C

SALERSTES® NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The City of Bakersfield Development Services Department has completed an initial study (attached) of the
possible environmental effects of the following-described project and has determined that a Negative
Declaration is appropriate. It has been found that the proposed project, as described and proposed to be
mitigated (if required), will not have a significant effect on the environment. This determination has been
made according to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the State CEQA Guidelines, and the
City of Bakersfield’s CEQA Implementation Procedures.

PROJECT NO. (or Title): Site Plan Review 20-0102

COMMENT PERIOD BEGINS: December 4, 2020

COMMENT PERIOD ENDS: January 5, 2020

MITIGATION MEASURES (included in the proposed project to avoid potentially significant effects, if required):
Cultural Resources Impact Mitigation Measures:

1. Prior to construction and as needed throughout the construction period, a construction worker cultural
awareness training program shall be provided to all new construction workers within one week of
employment at the project site. The training shall be prepared and conducted by a qualified cultural
resources specialist.

2. During construction, if buried paleontological or cultural resources are encountered during construction
or ground disturbance activities, all work within 50 feet of the find shall immediately cease and the area
cordoned off until a qualified cultural and/or paleontological resource specialist that meets the
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards can evaluate the find and make
recommendations. If the specialist determines that the discovery represents a potentially significant
resource, additional investigations may be required. These additional studies may include avoidance,
testing, and excavation. All reports, correspondence, and determinations regarding the discovery shall
be submitted to the California Historical Resources Information System’s Southern San Joaquin Valley
Information Center at California State University Bakersfield.

3. During construction, if human remains are discovered, further ground disturbance shall be prohibited
pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. The specific protocol, guidelines, and
channels of communication outlined by the Native American Heritage Commission, in accordance with
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, Public Resources Code 5097.97, and Senate Bill 447 shall be
followed. In the event of the discovery of human remains, at the direction of the county coroner, Health
and Safety Code Section 7050.5(C) shall guide Native American consultation.

Please see Appendix A for Site Plan Conditions of Approval.
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INITIAL STUDY
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

1. ProjectTitle: Site Plan Review No. 20-0102

2. Lead Agency (name and address): City of Bakersfield
Development Services Department
1715 Chester Avenue
Bakersfield, California 93301

3. Contact Person
and Phone Number: Wayne Lawson
(661) 326-3976 (desk) or 326-3733 (receptionist)

4. Project Location: 5512 Knudsen Drive (APNs 365-020-28 and -30)

5. Project Sponsor’s Name
and Address: SASD Development Group, LLC
Attn: Steven Doctor
4895 Pacific Hwy
San Diego, CA 92110

6. General Plan Designation: M-2 (General Manufacturing)
7. Zoning: Sl (Service Industrial)

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

The SASD Development Group, LLC (property owner), is proposing a Site Plan Review (SPR) to
develop a 39,648 square foot medial outpatient facility to serve as a Department of Veterans Affairs
(VA) Community-Based Outpatient Clinic, with associated parking, on approximately 9 acres. The
project site is located at 5512 Knudsen Drive, which is generally on the east side of Knudsen Drive
and approximately 240 feet south of Olive Drive. The project would also include street
improvements for the street frontages on the east (Landco Drive), south (Street ‘A’), and west
(Knudsen Drive).

The project proposes an outpatient clinic that would provide basic clinical services from 7:00 am to
5:00 pm, Monday through Friday. The proposed clinic would include a one-story facility that would
provide primary and specialty care to include subspecialty clinics, audiology, physical and
occupational therapy, and ancillary and diagnostic services.

Access to the project site is proposed via three ingress/egress points at Knudsen Drive, Street ‘A’,
and Landco Drive (future Valor Drive). In addition, there is an existing sump in the vicinity of Street
“A” would be removed and replaced by four bio-retention basins distributed throughout the project
site.
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9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting (Briefly describe the project’s surroundings.):

The project site consists of two undeveloped parcels of land. The nearest residential properties are
located over 1,000 feet to the east. Surrounding City and County areas are zoned and partially
developed with public and private uses found in commercial and industrial zones. To the north are
existing retail buildings along Olive Drive. To the east are the Beardsley Canal and several large,
undeveloped lots within unincorporated Kern County. To the south is vacant land and a partially
developed, multi-tenant complex that includes a furniture store and a mini storage facility. Along
the west side of Knudsen Drive are businesses that front on Olive Drive, a carwash, facilities for the
Kern County Fire Department, an elementary school, and a nursing facility.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is anticipated to be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement):

e Kern County Public Works---Street improvements

e San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District—Indirect Source Rule compliance

State Water Resources Control Board—National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System General
Permit

o City of Bakersfield—Water, Sewer, Street Improvement, and Encroachment Permits
o City of Bakersfield—Grading permits

o City of Bakersfield—Building permits

o City of Bakersfield—Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan compliance
o City of Bakersfield—Site Plan Review

o City of Bakersfield—Regional Transportation Impact Fee Program compliance
Appendices:

Appendix A: Site Plan Review Conditions of Approval
Appendix B: Site Plans
Appendix C: Maps
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

As indicated by the checklist on the following pages, the project would result in potentially significant impacts with
respect to the environmental factors checked below (Impacts reduced to a less than significant level through the
incorporation of mitigation are not considered potentially significant.):

] Aesthetics [ Agriculture/Forestry Resources [ Air Quality

[ Biological Resources L] Cultural Resources U Energy

[ Geology/Soils [J Greenhouse Gas Emissions H Ha_zards and Hazardous
Materials

[ Hydrology/Water Quality ] Land Use/Planning L] Mineral Resources

[ Noise [ Population/Housing [ Public Services

[ Recreation [ Transportation [ Tribal Cultural Resources

L] utilities/Service Systems L] wildfire L1 Mandatory Findings of

Significance

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

l
|

| find that the proposed project could not have a significant effect on the environment, and a
negative declaration will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there wiill
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed
to by the project proponent. A mitigated neqgative declaration will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment, and an
environmental impact report is required.

| find that the proposed project may have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant
unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect has been (1) adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on the attached sheets. An
environmental impact report is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be

addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects have been (1) analyzed adequately in an earlier environmental
impact report or negative declaration pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) avoided or

mitigated pursuant to that earlier environmental impact report or neqgative declaration, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is

required.
W
12/02/2020

Signature Date

Kassandra Gale, Principal Planner

Printed name
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1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

)

8)

9)

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

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

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

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

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

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this
case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

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

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

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

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

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental
effects in whatever format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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Environmental Issue

I. AESTHETICS: Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:

a)
b)

c)

d)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcrops, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

In nonurbanized areas, 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 projectis in an urbanized
area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality?

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

II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES:

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether
impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and
Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

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 nonagricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Wiliamson Act contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 12220(Q)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code Section 51104(g))?

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?

1. AIR QUALITY:

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

a)
b)

c)
d)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

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?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?
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Environmental Issue

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

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

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

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as
a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a)
b)

c)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to 815064.5?

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to §15064.5?

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

VI. ENERGY: Would the project:

a)

b)

Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation?
Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project;

a)

b)

c)

d)

Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map, issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.

Strong seismic ground shaking?
Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
Landslides?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

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

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?
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Environmental Issue

e)

f)

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

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

VIll. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:

a)

b)

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

9

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

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

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code §65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in
the project area?

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires?

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

XI. LAND

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would:

Result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or offsite?

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

Impede or redirect flood flows?

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a)

Physically divide an established community?
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Environmental Issue

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

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

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on alocal general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

XIIl. NOISE: Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels
in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

XI1V. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project;

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES:

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

i. Fire protection?
ii. Police protection?

i. Schools?

v. Parks?

v. Other public facilities?

XVI. RECREATION:

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

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?

XVII. TRANSPORTATION: Would the project:

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
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Environmental Issue

b)

c)

d)

Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

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

Result in inadequate emergency access?

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES:

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code § 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

a)

b)

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?
A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resources Code § 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resource Code 8§ 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of
the resource to a California Native American tribe?

XVIV. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

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

Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?

Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

XX. WILDFIRES: If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire
hazard severity zones, would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads,
fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?

Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes?
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Environmental Issue

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

a)

b)

c)

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish
or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects.)

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
AESTHETICS

Less-than-significant impact. The existing visual environment in the area adjacent to the
project is predominantly existing residential land uses. The project does not conflict with
any applicable vista protection standards, scenic resource protection requirements or
design criteria of federal, state, or local agencies, and the project is consistent with the
Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan (MBGP) designations and zone districts per the
Zoning Ordinance for the project area. The project site is located within an area having
slopes from 0 to 5%. The area is not regarded or desighated within the Metropolitan
Bakersfield General Plan as visually important or “scenic.” The construction of a medical
outpatient clinic at the site would be in character and compatible with other existing
commercial and public facility uses in the vicinity of the site and is a natural extension of
the urban growth occurring in the project area. Therefore, the project would not have a
substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.

No impact. Based on a field visit, it was determined that no trees, rock outcrops, buildings
(historic or otherwise), or other physical resources are apparent on the vacant property
and partially developed vicinity. State Highway 99 to the east and its abutting Olive
Drive southbound on-ramp are not subject to state or local scenic view shed protections.
Therefore, the project is not located adjacent to or near any officially designated or
potentially eligible scenic highways to be listed on the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) State Scenic Highway System (Caltrans 2019). No impact.

No impact. The site and surrounding area are located within an urbanized area.
Therefore, the project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings in a nonurbanized area. The
proposed urban land use is contiguous with existing public facilities, commercial, and
industrial land uses that are allowed by City and County land use regulations. The project
and future City development are required to conform to City zoning provisions which
apply a range of site design criteria to new buildings, tenant improvements, and site
alterations involving office and medical buildings; require the screening of on-site views
into the private side and rear yards of residential uses in the vicinity; and require public
and private street frontage trees and groundcover plantings. Therefore, the project
would not conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.
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Less-than-significant impact. This project involves incremental urban growth within the
City of Bakersfield’s jurisdiction. This project would have to comply with City development
standards, including Title 17 (zoning ordinance), Title 15 (buildings and construction), as
well as California Code of Regulations Title 24 (building code). Together, these local and
state requirements oblige project compliance with current lighting standards that
minimize unwanted light or glare to spill over into neighboring properties. Therefore, the
project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES

No impact. The project site is identified as Other Land by the California Important
Farmland Finder (DOC 2020). The site is not being farmed or grazed, and the site is
bordered by major streets and urban development. The biological evaluation indicates
the site is fallow and vacant (McCormick 2020). The project does not convert 100 acres
or more of the farmlands designated Prime, Unique, or of Statewide Importance to
nonagricultural uses. Therefore, the project would not significantly convert Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) to non-
agricultural use.

No impact. The project site is currently zoned M-2 (General Manufacturing) and is not
under a Wiliamson Act contract. Therefore, the project would not conflict with existing
zoning for agricultural use or a Wiliamson Act contract.

