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1.  Executive Summary 
 

This section provides an overview of the project, the City of McFarland 2040 General Plan (Plan), and the 

environmental analysis involved with the project. For detailed discussions of Plan impacts and listed 

mitigation measures related to the Plan, please refer to the specific environmental analysis sections 

contained in Chapter 4, sections 4.1 through 4.20 of this Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

 

1.1. Environmental Procedures 

This document is a Program EIR which analyzes potential environmental impacts of the adoption of the 

proposed McFarland 2040 General Plan. The Program EIR is non-specific and does not evaluate the 

impacts of specific projects that may be used to implement the Plan. Specific projects will require separate 

assessment to determine any environmental impacts and to secure necessary development permits. 

While subsequent environmental review can be tiered off this EIR, the City of McFarland 2040 General 

Plan EIR does not intend to address impacts of individual projects. The scope of the EIR was established 

by the City of McFarland through the EIR scoping process. 

 

1.2. Location and Boundaries of the Plan Area 

1.2.1.  PLAN AREA LOCATION 

The City ƻŦ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘ ǎƛǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ YŜǊƴ /ƻǳƴǘȅ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀΩs Central Valley. Map 

1-1 displays the location of McFarland in relation to the State of California. Map 1-2 displays the location 

of McFarland within Kern County. The City is located along Highway 99, approximately 25 miles north of 

Bakersfield and approxƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ǎŜǾŜƴ ƳƛƭŜǎ ǎƻǳǘƘ ƻŦ 5ŜƭŀƴƻΦ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΩǎ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊƛŜǎ ŜƴŎƻƳǇŀǎǎ 

approximately three-square miles of land consisting of mostly residential, institutional, and agricultural 

ǳǎŜǎΦ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΩǎ {ǇƘŜǊŜ ƻŦ LƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƛƳŀǊƛƭȅ ŀƎricultural.  

McFarland's climate consists of hot and dry summers and cool winters. Annual rainfall averages seven 

inches and average snowfall is zero inches. McFarland experiences sunny days for 274 days per year on 

average. 
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MAP 1-1: LOCATION OF MCFARLAND WITHIN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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MAP 1-2: LOCATION OF MCFARLAND WITHIN KERN COUNTY 
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1.2.2.  PLAN AREA BOUNDARIES 

 
Prior to 2020, the planning area for the City of McFarland encompassed approximately 12.12 square 

miles (7,760 acres) south of the City of Delano and north of the City of Bakersfield. The area includes 

άeast sideέ and άwest sideέ neighborhoods on the two sides of the north-south Highway 99 and Union 

Pacific railroad rights-of-way. The Sphere of Influence (SOI) approved by the Local Area Formation 

Commission (LAFCO) is defined as the planning boundary outside of the CityΩǎ ƭŜƎŀƭ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ; the SOI 

designates McFarlaƴŘΩǎ ǇǊƻōŀōƭŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ŀǊŜŀΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ, to which this 

document refers, is a compilation from the boundaries of existing and potential future extents of the 

City and its SOI. The Plan details the future development of the City. The CityΩǎ {hL ƛǎ ǎƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ 

expanded after 2020 with inclusion of the land along Highway 99 south toward State Route 46 and 

the Famoso interchange. This proposed expanded Sphere of Influence is to encompass approximately 

18.37 square miles (11,760 acres). Since a Sustainable Agriculture Element is included in this General 

Plan update and agricultural lands surround the City ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ {hLΣ ǘƘŜ άǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀέ ŜȄǘŜƴŘǎ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ 

beyond the proposed SOI to cover an area of approximately 23 square miles or 14,760 acres.  

  

1.3. Plan Summary 

This project is a comprehensive update of the General Plan for the City of McFarland, California. State law 

requires cities and counties to prepare and adopt a General Plan to serve as a guiding document for land 

use and development decisions. The General Plan is developed with public input as well as demographic 

and planning research. It is typically prepared looking over a 15 to 20-year timeline, and must be 

periodically updated according to State law, with the Housing Element requiring more frequent updates.  

The General Plan is separated into thematic elements. All elements must be consistent with each other. 

