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Introduction

1 Introduction

This document is an Addendum to the City of San Joaquin Final Program Environmental Impact
Report (EIR — SCH# 2013091069) certified in February 2014. In accordance with Section 15164 of the
CEQA Guidelines, a Lead Agency shall prepare an Addendum to an EIR if some changes or additions
are necessary that will not have significant new impacts or substantially increase previously
identified significant impacts. Specifically, the CEQA Guidelines state:

= The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously certified EIR if
some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162
calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred (Section 15164[a]);

= Anaddendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to the
final EIR or adopted negative declaration (Section 15164[c]);

= The decision-making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or adopted negative
declaration prior to making a decision on the project (Section 15164[d]); and

= A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162
should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency's findings on the project, or
elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence (Section
15164[e]).

This Addendum has been prepared in accordance with relevant provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970 (as amended) and the CEQA Guidelines.

According to Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, an addendum to a previously certified EIR
or Negative Declaration is the appropriate environmental document in instances when “only minor
technical changes or additions are necessary” and when the new information does not involve new
significant environmental effects beyond those identified in the previous EIR.

This Addendum describes the details of the proposed project and compares impacts resulting from
these amendments to those identified in the City of San Joaquin’s Final Program EIR. The analysis
demonstrates that the environmental impacts of the proposed map amendment are within the
scope of the impacts of buildout of the General Plan as identified in the certified EIR.
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Background

2 Background

This section provides an overview of the City of San Joaquin Tentative Tract Map No. 6152 and 6361
(“proposed project”) to subdivide APN(s): 033-040-95S and 033-260-13S, and its EIR to provide
context for this Addendum.

Project Setting

The proposed project is located within the City of San Joaquin on TTM No. 6152, APN: 033-040-95S
(12.2 acres) and TTM No.6361, APN:033-260-13S (7 acres) on approximately 22.3-acres along the
northeastern portion of Arizona Street and Main Street. The parcels are currently undeveloped and
graded in recent years for agricultural purposes.

Surrounding Land Use

The proposed project is surrounded by lands used for agricultural purposes to the north and east,
residential (single-family and multi-family) to the south, and a large recreational field to the west.

Existing General Plan Designation

The project site is designated by the City’s General Plan as Low Density Residential as shown in
Figure 1.

Existing Zoning

The project site is currently zoned as Single-Family Residential (R-1) as shown in Figure 2.

City of San Joaquin General Plan Program EIR

The City certified the Final Program Environmental Impact Report for the City’s General Plan was
adopted in February 2014. The General Plan EIR evaluated potential environmental consequences of
implementation of the Specific Plan. Alternatives and mitigation measures were identified to reduce
or avoid potential adverse environmental effects associated with the implementation of the General
Plan. The EIR assumed that by 2030 the City of San Joaquin could accommodate up to an additional
4,480 housing units, 36 acres for commercial use, 152 acres for industrial use and 57 acres for public
facilities and a population increase to a population of 5,398 residents in 2030.

The General Plan EIR determined that the proposed policies of the General Plan would avoid or
eliminate all potentially significant impacts associated with implementation of the General Plan,
with the exception of significant and unavoidable traffic congestion impacts. Subsequent
discretionary actions that propose changes or potential project-specific impacts not covered in the
2014 EIR would warrant additional project-specific environmental review, as required by CEQA.
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Project Description

3 Project Description

The primary purpose of the proposed project is to adopt two Tentative Subdivision Maps (TSM).
TSM No. 6152 for the future development of a 55-lot subdivision of single-family residential units
and adopt TSM No. 6361 for future development of a 32-lot subdivision of single-family residential
units for a total of 87-lots on 22.3 acres. The proposed lots would be a minimum of 6,000 SF with an
average of 6,548 SF. The site plans for each TSM are shown in Figure 3 and Figure 4.

Other proposed improvements include three new associated internal streets, landscaping, a paved

trail with landscaping on the EIm Avenue right-of-way, and park improvements. See OS zone at top
of the map in Figure 2 and as shown in Figure 3 and Figure 4.

Consistency with San Joaquin General Plan

The proposed project would not propose changes to the existing General Plan and is consistent with
the existing Low Density Residential land use designation.