No impact. As discussed in Il.b, the project site is zoned M-2. There are no forested lands
located on the site or in the surrounding area. Therefore, the project would not conflict
with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of forest land or timberland, or timberland
zoned Timberland Production.

No impact. Please refer to response Il.c. The project would not result in the loss of
forestland or conversion of forest land to non-forest.

No impact. Please refer to responses ll.a through Il.d. This project is in an area designated
for urban development by the MBGP and the Zoning Ordinance. The project site is also
completely surrounded by existing and developing residential land uses. Therefore, the
project would not involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use.

AIR QUALITY

Less-than-significant impact. The project is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) jurisdiction, in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin
(SJVAB). The SIVAB is classified by the state as being in severe nonattainment for the
state 1-hour ozone standard as well as in nonattainment for the state particulate matter
less than 10 microns (PM10) and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns (PM2.5). The
SJVAB is also classified as in extreme nonattainment for the federal 8-hour ozone
standard, nonattainment for the federal PM2.5 standard, and attainment/maintenance
for the federal carbon monoxide (CO) and PM10 standards.
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Emission sources resulting from the project would include ground disturbance and other
construction-related work as well as operational emissions typical of a medical clinic
(e.g., predominantly emissions from autos and trucks).

The SIVAPCD encourages local jurisdictions to design all developments in ways that
reduce air pollution from vehicles, which is the largest single category of air pollution in
the San Joaquin Valley. The Guide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts
(GAMAQI) (SIVAPCD 2015) lists various land uses and design strategies that reduce air
quality impacts of new development. Local ordinance and general plan requirements
related to landscaping, sidewalks, street improvements, level of traffic service, energy
efficient heating and cooling building code requirements are consistent with these listed
strategies. Regulation and policy that will result in the compliance with air quality
strategies for new residential and commercial developments include, but are not limited
to, Title 24 efficiency standards, Title 20 appliance energy efficiency standards, 2005
building energy efficiency standards, Assembly Bill (AB) 1493 motor vehicle standards,
and compliance with the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Air Quality Conservation
Element as well as the SJIVAPCD air quality guidelines and rules.

As shown in the following table, the SIVAPCD has established specific criteria pollutants
thresholds of significance for the operation of specific projects.

SJVAPCD Significance Thresholds for Criteria Pollutants

Air Pollutant Tons/Year
CO 100
Reactive Organic Gas (ROG) 10
Nitrogen Oxides (NOX) 10
Sulfur Oxides (SOX) 27
PM10 15
PM2.5 15

Source: Trinity 2020

Construction of the project would result in air pollutant emissions. Emissions from
construction would result from fuel combustion and exhaust from equipment as well as
vehicle traffic, grading, and the use of toxic materials (e.g., lubricants). The following
table provides estimated construction emissions because of the project.

Construction Emissions
. Pollutant (tons/year)

Construction Year ROG NOx co SOx | PM10 | PM25
Year 2020 Emissions 0.10 0.97 0.60 0.001 0.16 0.10
Year 2021 Emissions 0.28 2.56 2.36 0.005 0.19 0.14
Year 2022 Emissions 0.37 1.33 1.40 0.003 0.10 0.07
Max Annual Emissions 0.37 2.56 2.36 0.005 0.19 0.14
SJVAPCD Emissions Thresholds 10 10 100 27 15 15
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Trinity 2020 (Table 5-1)

As shown in the above table, construction emissions are not predicted to exceed
SJVAPCD significance thresholds levels.
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Project operations would also result in air pollutant emissions. Vehicle trips to and from the
development would be the primary source of operational emissions. The following table
provides estimated operational emissions because of the project.

Operational Emissions

Emissions Source Pollutant (tons/year)

ROG | Nox | co | sox | pm10 | PM25
Unmitigated
Operational Emissions 0.45 0.63 2.64 0.009 0.81 0.22
SIVAPCD Threshold 10 10 100 27 15 15
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No
Mitigated
Operational Emissions 0.44 0.60 2.51 0.008 0.75 0.21
SIJVAPCD Threshold 10 10 100 27 15 15
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Source: Trinity 2020

As shown in the above table, unmitigated and mitigated operational emissions are also
not predicted to exceed SIVAPCD significance thresholds levels.

Specific to this project, the Small Project Analysis Level (SPAL) Assessment (Trinity
Consultants 2020) outlines a number of recommended measures to ensure that the
project complies with the air quality plan. The Site Plan Review will include a standard
condition of approval (Condition B.12) requiring that the developer meet all regulations
of the SJVAPCD concerning dust suppression during construction of the project.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

b. Less-than-significant impact. Under GAMAQ)I, any project that would have individually
significant air quality impacts would also be considered to have significant cumulative air
quality impacts. Impacts of local pollutants are cumulatively significant when the
combined emissions from the project and other planned projects exceed air quality
standards. The following table shows the project’s contribution to cumulative emissions
calculated for both Kern County and the greater SJVAB.

Cumulative Emissions
Emissions Pollutants (tons/year)
Inventory ROG NOX (o{0) SOX PM10 PM2.5
Kern County - 36,026 26,426 58,108 949 16,097 4,964
20121
SJVAB - 20121 218,964 | 119,282 490,998 4,526 117,567 | 40,150
Project 0.44 0.60 251 0.008 0.75 0.21
Project % of Kern 0.000012 0.002 0.0043 0.0008 0.0046 0.004
Project % of SJVAB 0.0002 0.0005 0.00051 0.00018 0.0006 0.0005
1L atest inventory available as of May 2018.

As shown in the above table, the project does not pose a significant increase to
estimated cumulative emissions for criteria pollutants in nonattainment within Kern
County and the greater SJVAB. The project’s regional contribution to cumulative impacts
would be negligible (well less than 1% for all pollutants under consideration) and
therefore, the project’s contribution is not cumulatively considerable.
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Additionally, the GAMAQI, citing California. Code of Regulations (CCR)
Section15064(h)(3), states on page 66 that “[a] Lead Agency may determine that a
project’s incremental contribution to a cumulative effect is not cumulatively
considerable if the project will comply with the requirements in a previously approved
plan or mitigation program, including, but not limited to an air quality attainment or
maintenance plan that provides specific requirements that will avoid or substantially
lessen the cumulative problem within the geographic area in which the project is
located” (SJVAPCD 2015).

The City’s Site Plan Review standard conditions of approval and State law require
compliance with air quality control measures and rules required by the SIVAPCD, which
include, but are not limited to, SIVAPCD Rule 2010 (Permits Required), SIVAPCD Rule
2201 (New and Modified Stationary Source Review Rule), SIVAPCD Rule 4102 (Nuisance),
and SIVAPCD Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Rule), each of which is discussed below.

SJVAPCD Rule 2010 requires any person constructing, altering, replacing or operating
any source operation which emits, may emit, or may reduce emissions to obtain an
Authority to Construct or a Permit to Operate from the SJVAPCD Air Pollution Control
Officer (APCO). The project will comply with this rule by obtaining authorization from
APCO prior to commencing construction on the project.

SIVAPCD Rule 2201 requires review and offset of stationary sources of air pollution and
no net increase in emissions above specified thresholds from new and modified
stationary sources of all nonattainment pollutants and their precursors. This is achieved
through the use of mechanisms as approved by the SJVAPCD, such as emission trade-
offs by which a permit to construct or operate any source pollution is granted. The
project will comply with this rule by demonstrating compliance when obtaining
authorization from APCO under Rule 2010. For example, compliance with Rule 2201 may
include using Best Available Control Technology and providing emission offsets.

SIJVAPCD Rule 4102 protects the health and safety of the public by prohibiting discharge
from any source whatsoever of air contaminants that cause injury, detriment, nuisance,
or other annoyance to any considerable number of people. The project will comply with
this rule by not discharging air contaminants or other materials, which cause injury,
detriment, nuisance, or other annoyance to any considerable number of people.

SIVAPCD Rule 9510 requires the reduction of emissions of nitrogen oxides (NOX) and
particulate matter smaller than ten microns in aerodynamic diameter (PM10) associated
with construction and operational activities of development projects occurring within the
San Joaquin Valley. Rule 9510 applies to new development projects that would equal or
exceed specific size limits called applicability thresholds (e.g., developing more than
2,000 square feet of commercial space, 25,000 square feet of light industrial space,
10,000 square feet of heavy industrial space, or 50 residential units). The project is subject
to SJVAPCD Rule 9510 because it exceeds the applicability threshold. Accordingly, the
project must reduce a portion of the emissions occurring during construction and
operational phases through on-site measures, or pay off-site mitigation fees. The
objective of this rule is to reduce construction NOX and PM10 emissions by 20% and 45%,
respectively, as well as to reduce operational NOX and PM10 emissions by 33.3% and
50%, respectively, when compared to unmitigated projects. The SJVAPCD uses
CalEEMod (California Emission Estimator Model) to estimate emissions of NOX and PM10
for potential land uses. Examples of measures that may be implemented to reduce
emissions pursuant to this rule include, but are not limited to, incorporating energy
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efficiency beyond Title 24 requirements, providing bicycle lanes throughout a project,
using cleaner fleet construction vehicles, providing employee incentives for using
alternative transportation, and building in proximity to existing or planned bus stops.
When a development project cannot reduce its NOX and PM10 emissions to the level
required by Rule 9510, then the difference must be mitigated through the payment of an
offsite emissions reduction fee. One hundred percent (100%) of all off-site mitigation fees
are used by the SJVAPCD to fund emission reduction projects through its Incentives
Programs, achieving emission reductions on behalf of the project.

Due to the fact that 1) the air quality modeling indicates that the project’s regional
contribution to cumulative impacts would be negligible and 2) the project is required by
State law and the standard conditions of approval to comply with the requirements of
the SJVAPCD attainment plans and rules, the project 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. Therefore,
impacts are less than significant.

c. Less-than-significant impact. Some land uses are considered more sensitive to air
pollution than others due to the types of population groups or activities involved that
expose sensitive receptors to sustained exposure to any pollutants present. Examples of
the types of land use that are sensitive receptors include residences, retirement facilities,
hospitals, and schools. The most sensitive portions of the population are children, the
elderly, the acutely ill, and the chronically ill, especially those with cardiorespiratory
diseases.

Sensitive receptors are expected to visit the clinic for outpatient services. Within 2 miles,
the SPAL identified nine sensitive receptors including elementary schools, daycare
facilities, and the Good Samaritan Hospital. The analysis concluded that based on the
project’s operational emissions and activity types, the proposed project would not result
in any impacts on any on-site or off-site sensitive receptors. Therefore, the project would
not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

d. Less-than-significant impact. The SPAL assessment concluded that the project would not
emit any nuisance odors resulting from the expected uses (Trinity 2020). Therefore, the
project would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people,
and impacts are less than significant.

V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a. Les-than-significant impact. A Biological Study was completed for the proposed project
(McCormick 2020). The study determined that San Joaquin kit fox (SJKF) (Vulpes
macrotis mutica) and burrowing owl (BUOW) (Athene cunicularia) have a potential to
occasionally occur on the project site. No active indicators of occupation or use by
these species (e.g., scat, tracks, nesting materials, prey remains, or any other sign) were
identified during the field survey; however, suitable denning habitats were observed that
have the potential to be used by these species in the future.