Seven elements are required for all General Plans in California, with two further elements required for 

communities meeting certain criteria that exist in McFarland. Optional elements may also be included; 

and they carry the same legal force and status as the required elements. This General Plan includes five 

optional elements. The fourteen elements include:  

Required: Land Use, Circulation, Housing, Safety, Conservation, Open Space, and Noise  

Required in San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District: Air Quality  

Required in Disadvantaged Communities: Environmental Justice  

Optional: Economic Development, Health, Community Design, Public Facilities, and Sustainable 

Agriculture  
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1.4. Summary of Alternatives to the Proposed Plan 

The Business-As-Usual Alternative is based on historic growth patterns and land use trends. The Business-

As-Usual Alternative includes the expansion of the City and its Sphere of Influence (SOI) to the south with 

unrestricted conversion of agricultural land to various types of development. This alternative envisions 

primarily commercial and industrial development along Highway 99. Residential, institutional, and other 

development continues to the west and to the east of the Highway 99 corridor. Transportation systems 

remain automobile-oriented with some improvements for pedestrian connectivity and comfort. Extensive 

development, including residential development, would occur in 100-year and 500-year floodplains, 

presenting risks to life and property. Utilities must expand and improve to provide adequate capacity, 

especially wastewater and stormwater on the east side of the City. 

 

The Moderate Growth and Redevelopment Alternative advocates focusing growth on underutilized and 

vacant parcels to concentrate growth within walkable, bikeable, or bus-ride distances to retail and 

services. This alternative identifies 5 areas of proposed growth:  

Downtown Core 
Mixed-use commercial and residential development close to shops, amenities, and public spaces.  

North and West Neighborhoods  
Commercial infill, high density housing, and improved connectivity to activity hubs in the City.  

Southern Highway Commercial 
New commercial area south of the City along Highway 99 to create opportunities for such 
businesses as grocery stores and retail centers that require large space. 

East Neighborhood 
Mixed-use office buildings along the highway corridor, accessory dwelling units (ADUs) 
throughout the neighborhood, and improved connectivity to the west side of the City. 

The Moderate Growth and Redevelopment Alternative prioritizes mixed-use designations and infill 

development to create growth within the City while reducing sprawl and improving residential transport 

connectivity. This alternative also offers diverse transportation options that address walkability and bike-

ability between neighborhoods of the City and the expansion of existing bus transit service.  

 

The Smart Growth Alternative accounts for the most aggressive population growth for the City of 

McFarland, maximizing infill within the City and new development outside of the existing City boundary 

to accommodate the maximum population, housing, and job targets. This alternative identifies three key 

areas for growth of housing and jobs across the City:  

Downtown Infill 

The entire downtown core is to be designated for mixed-use development which would allow 

buildings to host commercial or office on the first floor and residential units on the upper floors. 

This increase in density has the potential to offer density bonus opportunities for affordable 

housing developers.  
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Westside Expansion 

A range of low-to-high density residential developments to accommodate projected population 

growth. High-density residential development is proposed along Garzoli Avenue, the west ŜƴŘΩǎ 

main arterial roadway, while medium and low-density housing is proposed on slower moving 

residential streets.  

Highway 99 Improvements 

This area promotes highway-serving commercial uses such as gas stations and hotels, as well as 

industrial uses such as manufacturing along Highway 99.  

The Smart Growth Alternative focuses its aggressive growth in three key areas to serve the needs of 

neighborhoods, the region, and travelers on Highway 99. To avoid locating new residential development 

in hazard areas, the Smart Growth Alternative increases the density of housing typologies, particularly in 

the Downtown Infill and Westside expansion key growth areas. Additionally, new mixed-use and 

commercial development are prioritized in the Downtown Infill to support a vibrant downtown core and 

at key intersections within the Westside Expansion key growth area (Garzoli Avenue at Perkins, Sherwood, 

and Taylor Avenues). It also prioritizes commercial development along Highway 99 to encourage highway 

travelers to stop for services in McFarland.  

 

The Preferred Growth Alternative is the vision for development changes in McFarland by the year 2040. 