Consistency with City of San Joaquin Zoning Map

The proposed project would not propose changes to the existing Zoning Map and is consistent with
the existing R-1 (Single-Family Residential District) zone.
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Figure 1 Existing General Plan Land Use Designations
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Project Descripfion

Figure 2 Existing Zoning
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Project Description

Figure 3 Tentative Tract Map No. 6152 Site Plan
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Figure 4 Tentative Tract Map No. 6361 Site Plan
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Environmental Analysis

4 Environmental Analysis

Pursuant to Section 21166 of CEQA and Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines, when an EIR has
been certified for a project, no subsequent EIR shall be prepared for the project unless the lead
agency determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, that one or
more of the following conditions are met:

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

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

= New information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified shows any of
the following:

a) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR.

b) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than identified in
the previous EIR.

c) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but
the project proponent declines to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives.

d) Mitigation measures or alternatives that are considerably different from those analyzed in
the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponent declines to adopt the mitigation measures or
alternatives.

Where none of the conditions specified in Section 15162 are present, the lead agency must
determine whether to prepare an Addendum or whether no further CEQA documentation is
required (CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[b]). An Addendum is appropriate where some minor
technical changes or additions to the previously certified EIR are necessary, but there are no new or
substantially more severe significant impacts (CEQA Guidelines Section 15164).

In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, the City has determined that an Addendum to the Certified
EIR is the appropriate form of environmental review for the proposed project. This examination
includes an analysis of the provisions of Section 21166 of CEQA and Sections 15162 to 15164 of the
CEQA Guidelines and their applicability to the proposed project.

As discussed in the impact analysis below, the proposed project would not introduce new significant
environmental impacts beyond those which have already been identified and characterized in the
2014 General Plan EIR. None of the conditions described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling
for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred or would occur as a result of the proposed
project. This Addendum will be considered by the City of San Joaquin decision-making body in
making a decision on the proposed project.

Addendum to the Genral Plan Environmental Impact Report 1
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Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Project

5 Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Project

This Addendum evaluates potential environmental impacts that could result from the proposed
project, in relation to the analysis in the certified 2014 General Plan EIR for the City of San Joaquin.

Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines provides a checklist of environmental issue areas that are
suggested as the issue areas that should be assessed in CEQA analyses. The 2014 General Plan EIR
addressed in detail 17 of the suggested environmental issue areas. Impacts associated with
agriculture and forestry resources and mineral resources were not discussed in depth as impacts
were determined to be less than significant in the Effects Found Not to be Significant section of the
EIR. In addition, updates to the CEQA Guidelines have resulted in two additional issue areas, Energy
and Wildfire. In order to provide a thorough analysis of potential impacts associated with the
project, this Addendum addresses all 20 environmental issue areas suggested by Appendix G of the
CEQA Guidelines, as listed below.

1. Aesthetics 11. Land Use/Planning

2. Agriculture and Forestry Resources 12. Mineral Resources

3. Air Quality 13. Noise

4. Biological Resources 14. Population/Housing

5. Cultural Resources 15. Public Services

6. Energy 16. Recreation

7. Geology/Soils 17. Transportation

8. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 18. Tribal Cultural Resources
9. Hazards & Hazardous Materials 19. Utilities/Service Systems
10. Hydrology/Water Quality 20. Wildfire

The existing environmental conditions in the City of San Joaquin and its surroundings are
substantially the same under present conditions as described in the 2014 General Plan EIR. Potential
environmental impacts of the proposed project are analyzed below to determine whether impacts
are consistent with the impact analysis provided in the 2014 General Plan EIR, and whether
additional mitigation measures are required to minimize or avoid potential impacts.

2014 General Plan EIR Analysis Summary

As described above, the following impact areas were found in the 2014 General Plan EIR to have less
than significant impacts: aesthetics, biological resources, cultural and tribal resources, geology and
soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, land use and planning, mineral
resources, noise, population and housing, recreation, and utilities and service systems.

The 2014 General Plan EIR determined that impacts to hydrology and water quality, public services,
and transportation and traffic could be reduced to less than significant levels with mitigation. The
2014 General Plan EIR did not discuss the updates to Transportation and Traffic of the CEQA
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Appendix G Checklist, which requires the discussion of Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) from Level of
Service (LOS).