The project is subject to the terms of the Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation
Plan (MBHCP) and associated Section 10(a)(1)(b) and Section 2081 permits issued by
USFWS and CDFW, respectively. The project is also subject to ITP No. 2081-2013-058-04
(ITP) and associated Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). These
documents are hereby incorporated by reference. Terms of these permits require
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applicants for all development projects within the plan area to pay habitat mitigation
fees and notify agencies prior to grading in areas covered under the permit.

The current MBHCP expires on February 28, 2022. To ensure take of covered species does
not occur after the expiration date, fees must be paid no later than August 31, 2021 and
all covered activities must be completed by the MBHCP expiration date of February 28,
2022. As determined by the City, only projects ready to be issued an urban development
permit, grading plan approval, or building permit will be eligible to pay fees under the
current MBHCP. Early payment or pre-payment of MBHCP fees shall not be allowed. The
ability of the City to issue urban development permits is governed by the terms of the
MBHCP. Urban development permits issued after the 2022 expiration date may be
subject to a new or revised Habitat Conservation Plan, if approved, or be required to
comply directly with requests of the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).

The MBHCP does not cover the protection of BUOW. However, BUOW is a migratory bird
species protected by international treaty under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of
1918 (16 United State Code 703-711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy,
sell, purchase, or barter any migratory bird listed in 50 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
Part 10, including feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or products, except as allowed by
implementing regulations (50 CFR Part 21). Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3800 of the
California Department of Fish and Game Code prohibit the take, possession, or
destruction of birds, their nests or eggs.

Compliance with the MBHCP and applicable State laws and regulations governing the
protection of candidate, sensitive, or special status species are included as a standard
condition of approval for the Site Plan Review (Condition B.9). Therefore, no additional
mitigation is required and impacts are less than significant.

b. No impact. The Biological study determined that there is no riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community located within the project site (McCormick 2020). The
project is also not located within, or adjacent to, the Kern River riparian habitat area.
Therefore, the project would not have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community.

c. No impact. Based on the results of the field survey and a review of the USFWS National
Wetlands Inventory, there are no wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the federal
Clean Water Act (CWA), located within the project site (McCormick 2020). Therefore, the
project would not have a substantial adverse effect on federally-protected wetlands.

d. Less-than-significant impact. The project site is isolated from natural areas, is not within
the Kern River floodplain (noted as a wildlife corridor in the MBHCP), and is not along a
canal that has been identified by the USFWS as a corridor for native resident wildlife
species. Therefore, it was concluded that the project would not interfere with wildlife
movement (McCormick 2020).

There is the potential during construction and related activities to temporarily affect
nursery sites such as dens and burrows. Project construction could cause the direct
destruction of a nursery site or cause enough of an indirect disturbance to cause special-
status wildlife to abandon a nursery site. Compliance with the MBHCP pre-construction
surveys and applicable State laws and regulations governing the protection of
candidate, sensitive, or special status species are included as a standard condition of
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approval for the Site Plan Review (Condition B.9). Therefore, the project would not
interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with an established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

e. Less-than-significant impact. It was concluded that the project site does not contain any
biological resources that are protected by local policies. The project is located within the
boundary of the MBHCP, which addresses biological impacts within the Metropolitan
Bakersfield General Plan area. The MBHCP has been adopted as policy and is
implemented by ordinance. The development entitled by this proposal would be
required to comply with the MBHCP. Therefore, the project would not conflict with any
local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

f. Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to responses IV.a, IV.d, and IV.e. All
development within the City that requires a grading permit is subject to MBHCP
compliance prior to the issuance of a grading permit. Therefore, the project would not
conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

a. No Impact. A Cultural Resources Records Search was prepared for the project site
(SSJVIC 2020). The search concluded that there are no recorded cultural resources within
the project area, including the project site, that are listed on any of the historic registers.
Additionally, the site is vacant and therefore, it has been verified in the field that no
structures, including potentially historic structures, are located at the project site.
Therefore, the project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a historical resource.

b. Less-than-significant with mitigation incorporated. It has been concluded that the
project site does not contain any known archaeological resources (SSJVIC 2020). In
addition, the project site has been disturbed by disking, fire, and other uses provided the
site is surrounded by urban development. Therefore, it is unlikely that a surface pedestrian
survey would provide reliable data on the likelihood of subsurface cultural resources.

There is still the potential to unearth previously unknown archaeological resources at the
site, and grading and other ground-disturbing activities have the potential to damage or
destroy such resources. Mitigation Measure 1 requires ceasing work and investigating any
discovery by qualified experts in the event that previously unknown archaeological
resources are unearthed during construction. With the implementation of Mitigation
Measures 1, the project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource.

c. Less than significant with mitigation incorporated. There are no known human remains
within the project site. The project could inadvertently uncover or damage previously
unknown human remains. Mitigation Measure 2 requires that if any human remains are
found at the site during construction, work will cease and the remains would be handled
pursuant to applicable law. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 2, the project
would not significantly disturb any human remains.
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V1.

VII.

ENERGY

Less-than-significant impact. Clinic construction will require temporary energy demands
typical of other office and/or commercial construction projects that occur throughout
the state and this development’s construction would not result in inefficient or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources beyond typical construction. All new
construction within the City of Bakersfield must adhere to modern building standards,
including California Code of Regulations Title 24, which outlines energy efficiency
standards for new buildings to ensure that they do not wastefully, inefficiently, or
unnecessarily consume energy. Therefore, the project would not result in potentially
significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation.

Less-than-significant impact. There is no adopted plan by the City of Bakersfield for
renewable energy or energy efficiency. As discussed in Vl.a, all new development
projects within the City are required to adhere to modern building standards related to
energy efficiency. Additionally, the City encourages applicants and developers to go
beyond the required standards and make their developments even more efficient
through programs such as LEED, or Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design,
which is a green building rating system that provides a framework to create healthy,
highly efficient, and cost-saving green buildings. Other encouraged programs available
applicants and developers are Title 20 appliance energy efficiency standards and 2005
building energy efficiency standards. Therefore, the project would not conflict with or
obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The following discusses the potential for the project to expose people or structures to
substantial adverse effects because of various geologic hazards. The City is within a
seismically active area. According to the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan, major
active fault systems border the southern portion of the San Joaquin Valley. Among these
major active fault systems include the San Andreas, Breckenridge-Kern County, Garlock,
Pond Poso, and White Wolf faults. There are numerous additional smaller faults suspected
to occur within the Bakersfield area, which may or may not be active. The active faults
have a maximum credible Richter magnitude that ranges from 6.0 (Breckenridge-Kern
County) to 8.3 (San Andreas). Potential seismic hazards in the planning area involve
strong ground shaking, fault rupture, liquefaction, and landslides.

i. No Impact. Ground rupture is ground deformation that occurs along the surface
trace of a fault during an earthquake. The project site is not included within the
boundaries of an “Earthquake Fault Zone” as defined in the Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Act (DOC 2019b). Therefore, the project would not
expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects involving
rupture of a known earthquake fault.

i. Less-than-significant impact. The City is within a seismically active area. Future
structures proposed on the project site are required by state law and City
ordinance to be constructed in accordance with the Uniform Building Code
(specifically Seismic Zone 4, which has the most stringent seismic construction
requirements in the United States), and to adhere to all modern earthquake
construction standards. Therefore, the project would not expose people or
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structures to potential substantial adverse effects involving strong seismic ground
shaking.

il Less-than-significant impact. The most common seismic-related ground failure is
liguefaction and lateral spreading. In both cases, during periods of ground
motion caused by an event such as an earthquake, loose materials transform
from a solid state to near-liquid state because of increased pore water pressure.
Such ground failure generally requires a high-water table and poorly draining soils
in order for such ground failure to occur. The project site’s soils are Kimberlina fine
sandy loam, saline-sodic, 0 to 2% slopes, which are generally well draining (USDA
2019). As a result, the potential for liquefaction at the project site is low. In
addition, future structures proposed on the project site are required by state law
and City ordinance to be constructed in accordance with the Uniform Building
Code, including those relating to soil characteristics. Therefore, the project would
not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects involving
seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction.

iv. No Impact. In Kern County, the common types of landslides induced by
earthquake occur on steeper slopes found in the foothills and along the Kern
River Canyon; in these areas, landslides are generally associated with bluff and
stream bank failure, rock slide, and slope slip on steep slopes (Bakersfield 1997).
The project site is generally flat, there are no such geologic features located at
the project site, and the site is not located near the Kern River Canyon. Therefore,
the project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects involving landslides.

b. Less-than-significant impact. The prevailing soil type in the vicinity is Kimberlina fine sandy
loam, 0-2 percent sloped, which has low-to-medium susceptibility to soil erosion by
rainfall, and low susceptibility to wind erosion at the ground surface (USDA 1988 and
USDA WSS 2020). The relatively low precipitation in the project area [on average about 6
inches/year] results in surface runoff that is intermittent and temporary in nature. The
erosion potential at the site, low average rainfall, and the fact that the soils are well
drained does not make the project site susceptible to substantial soil erosion or loss of
topsoil.

Construction of the site would temporarily disturb soils, which could loosen soil, and the
removal of vegetation could contribute to future soil loss and erosion by wind and storm
water runoff. The project would have to request coverage under the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges
Associated with Construction Activities (No. 2012-0006-DWQ) (General Permit) because
the project would result in one or more acres of ground disturbance. To conform to the
requirements of the General Permit, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
would need to be prepared that specifies best management practices (BMPs) to
prevent construction pollutants, including eroded soils (such as topsoil), from moving
offsite. Implementation of the General Permit and BMPs requirements would mitigate
erosion of soil during construction activities.

During operation, the soils would be sufficiently compacted to required engineered
specifications, revegetated in compliance with City requirements, or paved over with
impervious surfaces such that the soils at the site would not be particularly susceptible to
soil erosion. Therefore, the project would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil.
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c. Less-than-significant impact. As discussed in Vll.a.ii and Vll.a.iv, the project site’s soils
would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects involving
seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, lateral spreading, or landslides. In
addition, the site is not in or near a subsidence area mapped by the U.S. Geological
Service.