This alternative includes a combination of the ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΩǎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǎΣ ŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ 

three alternatives. The Preferred Growth Alternative influences future land use designations, housing 

allocation, and circulation improvements needed to meet the population growth projections and targets 

for job growth.  

The main features of this alternative include medium and high-density mixed-use downtown and along 

major arterials west of downtown as well as the establishment of neighborhood retail centers. This 

provides the opportunity to integrate housing and commercial uses, making services readily accessible to 

large segments of the population. In addition to mixed use commercial, this alternative includes 

commercial uses along Highway 99 to cater for pass-through traffic and industrial uses to the south to 

boost the availability of jobs. The Preferred Alternative therefore includes the following variety of changes 

to land use:  

¶ Infill development for housing and commercial growth on the west side of the City.  

¶ A neighborhood commercial corridor along Kern Avenue to serve the east side of the City.  

¶ Downtown mixed-use redevelopment to create a vibrant atmosphere in the center of the City.  

¶ Commercial and industrial development along Highway 99.  

¶ Additional Accessory Dwelling Units in the Central McFarland neighborhoods. 

Circulation for this alternative, includes a network of complete streets, a pedestrian and bike network, 

new transit stops for internal transit service and at major commercial centers along Highway 99, and safer 

pedestrian crossings between the east and west sides of the City. These new circulation connections are 

to expand multi-modal transportation throughout the City.  
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The Plan concentrates development in key growth areas to target McFarland's most optimal locations for 

development: Downtown, Western McFarland, and the Highway 99 Corridor. Growth areas are designed 

ǘƻ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ƳŀȄƛƳǳƳ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǿƘƛƭŜ ŀƭƛƎƴƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΩǎ ŘŜǎƛǊŜǎ ǘƻ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ-

based City. Even with the many changes, McFarland's small-town community character is envisioned to 

remain. The full description of the Preferred Growth Alternative (Chapter 5 of the General Plan) includes 

the identification of further implications for each of the General Plan elements. 

 

1.5. Issues to be Resolved 

Section §15123(b) (3) of the 2016 CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR identify issues to be resolved. This 

includes the choice among alternatives and whether or how to mitigate significant effects. Regarding the 

proposed Plan, major issues to be resolved are outlined below and include decisions by the City of 

McFarland, as lead agency, on this EIR. Issues relate to the following:  

¶ Whether this EIR adequately describes the environmental impacts of the proposed McFarland 
2040 General Plan.  

¶ Whether the benefits of the Plan override those environmental impacts that cannot be feasibly 
avoided or mitigated to a level of insignificance  

¶ Whether the proposed land use changes are compatible with the character of the existing area  

¶ Whether the identified goals, policies or mitigation measures should be adopted or modified  

¶ Whether there are other mitigation measures that should be applied to the Plan besides those 
Mitigation Measures identified in the EIR  

¶ Whether there are any alternatives to the Plan that would substantially lessen any of the 
significant impacts of the proposed Plan and achieve most of the basic objectives.  

 

1.6. Areas of Controversy 

The City of McFarland issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR on November 16, 2020 and again on 

March 4, 2021 (due to uncertainty with transmissions of communications during a pandemic, lockdowns, 

and remote work conditions). The State Clearinghouse posted the NOP officially at the CEQA.net site on 

April 12, 2021 to conform with its transition to electronic noticing. The scoping period ran from November 

16, 2020 until May 12, 2021, during which members of the public and responsible agencies were invited 

to submit comments related to the content and scope of the EIR for the McFarland 2040 General Plan. 

Additional comments were received during the General Plan outreach phase. These NOP comments are 

summarized below, followed by input from the General Plan community meetings as main areas of 

controversy and concern for the project. 
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1.6.1. NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENTS: 

1.6.1.1. NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 

During the NOP period, the project team received comments from the Native American Heritage 

Commission (NAHC). Appendix to Section 1.6 contains the full letter. The following subsections identify 

the key issues and remedies. 

1. [NAHC pg. 1, paragraph 3 to pg. 2, paragraph 1] The NAHC recommends consultation with 
California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 
geographic area of the proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid inadvertent 
discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources. This 
invitation for consultation is mandatory under Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) and is required to be sent 
out 14 days before completion of an application. The tribes should be provided a 30-day window 
to respond.  
 
