The project will also use one or more of the building materiaidentified

in the Downtown East Precise Plan(Zumwalt-Hansen/Quad Knopf, In¢ 2013, pg.415) for the
exterior of buildings (Mott MacDonald, 2018, p. 65). The project will use droughttolerant
landscaping and will hstall street trees within the street rights of way, they are as follows: Chinese
Pistache Pistacia chinensiswithin 7th Street and Brown Street; and, Maidenhair Tree@ingko
biloba) within Harris Street (Mott MacDonald, 2018, p. 65), consistent with the requirements of the
Downtown East Precise PlafiZumwalt-Hansen/Quad Knopfinc, 2013, pg.432).

Based on the above analysis, the proposed projastin an urbanized areaand would not conflict with
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic qualityresulting in aless than significant
impact.
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Table 4.1-1
EXISTING VISUAL CHARACTER AND LAND USES IN THE PROJECT AREA
. General _ S Building Height and .
Location T m————— Existing Lighting Design Landscaping
Few street trees
adjacent to
. Exterior lighting associated commercial land
Commercial and . . _
. . . . with the commercial I uses; tees,
Project Site | residential land Onestory buildings
development and street ornamental

uses

lighting

vegetation, and grass
around residential

land uses.
Surrounding Areas
Singlefamily and o '
multi-family Exterlor Ilgh_tlng gssouated Trees oramental
homes, Apostolic | with the residential and One and two-story :
North : o vegetation, and
Assembly of the place of worship land uses, | buildings rass
Faith in Christ and street lighting grass.
Jesus
Few street trees
. . Exterior lighting associated adjacent FO
Single-family . . ; commercial land
with the residential and )
homes and . One and two-story uses; tees,
East . commercial land usesand o
commercial land " buildings ornamental
street lighting .
uses vegetation, and grass
around residential
land uses.
Exterior lighting associated Few street trees
Commercial land . ghting as One to threestory adjacent to
West with the commercial land . .
uses I buildings commercial land
usesand street lighting
uses.
T . Few street trees
. Exterior lighting associated )
Commercial land . - One and two-story adjacent to
South with the commercial land

uses

usesand street lighting

buildings

commercial land
uses.

Source: UltraSystems2019 and Google Earth Pr@2019.
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or restaurants with outdoor eating areas, nurseries, and existing solar collectors. These useg ar
considered sensitive because sunlight is important to function, physical comfort, or commerce. Shade
sensitive uses in the project vicinity are limited tothe residential usesto the north and east ofthe
project site (refer to Table 4.1-1 above).

i AOA

The project would increase shade and shadows, both on and offsite, compared to existing conditions.
However, the portion of the project that would lead to this increase would be the threstory
structure proposed in the southern portion of the site, north of7th street. There are no shade
sensitive uses located adjacent to this portion of the site, that would be affected by the increased
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shade and shadows that would be cast by the proposed building. The shade sensitive residential uses
located to the north and est would be adjacent to theproposed surface parking lotsand bus bays
Therefore, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact regarding shade and
shadow on adjacent residences.

For the reasons listed above, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact on the
visual character or quality of the site ad its surroundings.

d) Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project create
a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact

The project site is located in an urban area, which is characterized by low to medium nighttime
ambient light levels. Street lights, traffic on local streets and exterior lighting in surrounding
developments are the primary sources of light that contribute tahe ambient light levels in the
project area. Lightsensitive uses in the project vicinity are limited toresidential useslocatedto the
north and eastof the project site.

The proposed project would involve installation of lighting on the building exterior and parking lot

lighting necessary for safety and nighttime visibility throughout the project site. The new project

Il ECEOET ¢ xiI O A AA OEOEAI A &£O0ii OEA OOOO1T O1 AET ¢ A
lighting is expected to contribute to amlent nighttime illumination in the project vicinity.

The specifics of the exterior lighting are unknown at this time. However, the proposed project would
be required to comply withthe City of Hanford Zoning Ordinance Section 17.50.140 (City of Hanford
Zoning Outdoor Lighting Standards2017) as follows:

9 Exterior lighting would be located to minimize light trespassing across property boundaries
or skyward

1 All outdoor fixture lighting would utilize a fully shielded fixture and focused to minimize light
trespass and glare.

9 Outdoor lighting fixtures would be turned off after closeof-business unless needed for safety
or security, in which case the lightingvould be activated by motion sensor devices.

1 Lighting for signs and decorative effects for building antéandscapewould be fully shielded
fixtures equipped with automatic timing devices and focused to minimize light glare and light
trespass.

Outdoor lighting fixtures would be installed in accordance wittthe City of Hanford Zoning Ordinance
§17.50.140 to ensure that the light does not illuminate nearby and adjacent properties and
residences.

The proposed project would introduce new outdoor artificial lighting elements, which have the
potential to result in glare if the main beams of propose lighting elements (i.e., the portion of the
lamp with the greatest illuminance) are visible from offsite locations, resulting in excessive,
uncontrolled brightness. However, many of the same design featureescribed abovethat would
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minimize light trespassalso would minimize glare impacts. Glare could be produced from highly
reflective building materials; however, the project would not result in significant glare impacts
becauseit would use building materials identified in the Downtown East Precise Pla which do not
include highly reflective building materials (Zumwalt-Hansen/QuadKnopf, Ing 2013, pg.415).

Adherence tothis ordinance would ensure that new sources of light or glare would not adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area. Therefa, impacts from a new source of substantial light
or glare would be less than significant.
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4.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Less than
Potentially Significant Less than No
Would the project: Significant Impact with Significant |
pa mpact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland ofStatewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the X
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to noragricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or aWilliamson Act X
contract?

¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or
cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code
§12220(g)), timberland (as defined
by Public Resources Codes4£526),
or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by
Government Code $1104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to X
non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their
location or nature, couldresult in

conversion of Farmland, to X
non-agricultural use or conversion of
forest land to nonforest use?

a) Would the project 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?

No Impact

The California Department of Conservation (DOC) established the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring

Program (FMMP) in 1982 o identify critical agricultural lands and track the conversion of these lands

to other uses. The FMMP is a neregulatory program and provides a consistent and impartial

analysis of agricultural land use and land use changes throughout California. The jeat site is

located east of Harris Street, west of Brown Street, north of Eagith Street, and south of the alley

located between9th Street and8th Street in the City of Hanford, CAAs shown inFigure 4.2-1, the

project site and surroundinguses aredd&s C1T AOAA AU OEA &- -8 DAOADABOAAXERR
means that no agricultural use®ccupythe site (California Department of Conservation, 201#. The

proposed project is located within an urbanized area, and all construction activities and
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improvements would occur within the site or the adjacent streets Therefore, no farmland would be
converted to nonagricultural use and no impact would occur.

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson
Act contract?

No Impact

As shown inFigure 4.2-2, according to the 2015/2016 Kings County Williamson Act Contract Land

-APph OEA DPOI EAAO OEOA EP EAAN O& AKIAA AIOCA @ 510AG T A TATT GA
a Williamson Act contract (California Department o€onservation, 201&). Under the City of Hanford

General Plan, the project site and surrounding areare designated as Downtown Mixed Use (MRK).

There are no current 