Collapsible soils consist of loose, dry, low-density materials that collapse and compact
under the addition of water or excessive loading. Because the project site is derived from
alluvium, which is generally loose material, there is the potential for collapsible soils.
Future structures proposed on the project site are required by state law and City
ordinance to be constructed in accordance with the Uniform Building Code, including
those relating to soil characteristics. Therefore, the project would not be located on a
geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liguefaction, or collapse. Therefore, the project would not be located on a geologic unit
or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse.

d. Less-than-significant impact. When a soil has 35% or more clay content, it is considered a
clayey soil. Kimberlina soils generally have 6 to 25% clay content (USDA 2009) and
therefore, do not have a high potential to be expansive. Additionally, future structures
proposed on the project site are required by state law and City ordinance to be
constructed in accordance with the Uniform Building Code, including those relating to
soil characteristics. Therefore, the project would not be located on expansive soil
creating substantial risks to life or property.

e. No impact. The project would not require the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems because the project would connect to existing City sewer
services in the area. Therefore, there would be no impacts related to soils incapable of
adequately supporting septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systemes.

f. Less-than-significant impact with mitigation incorporated. Paleontological sensitivity is
determined by the potential for a geologic unit to produce scientifically significant fossils.
Because paleontological resources typically occur in the substratum soil horizon, surface
expressions are often not visible during a pedestrian survey. Paleontological sensitivity is
therefore derived from known fossil data collected from the entire geologic unit.
According to the California Department of Conservation’s Geologic Map of California,
the project site consists of Quaternary nonmarine sedimentary geologic formations. This
geological formation consists of older alluvium deposits that have the potential to
contain unknown paleontological resources or unique geologic features.

Similar to archaeological resources, there is the potential to unearth previously unknown
paleontological resources at the site, and grading and other ground-disturbing activities
that exceed a depth of 10 feet have the potential to damage or destroy such resources.
With the implementation of Mitigation Measure 2, the project would not directly or
indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature.
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VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

a. Less-than-significant impact. The project would generate an incremental contribution
and, when combined with the cumulative increase of all other sources of greenhouse
gases (GHG), could contribute to global climate change impacts. Although the project
is expected to emit GHG, the emission of GHG by a single project into the atmosphere is
not itself necessarily an adverse environmental effect. Rather, it is the increased
accumulation of GHG from more than one project and many sources in the atmosphere
that may result in global climate change. The resultant consequences of that climate
change can cause adverse environmental effects. A project’s GHG emissions typically
would be relatively very small in comparison to state or global GHG emissions and,
consequently, they would, in isolation, have no significant direct impact on climate
change. Therefore, a project’s GHG emissions and the resulting significance of potential
impacts are more properly assessed on a cumulative basis.

The project’s GHG emissions were estimated and are summarized in the following table.

Construction and Operational GHG Emissions

Source Metric Tons/Year

CO2 CH4 N20 CO2E!
2022 Project Operations 941.92 4.05 0.005 1,044.64
2005 Business as Usual (BAU) 2004.84 4.80 0.005 2,126.28
BAU Project Emissions Reduction 50.9%

1COZ2E = carbon dioxide equivalent

Source: Trinity 2020

According to the SIVAPCD, for a project to conform to the goals of AB 32, at least a 29%
reduction from the 2002-2004 business-as-usual (BAU) period by 2020 must be
demonstrated. As shown in the above table, the mitigated project would conform to AB
32 goals and result in a 50.9% reduction in GHG emissions in comparison to BAU, which is
far greater than the AB 32-mandated 29% reduction. The impacts of this project are not
considered significant given the efforts made to reduce emissions of GHG from the
project through design measures and standards, plus further mitigation accomplished at
the statewide level through California Air Resources Board (CARB) regulations adopted
pursuant to AB 32. Regulation and policy that would result in the reduction of GHG
emissions in new residential and commercial developments include, but are not limited
to, Title 24 efficiency standards, Title 20 appliance energy efficiency standards, 2005
building energy efficiency standards, AB 1493 motor vehicle standards, and compliance
with the MBGP Air Quality Conservation Element as well as SIVAPCD air quality guidelines
and rules. Therefore, the project would not generate GHG emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment.

b. Less-than-significant impact. CARB is responsible for the coordination and administration
of both federal and state air pollution control programs within California. According to
California’s Climate Change Scoping Plan, there must be statewide reduction GHG
emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. Reducing greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels
means cutting approximately 29% from BAU emission levels projected for 2020. In
addition, per SB 375 requirements, CARB has adopted regional reduction targets, which
call for a 5% reduction in per-capita emissions by 2020 and 10% reduction in 2035 within
the San Joaquin Valley using 2005 as the baseline. These regional reduction targets will
be a part of the Kern COG Sustainable Communities Strategy. The SJVAPCD has
adopted guidance (Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission
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Impacts for New Projects under CEQA) and a policy (District Policy — Addressing GHG
Emission Impacts for Stationary Source Projects under CEQA When Serving as the Lead
Agency).

As proposed, the project would not conflict with any statewide policy, regional plan, or
local guidance or policy adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The
project would not interfere with the implementation of AB 32 and SB 375 because it
would be consistent with the GHG emission reduction targets identified by CARB and the
Scoping Plan by achieving BAU GHG emissions reduction greater than the 29% targeted
reduction goal. The project is consistent with these statewide measures and considered
not significant or cumulatively considerable under CEQA. Therefore, the project would
not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of GHG.

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Less-than-significant impact. The proposed project would include the routine use and
disposal of hazardous materials related to medical treatment. Standard conditions of
approval for the project include the creation of a hazardous material management plan
(Condition C.7) and separate approval from the Kern County Health Department for
infectious waste services (Condition G.5). Additionally, medical facilities are subject to
county, state, federal, and, specialized industry oversite and regulations that address
unique medical hazards.

Construction activities would require the transport, storage, use, and/or disposal of
hazardous materials such as fuels and greases for the fueling/servicing of construction
equipment, and there is the potential for upset and accident conditions that could
release such material into the environment. Such substances would be stored in
temporary storage tanks/sheds that would be located at the site. Although these types
of materials are not acutely hazardous, they are classified as hazardous materials and
create the potential for accidental spillage, which could expose construction workers. All
transport, storage, use, and disposal of hazardous materials used in the construction of
the project would be in strict accordance with federal and state laws and regulations.
During construction of the project, Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) for all applicable
materials present at the site would be made readily available to onsite personnel. During
construction, non-hazardous construction debris would be generated and disposed of at
approved facilities for handling such waste. Also, during construction, waste disposal
would be managed using portable toilets located at reasonably accessible onsite
locations.

Therefore, the project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.

b. Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response VIX.a. Therefore, the project would
not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous material
into the environment.

c. Less-than-significant impact. The closest sensitive receptors to the project site are
residences located roughly 1,000 feet beyond the existing commercial uses and county
facilities to the northwest and west. San Lauren Elementary School and an assisted living
facilty are located one-quarter mile southwest of the site. The SPAL Assessment
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concluded that the project would not significantly affect such receptors (Trinity 2020).
Therefore, the project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 miles of an existing or
proposed school.

d. No impact. The EnviroStor (DTSC 2019) and Cortese (CalEPA 2019) lists pursuant to
Government Code (GC) Section 65962.5 were reviewed. No portion of the project site is
identified on either list, which provides the location of known hazardous waste concerns.
Therefore, the project would not be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to GC Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment.

e. Less-than-significant impact. The project site is within Compatibility Area C of Meadows
Field Airport as shown in the Kern County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (APLUCP)
(Kern County 2012). The project site is outside the areas that are identified as being
adversely affected by airport noise. Regarding other airport related risks to occupants,
the Meadows Field land use exhibit (Kern County 2012, Figure 4-36) allows commercial,
industrial, and low-density residential uses within the project area. The plan also allows
the construction of medical clinics and two-story offices within APLUCP zones B and C,
subject to a density limitation of 150 persons/acre. As designed, the approximately 9-
acre development would not exceed the allowable density. Therefore, the project
would not result in an additional safety hazards beyond the baseline condition of the
range of land use activities the APLUCP allows including adjacent commercial uses.
Existing airplane noise as part of the baseline condition for the site, and interior and
exterior noise standards, ensure that existing airplane noise is not beyond these standards
and excessive. Therefore, the project would not result in a safety hazard or excessive
noise for people residing or working in the project area.

f. Less-than-significant impact. The project would have to develop or improve roads to the
site as well as internal roads that are compliant with the City’s Fire Code to allow
emergency vehicles adequate access to the site and all portions of the site. Access to
the site would be maintained throughout the construction period, and appropriate
detours would be provided in the event of potential temporary road closures. The project
would not interfere with any local or regional emergency response or evacuation plans
because the project would not result in a substantial alteration to the adjacent and area
circulation system. The project is typical of urban development in Bakersfield, and is not
inconsistent with the adopted City of Bakersfield Hazardous Materials Area Plan
(Bakersfield 1997). This plan identifies responsibilities and provides coordination of
emergency response at the local level to hazardous materials incidents. Therefore, the
project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

g. Less-than-significant impact. The project site is not located within a “very high,” “high,” or
“moderate” fire hazard severity zone (CalFire 2008). The site consists of vacant land, and
its vicinity is developed with residential land uses that do not possess high fuel loads that
have a high potential to cause a wildland fire. The project site would be developed with
hardscapes and irrigated landscaping, which would further reduce fire potential at the
site. Additionally, the City and County require “defensible space” within areas of the
County susceptible to wildland fires as shown on CalFire maps through the Fire Hazard
Reduction Program. Defensible space is the buffer created between a building and the
grass, trees, shrubs, or any wildland area that surrounds it. Therefore, the project would
not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wild
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land fires, including where wild lands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wild lands.

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a. Less-than-significant impact. Construction would include ground-disturbing activities.
Disturbance of onsite soils during construction could result in soil erosion and siltation, and
subsequent water quality degradation through increased turbidity and sediment
deposition during storm events to offsite locations. Additionally, disturbed soils have an
increased potential for fugitive dust to be released into the air and carried offsite. As
described in VIl.b, the project would be required to comply with the General Permit. To
conform to the requirements of the General Permit, a SWPPP would need to be prepared
that specifies BMPs to prevent construction pollutants from moving offsite. The project is
required to comply with the General Permit because project-related construction
activities would disturb at least 1 acre of soil.

The City owns and maintains a municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4). The
project’s operational urban storm water discharges are covered under the Central
Valley Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System Permit and Waste Discharge Requirements General Permit for Discharges from
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (Order No. R5-2016-0040; NPDES No.
CAS0085324) (MS4 Permit) (CVRWQCB 2016). The MS4 Permit mandates the
implementation of a storm water management framework to ensure that water quality is
maintained within the City because of operational storm water discharges throughout
the City, including the project site. By complying with the General Permit and MS4 Permit,
the project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements.

b. Less-than-significant impact. Potable water from the project would be supplied by the
California Water Service. The project is proposing a permitted use in the M-2 zone, and
therefore, the project’s projected water use has been considered by CalWater against
its most current Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP). By state law, current UWMPs do
not need to address the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) or
sustainable groundwater management at this time. It was concluded that the agency
has sufficient existing capacity to service the project. As a result, the project would not
substantially-deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level.

c. The following discusses whether the project would substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or
river or through the addition of impervious surfaces.

i. Less-than-significant impact. The project site does not contain any blue-line
streams or other surface water features (McCormick 2020) and therefore, the
project would not alter the course of a river or stream. The project site would be
graded and, as a result, the internal drainage pattern at the site would be
altered from the baseline condition. Additionally, the project would result in
increased impervious surfaces (i.e., building pads, sidewalks, asphalt parking
area, etc.) at the site, which would reduce percolation to ground and result in
greater amounts of storm water runoff concentrations at the site. If uncontrolled,
differences in drainage patterns and increased impervious surfaces could result in

Page 25 of 35
S:\Counter Operations\01_SPR\2020\20-0102_SEC Knudsen and Olive Drive_VA Clinic\CEQA\IS_MND_20-0102 VA Clinic_KG.doc



XI.

d.

substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite. However, the project would be
required to comply with the General Permit during construction and MS4 permit
during operation. In order to comply with the MS4 Permit, the City requires
compliance with adopted building codes, including complying with an
approved drainage plan, which avoids on- and offsite flooding, erosion, and
siltation problems. Therefore, the project would not substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or offsite.

ii. Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response X.c.i. Therefore, the project
would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on- or offsite.

ii. Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response X.c.i. Therefore, the project
would not create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff.

iv. No Impact. The project site is located outside the 500-year floodplain and is not
located within a 100-year flood hazard area (FEMA 2019). Therefore, the project
would not impede or redirect flood flows.