Mitigation required in the 2014 General Plan EIR included:

= Protecting the existing agricultural land to prevent conversion of agricultural lands

= Reducing construction air quality emissions per the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District’s (SJVAPCD) control measures;

= Cooperation with the Fresno County Environmental Health Division to ensure the safe and
proper closure and/or destruction of abandoned wells and individual septic disposal systems

= Assess the need for an additional fire station once the City reaches the buildout population of
24,330 people.

=  Conducting development review in conjunction with the California Public Utilities Commission
to ensure proper safety at existing at-grade crossings and railroad rights-of-way.

Impacts to Agricultural Resources and Air Quality were determined to be significant and
unavoidable in the 2014 General Plan EIR, despite the implementation of required mitigation
measures.

Although the 2014 General Plan EIR did not discuss energy and wildfire as separate resource areas,
energy was discussed in terms of consistency with the 2017 Clean Air Plan, as well as electricity and
natural gas consumption of the project, and in Section 2.5.3 of the prior Draft General Plan EIR.
Energy consumption was discussed as part of the Greenhouse Gas impacts in the 2014 General Plan
EIR. The City’s General Plan policies include; expanding and strengthening the existing exergy
efficiency programs, building and appliance standards; establish targets for transportation related
GHG emissions throughout the region. In conjunction with requirements set by the SIVAPCD, the
2017 Clean Air Plan and the FCOG initiatives to reduce VMT, total energy usage due to the proposed
project would be consistent with 2017 Clean Air Plan and AB 32. Additionally, wildland fires were
addressed as part of the hazards and hazardous materials analysis in Section 2.5.8. The 2014
General Plan EIR determined there would be less than significant impact with no mitigation required
related to wildfires.

Proposed Project

This discussion groups impact topics to provide a concise analysis of similar or related issue areas.

= Aesthetics. The proposed project would subdivide the two existing parcels from undeveloped
vacant land into a total of 87-subdivided lots for future development of single-family residential
units. No land is proposed to be rezoned and would remain zoned as R-1. The proposed project
would increase the existing height and intensify development. However, these improvements
are allowed on the project site in accordance with the General Plan. These future single-family
units would be required to comply with all City height and set-back requirements, including the
minimum and maximum densities within the R-1 zone. Street trees and other landscaping is
being required by the City along with development of the trail and park per City standards to
include amenities to improve their appearance. The project site was analyzed in the 2014
General Plan EIR and planned for future development of single-family residential units. Thus, the
proposed project would not result in a new impact or a substantially more severe impact to
aesthetics.




Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Project

=  Agriculture, Forestry and Mineral Resources. The proposed project would not expand the City
Limits to include any additional agricultural lands, lands under a Williamson act contract,
timberlands, forest lands, mineral resource zones, or mineral resource extraction sites. The
existing approved parcels that would increase population are already designated for future
development in an urban built-up environment. Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in a new impact or a substantially more severe impact to agriculture, forestry or mineral
resources.

= Air Quality, and Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The proposed project would add additional
housing within the R-1 district. This would increase the population within the existing two
parcels, however this increase in population was accounted for in the 2014 General Plan EIR. In
addition, Rincon Consultants, Inc. conducted an Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment in
June 2021 (Appendix A). The Air Quality Assessment found that neither project construction nor
operation would exceed the SJVAPCD threshold for criteria pollutants. Additionally, the project
would incorporate control measures from SJVAPCD Rule 8021 to reduce fugitive PM10 during
construction activities and Rule 4601 to reduce VOCs from architectural coatings. The project
must also company with SJVAPCD Rule 9510, which reduces construction and operational-
related NOx and PM10 emissions from new development. Therefore, project construction and
operation would not conflict with implementation of existing air quality plans. As a result, new
information of substantial importance has not come to light in relation to from what has been
previously analyzed.

Project construction would generate temporary air pollutant emissions associated with fugitive
dust (PM10 and PM2.5) and exhaust emissions from heavy construction equipment and
construction vehicles in addition to ROG emissions that would be released during the drying
phase of architectural coating. Therefore, project construction would not result in a
cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard. Mitigation
proposed in the 2014 General Plan EIR to reduce potential impacts from air quality emissions
would still apply to future development in the City of San Joaquin. The proposed project would
not result in a new significant impact or substantially increase the severity of the impact
compared to the approved project. Impacts would remain less than significant with mitigation.