Less-than-significant impact. As discussed in responses X.g and IX.h, the project is not
located within a floodplain. There are no nearby levees that would be susceptible to
failure or flooding of the site. The project site, like most of the City, is located within the
Lake Isabella flood inundation area (Kern County 2017), which is the area that would
experience flooding in the event that there was a catastrophic failure of the Lake
Isabella Dam. There is an approved Lake Isabella Dam Failure Evacuation Plan (Kern
County 2009) that establishes a process and procedures for the mass evacuation and
short-term support of populations at risk below the Lake Isabella Dam. The City would
utilize the Evacuation Plan to support its Emergency Operations Plans (EOPs). With
implementation of the Evacuation Plan, the project would not expose people or
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including flooding
as a result of the failure of a levee or dam.

Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response X.c.i. There is currently no adopted
groundwater management plan for the project site or its vicinity. Therefore, the project
would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan

LAND USE AND PLANNING

No impact. The project is a continuation of the existing urban development pattern of
the City and Kern County and is adjacent to existing commercial and industrial land uses.
The project does not include a long and linear feature, such as a freeway, railroad track,
block wall, etc., that would have the potential to divide a community. The project is the
development of a finite 9-acre project site that does not impede existing or future
movement or development of the City. Therefore, the project would not physically divide
an established community.
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XIl.

XII.

No impact. The proposed project is a permitted use within the M-2 (General
Manufacturing) zone district, and is consistent with the SI (Service Industrial) land use
designation. Furthermore, the site plans for the project have been designed in
accordance with all applicable development standards. Therefore, the project would
not conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect.

MINERAL RESOURCES

Less-than-significant impact. A record search of the California Department of
Conservation Well Finder indicates that a plugged gas and oil well is located south of the
proposed medical facility and within the vicinity of future Street “A’ (CalGEM 2020). The
project includes a standard condition of approval (Condition B.11) requires the
developer to contact The California Geologic Energy Management Division (CalGEM)
and undertake any required remediation pursuant to State requirements. Therefore, the
project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would
be of value to the region and the residents of the state.

No impact. The project site is currently designated SI (Service Industrial) within a M-2
(General Manufacturing) zone district. No portion of the site is desighated for a potential
mineral resource extraction use such as R-MP (Mineral and Petroleum). Therefore, the
project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site that is delineated in a local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan.

NOISE

Less-than-significant impact. The project would generate both short-term construction
noise and operational noise. The first type of short-term construction noise would result
from transport of construction equipment and materials to the project site, and
construction worker commutes. These transportation activities would incrementally raise
noise levels on access roads leading to the site. A one-time trip to move pieces of heavy
equipment for grading and construction activities would result in single-event noise at a
distance of 50 feet from a sensitive noise receptor that would reach a maximum level of
84 A-weighted decibels (dBA). Because the equipment would be left onsite for the
duration of project construction, the one-time trip would not add to the daily traffic noise
in the project vicinity. The total daily vehicle trips resulting from construction worker
commutes would be minimal when compared to existing traffic volumes on the affected
streets, and the long-term noise level change would not be perceptible.

The second type of short-term construction noise is related to noise generated during
project construction. The site preparation and grading phase, which includes excavation
and grading, tends to generate the highest noise levels because earthmoving
equipment is the noisiest construction equipment. Construction noise levels during
grading would be less than 70 dBA, which would not exceed the hourly noise level
standard at the nearest sensitive uses. Construction noise would cease to occur once
project construction is completed. The project will also be required to comply with the
construction hours specified in the City Noise Ordinance, which states that construction
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XIV.

XV.

activities are limited to the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on weekdays, and between
the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on weekends.

Project operations would generate sound levels typical of a commercial land use, which
are permitted uses on the project site and are required to be built and operate in
compliance with Bakersfield Municipal Code and the Noise Element. Therefore, the
project would not subject its customers and staff to unacceptable noise levels, and
would not generate substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels
in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies.

Less-than-significant impact. Some ground-borne vibration and noise would originate
from earth movement and building activities during the project’s construction phase.
Ground-borne noise and vibration from construction activity would be mostly low to
moderate. The closest structures are commercial buildings to the north along Olive Drive,
and the Kern County fire training facilities on the west side of Knudsen Drive. The
operation of typical construction equipment would generate ground-borne vibrations
that would not exceed guidelines that are considered safe for any type of buildings.
Operation of the proposed use would not generate ground-borne vibration. Therefore,
the project would not expose persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne
vibration or ground-borne noise levels.

Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response IX.e. The site is beyond the APLUCP
60 CNEL boundary of Meadows Field Airport. Therefore, the project would not expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels for a project
located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less-than-significant impact. The project proposes a suburban outpatient clinic focused
on military veterans. This project would accommodate the projected increase in
Bakersfield’s population by providing outpatient services for existing and future residents
in Bakersfield. Therefore, the project would not induce substantial population growth in
an area, either directly or indirectly.

No impact. The project site consists of vacant land. Therefore, the project would not
displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere.

PUBLIC SERVICES

The following discusses whether the project would result in substantial adverse physical
impacts to public services. The need for additional public service is generally directly
correlated to population growth and the resultant additional population’s need for
services beyond what is currently available.

i. Less-than-significant impact. The proposed medical clinic will be privately owned
and operated. Fire protection services for the Metropolitan Bakersfield area are
provided through a joint fire protection agreement between the City and
County. The project may necessitate the addition of fire equipment and
personnel to maintain current levels of service, and this potential increase in fire
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XVI.

protection services can be paid for by property taxes or in lieu fees generated by
this development. Therefore, the project would not result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for fire protection.

Less-than-significant impact. The proposed medical clinic will be privately owned
and operated. Police protection for the project would be provided by the
Bakersfield Police Department. Potential increase in services can be paid for by
property taxes or in lieu fees generated by this development. Therefore, the
project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or need for new
or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives for police protection.

Less-than-significant impact. The medical outpatient clinic is proposed to
accommodate existing and future residents within the City. Therefore, the project
would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the need for new
or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives for schools.

Less-than-significant impact. The proposal does not include nor require the
construction of recreational facilities, and park impact fees are not required for
commercial and industrial land uses. Therefore, the project would not result in
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for parks.

Less-than-significant impact. The project and eventual buildup of this area would
result in an increase in maintenance responsibility for the City. Though the project
may necessitate increased maintenance for other public facilities, this potential
increase can be paid for by property taxes or in lieu fees generated by this
development. Therefore, the project would not result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for other public facilities.

RECREATION

Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response XV.a.iv. Therefore, the project
would not increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated.
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Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response XV.a.iv. Therefore, the project
would not include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Less-than-significant impact. The project would result in temporary construction-related
traffic impacts. Construction workers traveling to and from the project site as well as
construction material delivery would result in additional vehicle trips to the area’s
roadway system. Construction material delivery may require a number of trips for
oversized vehicles that may travel at slower speeds than existing traffic and, due to their
size, may intrude into adjacent travel lanes. These trips may temporarily degrade level of
service (LOS) on area roadways and at intersections. Additionally, the total number of
vehicle trips associated with all construction-related traffic (including construction worker
trips) could temporarily increase daily traffic volumes on local roadways and
intersections. The project may require temporary lane closures or the need for flagmen to
safely direct traffic on roadways near the project site. However, once the project is built,
it would not result in any permanent traffic-related effects.

A Trip Generation Analysis was completed and reviewed by the Traffic Engineering
Division of the Public Works Department (Ruettgers & Schuler 2020), along with the
proposed site plans. It was determined that the project has been designed in
accordance with City development standards, and appropriate standard conditions of
approval have been assigned to the project. The conditions include the dedication and
improvement of streets, traffic control measures during construction, pedestrian access,
and the payment of impact fees. Therefore, the project would not conflict with an
applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system.

Less-than-significant impact. Section 15064.3 of the updated CCR (or CEQA Guidelines),
statewide application came into effect July 1, 2020. This CCR Section 15064.3(b) states:

Ciriteria for Analyzing Transportation Impacts.

(1) Land Use Projects. Vehicle miles traveled exceeding an applicable
threshold of significance may indicate a significant impact. Generally,
projects within one-half mile of either an existing major transit stop or a
stop along an existing high-quality transit corridor should be presumed to
cause a less than significant transportation impact. Projects that decrease
vehicle miles traveled in the project area compared to existing conditions
should be presumed to have a less than significant transportation impact.

(2) Transportation Projects. Transportation projects that reduce, or have no
impact on, vehicle miles traveled should be presumed to cause a less
than significant transportation impact. For roadway capacity projects,
agencies have discretion to determine the appropriate measure of
transportation impact consistent with CEQA and other applicable
requirements. To the extent that such impacts have already been
adequately addressed at a programmatic level, such as in a regional
transportation plan EIR, a lead agency may tier from that analysis as
provided in Section 15152.

Page 30 of 35

S:\Counter Operations\01_SPR\2020\20-0102_SEC Knudsen and Olive Drive_VA Clinic\CEQA\IS_MND_20-0102 VA Clinic_KG.doc



XVIII.

(3) Qualitative Analysis. If existing models or methods are not available to
estimate the vehicle miles traveled for the particular project being
considered, a lead agency may analyze the project's vehicle miles
traveled qualitatively. Such a qualitative analysis would evaluate factors
such as the availability of transit, proximity to other destinations, etc. For
many projects, a qualitative analysis of construction traffic may be
appropriate.

(4) Methodology. A lead agency has discretion to choose the most
appropriate methodology to evaluate a project's vehicle miles traveled,
including whether to express the change in absolute terms, per capita,
per household or in any other measure. A lead agency may use models
to estimate a project's vehicle miles traveled, and may revise those
estimates to reflect professional judgment based on substantial evidence.
Any assumptions used to estimate vehicle miles traveled and any revisions
to model outputs should be documented and explained in the
environmental document prepared for the project. The standard of
adequacy in Section 15151 shall apply to the analysis described in this
section.

It was determined that the project would generate 1,149 average daily trips, which is
consistent with the designated land use analyzed by the current Bakersfield General Plan
(Ruettgers & Schuler 2020). The project is a permitted use in the M-2 zone district, but is
less intensive than other permitted uses that could be developed by right such as a large
commercial center or industrial complex. Therefore, the project would not be in conflict
or be inconsistent with CCR Section 15064.3(b).

Less-than-significant impact. The project would have to comply with all conditions
placed on it by the City Traffic Engineering Division in order to comply with accepted
traffic engineering standards intended to reduce traffic hazards, including designing the
roads so that they do not result in design feature hazards. The project is with the City limits
and surrounded by compatible existing and planned land uses and land use
designations. Therefore, the project would not substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature or incompatible uses.

Less-than-significant impact. There is the potential that, during the construction phase,
the project would impede emergency access. For projects that require minor
impediments of a short duration (e.g., pouring a new driveway entrance), the project
would be required to obtain a street permit from City Public Works. If a project requires
lane closures and/or the diversion of traffic, then a Traffic Control Plan, subject to Public
Works approval, would be required. During operations, the project would have to
comply with all applicable City policies and requirements to ensure adequate
emergency access. The need for such permits is determined by the Public Works
Department during the permitting and construction phases of their permitting process. In
addition, the site plans have been designed in accordance with all City development
standards. Therefore, impacts are less than significant.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

No impact. The proposal is not a general plan amendment, so consultation pursuant to
Senate Bill 18 is not required. In addition, as of this writing, the City has not received any
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request for consultation under Assembly Bill 52. A California Historical Resources
Information System records search was conducted for the proposed project, and no
resources were identified (SSJVIC 2020). The Planning Division has not received
information which identifies or suggests the presence of resources within the project
area. Therefore, the project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource that is listed in the California Register of Historical
Resources or in a local register of historical resources.

No impact. See response to XVllil.a. Therefore, the project would not cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource that is determined by the
lead agency to be significant.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less-than-significant impact. The project would require the construction of new water,
storm water drainage, sewer facilities; above and/or belowground electrical facilities,
natural gas facilities, and telecommunications (e.g., cable, fiber optics, phone, etc.)
typical of residential development. Water, storm water, and sewer structures would have
to be designed to meet the City’s Current Subdivision & Engineering Design Manual
(Bakersfield 1999). Compliance with the Design Manual would ensure that the such
facilities would not result in significant environmental effects. Electrical, natural gas, and
telecommunications facilities would be placed by the individual serving utilities; these
entities already have in place safety and siting protocols to ensure that placement of
new utilities to serve new construction would not have a significant effect on the
environment. Therefore, the project would not require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage,
electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects.

Less-than-significant impact. The designated water purveyor is California Water Service.
Prior to the issuance of building permits, the City must receive evidence the
development has secured the water service, and will construct needed improvements in
accordance with the provider’s standards and other improvement practices.
Additionally, the City Water Resources Department has conditioned this facility to submit
engineering plans for any required facilities for their review. Therefore, Therefore, the
project has sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years.

Less-than-significant impact. The project site falls within the North of the River Sanitary
District, and is a permitted use within the zone designation. The project site’s contribution
to the available capacity of their respective facilities has been included in the agency’s
Capacity Fee and Municipal Service Review and therefore, there is sufficient capacity to
serve the project. As a result, it has been determined that the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments.

Less-than-significant impact. It is assumed that solid waste generated as a result of the
project would be disposed at the Bena Landfill located at 2951 Neumarkel Road,
Bakersfield, CA 93307. In accordance with city standards which are designed to achieve
State waste stream reduction and recycling goals, the Solid Waste Division of Public
Works has examined the facility and conditioned the proposal to incorporate

appropriate on-site trash facilities, subject to city approval. Therefore, the project would
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XX.

XXI.

be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s
solid waste disposal needs.

Less-than-significant impact. By law, the project would be required to comply with
federal, state, and local statutes and regulations, including those relating to waste
reduction, litter control, and solid waste disposal.

WILDEIRE

Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response IX.f. Therefore, the project would
not substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan.

Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to response 1X.g. Additionally, the project site is
relatively flat, not near wildlands, the site and its surrounding do not possess high fuel
loads (i.e., lots of vegetation and other burnable material) to exacerbate wildfire risks
and therefore, fire-related pollutant concentrations. Therefore, the project would not
exacerbate wildfires and expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a
wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire due to slope, prevailing winds, and other
factors.

Less-than-significant impact. Please refer to responses IX.a, XX.a, and XX.b. Therefore, the
project would not require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure
(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that
may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment.

Less-than-significant impact. The project site is relatively flat, is not within a floodplain,
and is not in a moderate- to high-risk area for wildfires. Therefore, the project would not
expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less-than-significant impact with mitigation incorporated. The project is subject to the
terms of the MBHCP and associated Section 10(a)(1)(b) and Section 2801 permits issued
to the City of Bakersfield by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California State
Department of Fish and Wildlife, respectively. Terms of the permit require applicants for all
development projects within the plan area to pay habitat mitigation fees, excavate
known kit fox dens, and notify agencies prior to grading. There are no important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory found at the site;
however, there is potential for unknown cultural resources to be encountered during
ground-disturbing activities, which is addressed by Mitigation Measure 1. Therefore, the
project, with mitigation, would not have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history
or prehistory.

Less-than-significant impact. As described in the responses above, the project has no
impacts that would be defined as individually limited, but cumulatively considerable.
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c. Less-than-significant impact. As described in the responses above, the project would not
have environmental effects which would cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly.
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CONDITIONS AND ORDINANCE COMPLIANCE

The following are specific items that you need to resolve before you can obtain a building permit or be
allowed occupancy. These items include conditions and/or mitigation required by previous site entitlement
approvals (these will be specifically noted), changes or additions that need to be shown on the final building
plans, alert you to specific fees, and other conditions for your project to satisfy the City’s development
standards.

The items listed below will usually need to be shown on the final building plans or completed before a
building permit is issued. As part of the building permit submittal, identify the location of your response by
using the APPLICANT’S RESPONSE line provided directly below the item (example: sheet number, detail, etc.).

A. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES - BUILDING (1715 Chester Avenue)
(Staff contact - Oscar Fuentes; 661-326-3676 or OFuentes@bakersfieldcity.us)

1. Prior to review of improvement plans by the City, the developer shall submit a grading plan for
the proposed site to be reviewed and approved by the City Engineer and Building Official
(Bakersfield Municipal Code Section 16.44.010). With the grading plan, if the project is subject
to the provisions of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), a Notice of
Intent (NOI) to comply with the terms of the General Permit to Discharge Storm Water
Associated with Construction Activity (WQ Order No. 99-08-DWQ) must be filed with the State
Water Resources Control Board in Sacramento before the beginning of any construction activity.
Compliance with the general permit requires that a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) be prepared, continuously carried out, and always be available for public inspection
during normal construction hours.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

2. A grading permit is required prior to final plan approval. The developer shall submit four (4)
copies of grading plans and two (2) copies of the preliminary soils report to the Building Division.
A final soils report shall also be submitted to the Building Division before they can issue a
building permit. Please note that grading plans must be consistent with the final building site
plans and landscaping plans. Building permits will not be issued until the grading permit is
approved by the Building Division, Planning Division (HCP), and Public Works Department.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

3. Show on the final building plan pedestrian access from the public way and accessible parking.
Private streets are not the public way.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:




10.

The developer shall include fire resistive wall construction details with the final building plans for
all exterior walls of any building that is within the distance as set forth in Table 602 of the
California Building Code.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Include with or show on the final building plans information necessary to verify that the project
complies with all accessibility requirements of Title 24 of the California Building Code.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer shall obtain all required approvals from the Kern County Environmental Health
Services Department (2700 “M” Street, Bakersfield, CA., 93301; PH 661-862-8700) for any food
handling facility (i.e.: market, delicatessen, café, concession, restaurant) before building permits
can be issued.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Buildings or structures shall require installation of an automatic fire sprinkler system where
required by current California Building Code and City ordinance.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The Building Division will calculate and collect the appropriate school district impact fee at the
time they issue a building permit.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Final Building plans shall show pedestrian access pathways or easements for persons with
disabilities from public rights-of-ways that connect to all accessible buildings, facilities,
elements, and spaces in accordance with the California Building Code. These pedestrian access
ways shall not be parallel to vehicular lanes unless separated by curbs or railings.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Prior to granting occupancy, the Building Division will verify that a water meter serving the
development is in place. Therefore, it is recommended that the developer contact the
applicable water purveyor to inquire about their process for obtaining water service for the
development as soon as possible. To determine who the water purveyor for the development
is, you may contact the City of Bakersfield Water Resources Department (1000 Buena Vista
Road, Bakersfield, CA, phone: 661-326-3715).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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11. Show on the final building plan, electric vehicle supply equipment to facilitate future installation
as required by the California Green Code.
APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

12. An acoustical consultant, approved by the Building Division, shall be contacted to prepare and
include with the final building plans measure that mitigate noise exposures for all buildings on
the project site that are subject to noise levels of 65 db or greater as delineated by the CNEL
contour maps of the city. These implementation measures shall comply with the requirements
of Title 24 of the California Building Code.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
B. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES - PLANNING (1715 Chester Avenue)

(Staff contact - Wayne Lawson; 661-326-3976 or WLawson@bakersfieldcity.us)

The minimum parking required for this project has been computed based on use and shall be as
follows:

Proposed Square Parking Required
Use Footage Ratio Parking
Medical clinic 39,648 SF 1 space/200 SF 198 spaces

Required Parking: 198 spaces

(Note: There are 214 parking spaces on the proposed site plan. By ordinance, compact and
tandem spaces cannot be counted towards meeting minimum parking requirements. For
commercial development containing a multi-tenant pad, any change in use where 50 percent or
more of the pad requires additional parking pursuant to Bakersfield Municipal Section
17.58.110, the Planning Director may require parking commensurate with the new use.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Minimum parking stall dimensions shall be 9 feet wide by 18 feet long and shall be designed
according to standards established by the Traffic Engineer. Vehicles may hang over landscape
areas no more than 2-1/2 feet provided required setbacks along street frontages are
maintained, and trees and shrubs are protected from vehicles.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

All parking lots, driveways, drive aisles, loading areas, and other vehicular access ways, shall be
paved with concrete, asphaltic concrete, or other paved street surfacing material in accordance
with the Bakersfield Municipal Code (Sections 15.76.020 and 17.58.060.A.).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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Lighting is required for all parking lots, except residential lots with four units or less (Section
17.58.060.A.). lllumination shall be evenly distributed across the parking area with light fixtures
designed and arranged so that light is directed downward and is reflected away from adjacent
properties and streets. Use of glare shields or baffles may be required for glare reduction or
control of back light. No light poles, standards and fixtures, including bases or pedestals, shall
exceed a height of 40 feet above grade. However, light standards placed less than 50 feet from
residentially zoned or designated property, or from existing residential development, shall not
exceed a height of 15 feet. The final building plans shall include a picture or diagram of the light
fixtures being used and show how light will be directed onto the parking area.