Project operation would generate criteria air pollutant emissions associated with area sources
(e.g., fireplaces, architectural coatings, consumer products, and landscaping equipment), energy
sources (i.e., use of natural gas for space and water heating and cooking), and mobile sources
(i.e., vehicle trips to and from the project site). Mitigation proposed in the 2014 General Plan EIR
to reduce potential impacts from air quality emissions would still apply to future development
in the City of San Joaquin. Therefore, project operation would not result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is in non-
attainment, and impacts would remain less than significant.

The General Plan Draft EIR did not previously analyze the project construction- or operational-
related TAC emissions or CO concentration. Impacts from TAC and CO are discussed below. The
closest existing sensitive receptors to the proposed project are single-family residences located
immediately southwest of the project site. In addition, San Joaquin Elementary School is located
approximately 870 feet southwest of the project site. The project also includes the siting of new
sensitive receptors.

Per the Transportation and Circulation Element in the City of San Joaquin’s General Plan Draft
EIR, the arterials and collectors in the City operate at LOS A, B, and occasionally C. There is no
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major traffic congestion and the project would generate approximately 821 daily trips. Given
the low congestion of existing traffic and the project size, these new trips would not reduce the
LOS of the roadways in the City to LOS E or F. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose
sensitive receptors to substantial CO concentrations. As a result, new information of substantial
importance, which was not known and could not have been known at the time the previous
CEQA documents were prepared, has not come to light in relation to local mobile source CO
concentration emissions from what has been previously analyzed.

The proposed project would not increase the Construction TAC emissions impacts compared to
the original approved General Plan Draft EIR nor expose nearby sensitive receptors to new or
significantly more severe TAC emissions. The duration of proposed construction activities (i.e.,
21 months) is approximately three percent of the total exposure period used for 70-year health
risk calculations. Current models and methodologies for conducting health-risk assessments are
associated with longer-term exposure periods of 9, 30, and 70 years, which do not correlate well
with the temporary and highly variable nature of construction activities, resulting in difficulties
in producing accurate estimates of health risk (Bay Area Air Quality Management District
[BAAQMD] 2017).

The project would not site new sources of permitted or non-permitted air toxics (e.g. mobile
and stationary sources), such as a diesel emergency generator or a gasoline dispensing facility.
There are no freeways, high-traffic roads, distribution centers, rail yards, ports, or refineries
within 1,000 feet of the site. The project is also not located within the buffer distances for dry
cleaners or gasoline dispensing facilities. Because the project would not include substantial TAC
sources and is consistent with CARB and SJVAPCD guidelines, it would not result in the exposure
of off-site sensitive receptors to significant amounts of carcinogenic or toxic air contaminants.
Consequently, the proposed project would not cause new impacts, or previously identified
impacts, to become more severe than previously analyzed with regards to TAC emissions. As a
result, new information of substantial importance has not come to light in relation TAC
emissions from what has been previously analyzed.

The General Plan Draft EIR identified impacts related to odorous emissions as less than
significant. The proposed project would involve the construction and operation of single-family
residences, a bike trail, and a park. With respect to operation, the SJIVAPCD’s GAMAQI| identifies
land uses associated with odor complaints. Common land uses associated with odors include
wastewater treatment facilities, sanitary landfills, food processing facilities, and feed lot/dairy
facilities. Residential land uses are not listed in the guidance. The project would not introduce
new sources of odorous emissions from what has already been anticipated for the project site
because residential land uses do not produce odors that could affect sensitive off-site land uses
site. Therefore, the proposed project would not generate other emissions (such as those leading
to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people, and impacts would not result in
any new or significantly impacts previously analyzed in the General Plan Draft EIR.

Construction of the proposed project would generate temporary GHG emissions primarily as a
result of operation of construction equipment on-site as well as from vehicles transporting
construction workers to and from the project site and heavy trucks to transport building
materials and soil export. The SJIVAPCVD does not have guidance to address construction-
related GHG emissions. Therefore, recommendations from the South Coast Air Quality
Management District’s (SCAQMD) were used. GHG emissions from construction of the proposed
project were amortized over a 30-year period and added to annual operational emissions to
determine the project’s total annual GHG emissions (SCAQMD 2008). Amortized over a 30-year
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period per SCAQMD guidance, construction of the proposed project would generate an
estimated 31 MT of CO.e per year. Operation of the proposed project would generate GHG
emissions associated with area sources (e.g., fireplaces, landscape maintenance), energy and
water usage, vehicle trips, and wastewater and solid waste generation. annual operational
emissions generated by the proposed project combined with amortized construction emissions
would total approximately 1,217 MT of CO.e per year.

Pursuant to the SB 32 goal, the 2017 Scoping Plan was created to outline goals and measures for
the state to achieve the reductions. The 2017 Scoping Plan’s strategies that are applicable to the
proposed project include reducing fossil fuel use, energy demand, and vehicle miles traveled
(VMT); maximizing recycling and diversion from landfills; and increasing water conservation. The
project would be consistent with these goals through project design, which includes complying
with the latest Title 24 Green Building Code and Building Efficiency Energy Standards.
Additionally, in accordance with Section 150.1(b)14 of the 2019 Building Energy Efficiency
Standards, all new residential uses under three stories must install photovoltaic (PV) solar
panels that generate an amount of electricity equal to expected electricity usage. Therefore, it
was assumed that the project’s electricity usage would be supplied by on-site PV solar panels. A
PV system of 133 kilowatts (kW) was estimated.

The project also would be served by Pacific Gas and Electric, which is required to increase its
renewable energy procurement in accordance with SB 100 targets. SB 100 supports the
reduction of GHG emissions from the electricity sector by accelerating the state’s Renewables
Portfolio Standard Program. It requires electricity providers to increase procurement from
eligible renewable energy resources to 33 percent of total retail sales by 2020, 60 percent by
2030, and 100 percent by 2045. Furthermore, the project would be located within walking and
biking distance of several commercial and recreational destinations, which would reduce future
residents” VMT and associated fossil fuel usage. The project also proposes to construct a bike
trail for improved multi-modal transportation. Therefore, the project would be consistent with
the 2017 Scoping Plan. The proposed project would not result in new or increased impacts
related to GHG emissions and global climate change.

Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a new impact or in a substantially more
severe impact to air quality and greenhouse gas emissions, as the increase in development were
assumptions that were accounted for in the General Plan Land Use Element. Mitigation in the
2014 General Plan EIR to reduce potential impacts from air quality emissions would still apply.

= Biological, Cultural, Paleontological, and Tribal Cultural Resources. The proposed project
would not result in greater ground disturbance, habitat modifications, or other alterations
within the project site that would increase or otherwise modify potential impacts to biological,
cultural, paleontological, or tribal cultural resources from those identified in the 2014 EIR. Two
technical reports were conducted for the project, a Biological Resources Technical
Memorandum by Rincon Consultants, Inc. on July 14, 2021. The other technical report was a
Cultural Resources Assessment by Rincon Consultants, Inc. on July 14, 2021. The Biological
Memo concluded that the existing conditions of the site are highly disturbed and isolated as a
result of agricultural activities as well as surrounding residential and agricultural development.
The site lacks natural vegetation communities and suitable habitat for special status species.
The absence of a prey base precludes the site a valuable foraging habitat for raptors. The site’s
small size and developed surroundings reduce the potential for special status wildlife to inhabit
the site, and no special status species would be expected to occur on the site except incidentally
during dispersal. However, considering the project site occurs in the core of high-density
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agriculture and rural development, incidental encounters are unlikely. As such, the project site
provides no value as habitat for special status species (Appendix B). The cultural assessment
concluded that the background research and pedestrian field survey did not identify any cultural
resources within the project site. Given the negative results of this study, the project site is
considered to have low archaeological sensitivity. However, it is possible that unanticipated
archaeological deposits and/or human remains could be encountered and damaged during the
ground-disturbing activities associated with construction (such as grading and excavation),
especially if those activities occur in less-disturbed buried sediments (Appendix C). Compliance
with existing regulations regarding the discovery of human remains would reduce the impact to
less than significant. Mitigation in the 2014 EIR to reduce potential impacts to these resource
areas would still apply to future development on the project site to reduce those potential
impact to a less than significant level. Thus, the proposed project would not result in a new
impact or a substantially more severe impact to these resources.

= Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality and
Utilities. The City is not located within or near a known active fault and is risk of liquefaction is
considered low (San Joaquin 2014). There are no known active hazardous waste or substance
sites in the City that are identified by the California Department of Toxic Substances Control
(San Joaquin 2014). The project would subdivide a vacant parcel into 87-subdivided lots for
future use as single-family units in the northeastern portion of the City. This is not within the
areas (Manning Avenue and Colorado Avenue) identified to have high nitrate levels in the
drinking water or near any of the City’s underground petroleum storage tanks. A Water Capacity
Assessment was conducted by Alfonso Manrique, PE for the proposed project (Appendix D).
Based on the analysis presented in the report, the City of San Joaquin has approximately 995
gpm (2,100 — 1,105 gpm) or 1.59 MG of maximum daily demand spare capacity to supply future
development and approximately 2,442 gpm (4,100- 1,658) of PHD capacity. From this analysis
we find that the city’s existing wells can supply the maximum day demand of 1,198 additional
households with the existing water supply sources, with the highest capacity source offline.
Beyond 1,198 new household, the City will need an additional water supply well to meet
maximum day demand. The proposed project would not create more than 1,198 households.
Thus, impacts to water supply sources would remain less than significant.

The current Waste Discharge Requirements limit the monthly discharge to 0.5 mgd (500,000
gpd). The average maximum day flow to the Waste Water Treatment Facility (WWTF) for 2019
and 2020 is 299,369 gallons per day. Using the ACS population data for San Joaquin, the
calculated sewer flow per capita per day is 74 gallons per capita per day. The City of San Joaquin
WWTF has approximately 200,631 gpd (500,000 gpd- 299,369 gpd) of average monthly flow in
spare hydraulic capacity to support future development. Using 74 gallons per capita per day
sewer flow and an average household size of 3.6, the sewer flow per household is calculated to
be 266 gallons per day. Assuming each single-family household as one Equivalent Dwelling Unit
(EDU), the City WWTF can support an additional 754 EDUs without any upgrades to increase
hydraulic capacity. Thus, impacts to the existing sewer capacity and WWTF would remain less
than significant.

As described above, the proposed project would not result in greater ground disturbance or
alter the boundaries of the City Limits considered in the 2014 General Plan EIR. A geotechnical
report, a Phase | ESA and water capacity assessment are required with the preparation of design
layouts and grading plans for new developments within the City. Prior to receiving building
permits, the project Applicant would be required to comply with the mitigation measures of




Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Project

these technical studies before construction. Therefore, potential impacts to geology and soils,
hazards and hazardous materials, and hydrology and water quality identified in those studies
would have to be addressed by the project proponent per City requirements and therefore
would remain consistent with those impacts described in the 2014 General Plan EIR and the
proposed project would not result in a new impact or a substantially more severe impact to
these resources.

= Land Use and Planning. The proposed project would subdivide two existing vacant parcels into
87-subdivided lots for future use as single-family units. The property is designated as Low
Density Residential and zoned R-1; this is consistent with the City’s General Plan Land Use
Element goals, objectives, policies, and zoning map. Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in a new or substantially more severe land use impact.

= Noise. The proposed project would not increase the allowable density or intensity of
development in the City Limits. The General Plan EIR accounted for development in the areas of
the City where the proposed project is located in the General Plan Land Use Element.
Temporary noise during the construction phase of the proposed project would exceed local
thresholds if the noise exceeds the FTA 8-hour residential daytime noise level threshold of 80
dBA. Rincon Consultants, Inc. conducted a Noise Assessment for the proposed project in June
2021 (Appendix E). The Noise Assessment concluded construction noise would not exceed the
FTA’s daytime residential construction noise threshold of 80 dBA Leq at nearby residential
properties. During the operational phase, the project would introduce sources of operational
noise to the site, including mechanical equipment (HVAC units). Noise levels would not exceed
the residential noise limit of 50 dBA Leq. The vehicle trips associated with the project would
increase roadway noise levels by 3 dBA, this would not harm sensitive receptors near the
proposed project. Operation of the project would not include any substantial vibration sources.
Groundborne vibration from construction activities would not exceed the distinctly perceptible
vibration limit at adjacent property lines. The closest public airport to the project is the William
Robert Johnson Municipal Airport, located approximately 14 miles northwest of the project site.
At this distance, noise from the airport would not impact construction workers or residents of
the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the General Plan’s
Noise Element and would not result in new or substantially more severe noise impacts.
Mitigation in the 2014 General Plan EIR to reduce potential impacts from noise would still apply
to future development in the City Limits.