(Note: Staff can require additional adjustments to installed lighting after occupancy to resolve
glare or other lighting problems if they negatively affect adjacent properties.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer shall include a copy of a final landscape plan with each set of the final building
plans submitted to the Building Division. Building permits will not be issued until the Planning
Division has approved the final landscape plan for consistency with approved site plans and
minimum ordinance standards. Please refer to the landscaping requirements in Chapter 17.61.
Landscape plans shall include, but are not limited to, data on: gallon/box size, spacing, species
(reference approved parking lot tree list), ratio of deciduous vs. evergreen, shade calculations,
ground cover calculations, etc.

(Note 1: At the time a final site inspection is conducted, it is expected that plants will match the
species identified and be installed in the locations consistent with the approved landscape plan.
Changes made without prior approval of the Planning staff may result in the removal and/or
relocation of installed plant materials and delays in obtaining building occupancy.)

(Note 2: No mature landscaping shall be removed without prior approval by the Planning
Director.)

(Note 3: Upon approval of the final landscape plan, a digital copy shall be submitted to the
Planning staff contact listed above.)

(Note 4: Redline comments are provided on AS101, L001, and L0O02.

(Note 5: Provide parking lot shade trees, street frontage trees, and frontage planter landscaping
in the manner spelled out in the Zoning Ordinance.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Our records show that the project is contained on more than one parcel. Because building
setbacks cannot be met based on the design layout, a parcel line bisects a building, and/or
parking for residential use is not on the same site as the project (Section 17.58.020.B. of the
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Bakersfield Municipal Code), a parcel merger or lot line adjustment application removing or
relocating property lines shall be submitted to the Planning Division before building permits can
be issued. Recordation of the map shall occur before final building or site occupancy can be
granted. If our records are in error, please provide a copy of the parcel map, subdivision map, or
certificate of compliance showing the approved property lines.

(Note 1: An Assessor’s map is not acceptable since it is only for tax purposes and does not verify
legal parcel status.)

(Note 2: Contact either the Subdivision section of the Public Works Department or the Current
Planning Division of Planning to determine the type of land division application required to
resolve this matter.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Evidence is required to determine that your parcel was legally created. Please provide a copy of
a parcel map, tract map, or certificate of compliance.

(Note 1: An Assessor’s map is not acceptable since it is only for tax purposes and does not verify
legal parcel status.) If a map is not available, a copy of a deed that includes the parcel’s current
legal description dated March 4, 1972, or earlier is acceptable; however, you may be required to
apply for a Certificate of Compliance before a building permit can be issued (please contact the
Public Works Department at 661-326-3566 regarding this application.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Business identification signs are neither considered nor approved under this review (e.g. wall,
monument, pylon, etc.). A separate sign permit reviewed by the Planning and Building Divisions
and issued by the Building Division, is required for all new signs, including future use and
construction signs.

(Note: Signs must comply with the Sign Ordinance; Chapter 17.60 of the Bakersfield Municipal
Code. Review this Chapter as part of due diligence.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The following conditions are required as part of a grading permit:

a. Habitat Conservation fees shall be required for this project and will be calculated based
on the fee in effect at the time we issue an urban development permit (includes grading
plan approvals) as defined in the Implementation/Management Agreement (Section
2.21) for the Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan. Upon payment of the
fee, the applicant will receive acknowledgment of compliance with Metropolitan
Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan (Implementation/Management Agreement
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Section 3.1.4). This fee is currently $2,145 per gross acres, payable to the City of
Bakersfield (submit to the Planning Division). This fee must be paid before any grading
or other site disturbance occurs.

Forms and instructions are available at the Planning Division or on the city’s web site at
https://bakersfieldcity.us/gov/depts/community_development/habitat.htm.

The current MBHCP expires on February 28, 2022. To ensure take of covered species
does not occur after the expiration date, fees must be paid no later than August 31,
2021 and all covered activities must be completed by the MBHCP expiration date of
February 28, 2022. As determined by the City, only projects ready to be issued an urban
development permit, grading plan approval, or building permit will be eligible to pay
fees under the current MBHCP. Early payment or pre-payment of MBHCP fees shall not
be allowed. The ability of the City to issue urban development permits is governed by
the terms of the MBHCP. Urban development permits issued after the 2022 expiration
date may be subject to a new or revised Habitat Conservation Plan, if approved, or be
required to comply directly with requests of the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife.

Burrowing Owl Notification: The burrowing owl is a migratory bird species protected by
international treaty under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (16 U.S.C. 703-
711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or barter any
migratory bird listed in 50 C.F.R. Part 10 including feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or
products, except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 C.F.R. 21). Sections 3503,
3503.5, and 3800 of the California Fish and Game Code prohibit the taking, possession,
or destruction of birds, their nests or eggs. To avoid violation of the provisions of these
laws generally requires that project related disturbance at active nesting territories be
reduced or eliminated during critical phases of the nesting cycle (March 1- August 15,
annually). Disturbance that causes nest abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort
(e.g., killing or abandonment of eggs or young) may be considered “taking” and is
potentially punishable by fines and/or imprisonment.

Prior to ground disturbance, the developer shall have a California Department of Fish
and Wildlife approved MBHCP biologist survey the location for kit fox, and comply with
the provisions of the Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan. Survey
protocol shall be recommended by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife.
Developer shall be subject to the mitigation measures recommended by the biologist.
Copies of the survey shall be provided to the Development Services Department,
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service prior to
ground disturbance.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Refuse collection bin enclosures and container areas are subject to all required structural
setback from street frontages, and shall not reduce any parking, loading or landscaping areas as
required by the Zoning Ordinance.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

In the event a previously undocumented oil/gas well is uncovered or discovered on the project,
the developer is responsible to contact the California Geologic Energy Management Division
(CalGEM). The developer is responsible for any remedial operations on the well required by
CalGEM. The developer shall also be subject to provisions of BMC Section 15.66.080.B.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

(Note: A capped well is near Street “A”. Prior to the approval of Public Works plans, the
applicant shall provide the location of the capped well to the Public Works Department and
resolve any adverse impacts to the public and site improvements.)

The developer shall meet all regulations of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
(Regulation VIII) concerning dust suppression during construction of the project. Methods
include, but are not limited to; use of water or chemical stabilizer/suppressants to control dust
emission from disturbed area, stock piles, and access ways; covering or wetting materials that
are transported off-site; limit construction-related speed to 15 mph on all unpaved
areas/washing of construction vehicles before they enter public streets to minimize
carryout/track out; and cease grading and earth moving during periods of high winds (20 mph or
more).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Prior to receiving final building or site occupancy, you must contact the Planning Division (staff
contact noted above) for final inspection and approval of the landscaping, parking lot, lighting
and other related site improvements. Inspections will not be conducted until all required items
have been installed. Any deviations from the approved plans without prior approval from the
Planning Division may result in reconstruction and delays in obtaining a building or site
occupancy.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

All mitigation measures included in the adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration for SPR No. 20-
0102 are hereby incorporated as conditions of approval.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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C. FIRE DEPARTMENT (2101 H Street)

(Staff contact - Ernie Medina; 661-326-3682 or EMedina@bakersfieldcity.us)

1.

Show on the final building plans the following items:

a. All fire lanes. Any modifications shall be approved by the Fire Department. Fire lane
identification signs shall be installed every 100 feet with red curbing when curbing is
required. All work shall be completed before occupancy of any building or portion of
any building is allowed.

b. All fire hydrants, both offsite (nearest to site) and on-site. Include flow data on all
hydrants. Hydrants shall be in good working condition and are subject to testing for
verification. Fire flow requirements must be met prior to construction commencing on
the project site. Please provide two (2) sets of the water plans stamped by a licensed
Registered Civil Engineer to the Fire Department and two (2) sets to the Water
Resources Department (1000 Buena Vista Road, Bakersfield, CA. 93311; 661-326-3715).

(Note: Show: 1) distance to the nearest hydrant; and 2) distance from that hydrant to
the farthest point of the project site.)

C. All fire sprinkler and/or stand pipe systems, fire alarms and commercial hood systems.
These suppression systems require review and permits by the Fire Department. The Fire
Department will issue guidelines for these various items as they may apply to this
project.

d. Project address, including suite number if applicable. If the project is within a shopping
or business center, note the name and address of the center.

e. Name and phone number of the appropriate contact person.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer must pay required fees to and request an inspection from the Water Resources
Department (1000 Buena Vista Road, Bakersfield, CA, phone: 661-326-3715) for any
underground sprinkler feeds at least 2 full business days before they are buried. The Prevention
Services Division (2101 H Street, Bakersfield CA, Ph. 661/326-3979) must complete all on-site
inspections of fire sprinkler systems and fire alarm systems before any building is occupied.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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Where fire apparatus access roads or a water supply for fire protection are required to be
installed, such protection shall be installed and made serviceable prior to and during the time of
construction.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Facilities, buildings or portions of buildings hereafter constructed shall be accessible to fire
department apparatus by way of an approved fire apparatus access road with an asphalt,
concrete or other driving surface approved by the fire chief. Must be capable of supporting the
imposed load of fire apparatus weighing at least 75,000 pounds and shall be surfaced with the
first lift of asphalt as to provide all-weather driving capabilities. All access (Permanent and
temporary) to and around any building under construction must be a least 20 feet wide (26 feet
wide where building height exceeds 30 feet), with an overhead clearance of 13 feet 6 inches,
and contain no obstruction. The fire apparatus access road shall extend to within 150 feet of all
portions of the facility and all portions of the exterior walls of the first story of the building as
measured by an approved route around the exterior of the building or facility.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Turning Radius: The minimum turning radius shall be thirty-seven feet.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer shall submit two (2) sets of plans for permits and approvals from the Fire
Department for fuel tanks or related facilities before they are installed on the site. Please
contact the Prevention Services Division at 661-326-3979 for further information.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

If you handle hazardous materials or hazardous waste on the site, the Prevention Services
Division may require a hazardous material management and/or risk management plan before
you can begin operations. Please contact them at 661-326-3979 for further information.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

If you store hazardous materials on the site in either an underground or a permanent
aboveground storage tank, a permit from the Prevention Services Division is required to install
and operate these tanks. The Prevention Services Division may also require a Spill Prevention
Control and Countermeasure Plan for storage of petroleum products above ground in quantities
of 1,320 gallons or more. Please contact them at 661-326-3979 for further information.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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9. All projects must comply with the current California Fire Code and current City of Bakersfield
Municipal Code.
APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
D. WATER RESOURCES (1000 Buena Vista Road)

(Staff contact - Tylor Hester; 661-326-3715 or THester@bakersfieldcity.us)

Property is located outside of the City of Bakersfield domestic water service area, therefore, only
pipelines and appurtenances related to fire water are subject to review.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Developer shall submit two (2) sets of utility plans signed by a California Registered Civil
Engineer to the Water Resources Department showing all offsite and onsite improvements,
including connections to the existing water main and underground fire waterlines and related
apparatuses. Include any existing nearby on or off-site hydrants on the plans. Plans shall be
submitted along with applicable plan check fees and any other associated fees per the current
fee schedule. Plans shall comply with current City Standards and Specifications, California Fire
Code, and City of Bakersfield Municipal Code. City Standards and Specifications and the current
Fee Schedule are available for download from the City’s website at
www.bakersfieldcity.us/gov/depts/water_resources/fees.htm

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Developer shall pay the required Water Resources Fire Service Inspection Fees and submit an
Inspection Request Form for any underground fire waterlines and their apparatuses at least two
(2) full business days before permanent construction. The form is available for download from
the City’s website at www.bakersfieldcity.us/gov/depts/water_resources/fees.htm

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

E. PUBLIC WORKS - ENGINEERING (1501 Truxtun Avenue)

(Staff contact - Susanna Kormendi; 661-326-3997 or SKormendi@bakersfieldcity.us)

The developer shall construct curbs, gutters, cross gutters, sidewalks, and street/alley paving
along Knudsen Drive, Landco Drive, and Street A according to adopted city standards. These
improvements shall be shown on the final building plans submitted to the Building Division
before any building permits will be issued.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer shall install streetlights along Knudsen Drive, Landco Drive, and Street ‘A’. The
developer shall be responsible for providing the labor and materials necessary to energize all
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newly installed streetlights before occupancy of the building or site. These improvements shall
be shown on the final building plans submitted to the Building Division before any building
permits will be issued. Submit street light location plan to Public Works Department for street
light number.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer shall construct standard accessible ramps at the northeast corner of Knudsen
Drive and Street ‘A’ and at the northwest corner of Landco Drive, and Street A according to
adopted city standards. These improvements shall be shown on the final building plans
submitted to the Building Division before any building permits will be issued.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer shall install new connection(s) to the public sewer system. This connection shall
be shown on the final building plans submitted to the Building Division before any building
permits will be issued.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Show on the final building plans all existing connection(s) to the public sewer system.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

All on-site areas required to be paved (i.e. parking lots, access drives, loading areas, etc.) shall
consist of concrete, asphaltic concrete (Type B. A. C.) or other paved street material approved by
the City Engineer. Pavement shall be a minimum thickness of 2 inches over 3 inches of approved
base material (i.e. Class Il A. B.) if concrete is used, it shall be a minimum thickness of 4 inches
per Municipal Code Section 17.58.060.A. This paving standard shall be noted on the final
building plans submitted to the Building Division before any building permits will be issued.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

If a grading plan is required by the Building Division, building permits will not be issued until the
grading plan is approved by both the Public Works Department and the Building Division.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

All storm water generated on the project site, including the street frontage shall be retained
onsite unless otherwise allowed by the Public Works Department (please contact the Public
Works Department — Subdivisions at 661-326-3576).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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10.

11.

12.

13.

If the project generates industrial waste, it shall be subject to the requirements of the Industrial
Waste Ordinance. An industrial waste permit must be obtained from the Public Works
Department before issuance of the building permit. To find out what type of waste is
considered industrial, please contact the Wastewater Treatment Superintendent at 661-326-
3249.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Before any building or site can be occupied, the developer must reconstruct or repair
substandard off-site street improvements that front the site to adopted city standards as
directed by the City Engineer. Please call the Construction Superintendent at 661-326-3049 to
schedule a site inspection to find out what improvements may be required prior to submitting a
grading plan. Any off-site/frontage improvements or repairs required during the site inspection
shall be shown on the grading plan.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

A street permit from the Public Works Department shall be obtained before any work can be
done within the public right-of-way (streets, alleys, easements). Please include a copy of this
site plan review decision to the department at the time you apply for this permit.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

A sewer connection fee shall be paid at the time a building permit is issued. We will base this
fee at the rate in effect at the time a building permit is issued.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

If the project is subject to the provisions of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES), a “Notice of Intent” (NOI) to comply with the terms of the General Permit to Discharge
Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity (SWRCB Order No. 2009-009-DWQ as
amended by Order No. 2010-0014-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ) must be filed with the State
Water Resources Control Board in Sacramento before the beginning of any construction activity.
Compliance with the general permit required that a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) be prepared, continuously carried out, and always be available for public inspection
during normal construction hours.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Prior to the issuance of each building permit, or if no building permit is required, the first
required City approval prior to construction, the developer/owner shall pay a Transportation
Impact Fee (TIF) for regional facilities. This fee will be based on the rate in effect at the time the
applicable approval is issued or in accordance with the Subdivision Map Act, as applicable. The
Public Works Department will calculate an estimate of the total fee upon submittal of
construction plans for the project.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer shall form a new Maintenance District. Undeveloped parcels within an existing
Maintenance District are required to update Maintenance District documents. Updated
documents, including Proposition 218 Ballot and Covenant, shall be signed and notarized. |If
there are questions, contact Alerik Hoeh at 661-326-3576.

(Note: If already within a maintenance district, may need to update the maintenance district
form.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The developer shall install a full-sized manhole in each sewer line except residential
development before it connects to the sewer main. This manhole is to be located within the
property being developed and must be easily accessible by City workers.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

This project may be located within a Planned Sewer Area. Please contact the Public Works
Department — Subdivisions at 661-326-3576 to determine what fees may apply.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

This project may be located within a Planned Drainage Area. Please contact the Public Works
Department — Subdivisions at 661-326-3576 to determine what fees may apply.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

This project may be subject to Bridge and Major Thoroughfare fees. Please contact the Public
Works Department — Subdivisions at 661-326-3576 to determine what fees may apply.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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F. PUBLIC WORKS - TRAFFIC (1501 Truxtun Avenue)

(Staff contact - Susanna Kormendi; 661-326-3997 or SKormendi@bakersfieldcity.us)

Show on the final building plans 25-foot to 42-foot wide (top-to-top) drive approach(es). Drive
approaches must be centered on drive aisles. All dimensions shall be shown on the final building
plans.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Street return type approaches, if used, shall have 20-foot minimum radius returns with a 19-ft to
36-foot throat width. All dimensions shall be shown on the final building plans.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Two-way drive aisles shall be a minimum width of 24 feet. If perpendicular (902) parking spaces
are proposed where a vehicle must back into these aisles, the minimum aisle width shall be 25
feet. All drive aisle dimension shall be shown on the final building plans.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Show the typical parking stall dimension on the final building plans (minimum stall size is 9 feet x
18 feet and shall be designed according to standards established by the Traffic Engineer).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

The Bakersfield Municipal Code (Section 17.58.050.K.) prohibits vehicles from backing out of a
parking space into a street. Please revise the parking design on the final building plans to
eliminate these spaces.

(Note: This prohibition does not include single-family homes in residential zones, or multiple
family units on local streets where the Traffic Engineer has determined that backing onto a
street will not adversely affect traffic and is similar to a single family residential driveway use.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Walls, fences, or trash enclosures within 10 feet of a sidewalk at an alley or driveway shall not
exceed 3 feet in height above the curb flow line. You must either revise the circulation design or
show on the final building plans that the maximum fence/wall height will not exceed three feet.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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7. The developer shall dedicate additional road right-of-way to the City of Bakersfield along Landco
Drive and Street ‘A’ to full local street width according to adopted city standards with the
grading plan submittal.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

8. The developer shall dedicate any sidewalk extending out of the right of way to the City of
Bakersfield for the pedestrian way along all arterial streets. This must be conducted with a
separate instrument or final map.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

9. On Knudsen Drive, striping for left turn channelization shall be provided for any access leading to
a development which, at build out, generates more than 50 peak hour trips.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

G. PUBLIC WORKS - SOLID WASTE (4101 Truxtun Avenue)
(Staff Contact - Jesus Carrera; 661-326-3114 or jcarrera@bakersfieldcity.us)

1. You must contact the staff person noted above before building permits can be issued or work
begins on the property to establish the level and type of service necessary for the collection of
refuse and/or recycled materials. Collection locations must provide enough containment area
for the refuse that is generated without violating required zoning or setback restrictions (see
Planning Division conditions). Levels of service are based on how often collection occurs as

follows:

[J  Cartservice -~ 1 cubic yard/week or less 1 time per week
Front loader bin services - 1 cubic yard/week - 12 cubic yards/day
Roll-off compactor service -- More than 12 cubic yards/day

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

2. Show on the final building plans refuse/recycle bin enclosures. Each enclosure shall be designed
according to adopted city standard (Detail # ST-27 and ST-28), at the size checked below M.
Before occupancy of the building or site is allowed, 2, 3-cubic yard front loading type
refuse/recycle bin(s) shall be placed within the required enclosure(s).

L] 6' deep x 8' wide (1 bin) L] 8' deep x 15' wide (3 bins)
L] 8' deep x 10' wide (2 bins) L] 8' deep x 20' wide (4 bins)
Or M One, 8' deep x 10' wide (inside dimension); on skids for direct stab only (1-6 yard
recycling bin)
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(Note: All measurements above are curb-to-curb dimensions inside the enclosure. If both
refuse and recycling containers are to be combined in the same enclosure area, this area must
be expanded in size to accommodate multiple containers/bins - contact the staff person above
for the appropriate enclosure size.)

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Examples of enclosure styles can be found on (Detail # ST-32).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Show on the final building plans one compactor roll-off bin location(s), designed according to
adopted City standards (Detail # ST-30 and ST-31). Please contact staff for additional
information on compactor requirements and placement.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Facilities that require infectious waste services shall obtain approval for separate infectious
waste storage areas from the Kern County Health Department. In no instances shall the refuse
bin area be used for infectious waste containment purposes.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Facilities that require grease containment must provide a storage location that is separate from
the refuse bin location. This shall be shown on the final building plans. If a grease interceptor is
to be used instead of a grease containment bin, the plans must still show the location of an
adequately sized enclosure should a grease containment bin be required at a future date. The
grease containment bin shall not share the same enclosure as the refuse/recyclable/organic bin
enclosure.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Facilities with existing refuse service must improve the service location area(s) according to
adopted City standards (Detail # ST-27 and ST-28). These improvements shall be clearly shown
on the final building plans.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

If utilities are incorporated into the enclosure design, they shall not interfere with space
provided for refuse bins and must provide sufficient protection measures to guard the utilities
from damage.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:
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10.

11.

Enclosures shall not be located in an area that would cause refuse trucks to interfere with drive
thru traffic flow entering or exiting the site, drive thru lanes, etc.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE:

Businesses are required to have sufficient capacity of refuse/recycling/organic material storage
to go without service for 1 day (Sunday). At any time refuse/recycling/organic services become
an issue, businesses shall construct a second refuse enclosure to meet the demand. The second
enclosure shall be approved by the City prior to construction.

APPLICANT