= Population and Housing, Public Services, Recreation and Transportation. The proposed project
would not increase the allowable density or intensity of development in the City Limits
consistent with the General Plan Land Use Element goals and policies. The 2014 General Plan
EIR anticipated this increase in population and housing, demand for public services, demand for
recreational facilities, trip generation and demand for transportation facilities. According to the
Noise Assessment, the proposed project would increase trips in the City by 822 trips on
Colorado Road and Manning Avenue would result in a percentage increase in traffic of 7 percent
and 15 percent, respectively. The Fresno Council of Governments (FCOG) VMT Screening Tool,
identifies the project to be in within a Medium traffic analysis zone (TAZ) threshold for
residential VMT per capita which is within FCOG’s VMT threshold for City /Unincorporated areas
and Low (less than 13%) and Low for Fresno County (FCOG 2021).As well, FCOG’s SB 743 VMT
calculation tool, shows the project VMT would result in 10.3 VMT per capita, which is below the
city’s significance threshold of 14.2 VMT per capita (Appendix F). The proposed project would
increase the number of houses within the City, which would increase the population. However,
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these changes are in compliance with land use and population projections made in the 2014
General Plan EIR. In addition, the increase in housing would allow for reduced average per
capita VMT as employees would be able to live and work within the City, closer to jobs and
other destinations. Impacts related to VMT would be less than significant. The 2014 General
Plan EIR found potentially significant impacts to Fire Services once the City’s population reached
full buildout at 24,330 people. The proposed project would not result in a substantial increase to
existing population estimates. Thus, the proposed project would not result in new or
substantially more severe impacts to these resources. Mitigation in the 2014 General Plan EIR to
reduce potential impacts from public services, and traffic impacts would still apply to this
project.

Energy. As discussed above, the proposed project would not increase the allowable density or
intensity of development in the City Limits consistent with the General Plan Land Use Element
goals and policies. The project would not substantially increase energy use beyond those
discussed in the General Plan as the General Plan EIR accounted for this increase in population.
Therefore, the proposed project would not result in new or substantially more severe impacts to
energy resources.

Wildfire. The City Limits would not be altered or expanded by the proposed project and the
project would not include or increase areas susceptible to wildfire. Therefore, the proposed
project would have no impact in terms of wildfire risk.

Mitigation Measures

As described above, it has been determined that the proposed project is consistent with the analysis
of the 2014 General Plan EIR and would not result in new or substantially more severe impacts
beyond those identified in the 2014 General Plan EIR. Mitigation measures identified in the 2014
General Plan EIR would remain applicable to future development projects in the City Limits.
Additionally, the proposed project is consistent with the findings and conclusions of the 2014
General Plan EIR regarding mandatory findings of significance.




Conclusion

6 Conclusion

As discussed in the preceding section, there are no new or substantially more severe impacts
associated with the proposed project than those identified and mitigated for in the 2014 General
Plan EIR. A subsequent Initial Study or EIR is not necessary because no new impacts or impacts of
substantially greater severity than previously described would occur as a result of the proposed
project. Therefore, the following determinations have been made:

= No further evaluation of environmental impacts is required for the proposed project;
= No Subsequent EIR is necessary per CEQA Guidelines Section 15162; and

= This Addendum is the appropriate level of environmental analysis and documentation for the
proposed project in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15164.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164(c), this Addendum will be included in the public record

for the 2014 EIR. Documents related to this Addendum will be available at City of San Joaquin 21900

Colorado Avenue, San Joaquin, California 93660, and online at https://www.cityofsanjoaquin.org/
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Appendix

Appendices are attached separately.
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