The City of McFarland sent out an invitation for consultation letter to 19 tribes historically or 
culturally associated with the geographic area on December 14, 2020. The letter can be found in 
the Appendix to section 1.6 of the EIR. Those tribes that responded indicated the project area was 
outside ancestral lands and thus needed no consultation.  
 

2. [NAHC pg. 2, paragraph 2] The Native American Heritage Commission (the Commission) also 
advises that under AB 52, a lead agency should begin the consultation process within 30 days of 
receiving a request for consultation from a California Native American tribe that is traditionally 
and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.  

There were no requests for consultation for the McFarland 2040 General Plan update as indicated 

in response to NAHC 1. 

 
3. [NAHC pg. 2, paragraphs 3 & 4] The Commission provides the following required topics of 

consultation if a tribe requests to discuss them including: alternatives to the project, 
recommended mitigation measures, and significant effects. Additionally, the Commission also 
encloses the following discretionary topics for consultation: type of environmental review 
ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅΣ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘǊƛōŀƭ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΣ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ ƻƴ 
tribal cultural resources, and if necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for 
preservation or mitigation that the tribe may recommend to the lead agency.  

There were no requests for consultation for the McFarland 2040 General Plan update as indicated 

in response to NAHC 1. 

 
4. [NAHC pg. 2, paragraph 5] Government Codes §6254 (r) and §6254.10 dictate that with some 

exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of 
tribal cultural resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental 
review process cannot be included in the EIR. Instead, information submitted by a California 
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Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published 
in a confidential appendix unless otherwise stated.  

No information from any California Native American Tribe has been submitted to the City during 

this environmental review process.  

 
5. [NAHC pg. 2, paragraph 6] The NAHC advises that per AB 52, if a project has a significant impact 
ƻƴ ŀ ǘǊƛōŀƭ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜΣ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅΩǎ 9Lw ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎΦ  

No tribes requested consultation in regard to this project nor did any tribe expose any possible 

impacts that this Plan may have on a tribal cultural resource.  

 
6. [NAHC pg. 3, paragraph 1] The Commission lays out how to determine the conclusion of a 

consultation following AB 52.  

However, no tribes requested consultation for the McFarland 2040 General Plan update.  

 
7. [NAHC pg. 3, paragraph 2] Pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2, any mitigation 

measures agreed upon in the consultation should be recommended for inclusion in the EIR.  

No tribes requested consultation for the McFarland 2040 General Plan update, nevertheless, the 

Plan (and Section 4.5.3 of the EIR) include the following mitigation policies:  

Policy OS 2.1.1: tǊƻǘŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅΩǎ Ƙistoric cultural resources.  

Program OS 2.1.1.1: Include Native American Tribal Authorities in environmental 
review processes.  

Program OS 2.1.1.2: Provide confidential review and protection for cultural 
heritage resources if present or found during development.  

Policy OS 2.1.3: Foster an appreciation of diverse cultural identities through geographic 
and historical context.  

Program OS 2.1.3.1: Establish a system of signage that promotes and provides 
historical context for open space resources.  

Program OS 2.1.3.2: Promote the McFarland historical society. 

Furthermore, the EIR on the 2040 McFarland General Plan has the following mitigations:  

MITIGATION CULT-2A 

The City of McFarland shall implement the following policy: 

In the event that archeological or paleontological resource is unearthed or otherwise 

discovered during construction related activities associated with the proposed Plan, all 

work must be suspended until a qualified archeologist is consulted. 
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MITIGATION CULT 4A: 

The City of McFarland will implement the following policy in accordance with California 

Public Resources Code Chapter 1.75 Section 5097.9 ς 5097.991 and Section 7050 of the 

Health and Safety Code: 

In the event human remains are discovered during the build-out of the Plan's proposed 

developments, construction must be stopped, and a qualified coroner must be contacted 

to determine if the remains are of Native American origin. If the coroner makes this 

determination, the coroner should contact the Native American Heritage Commission 

within 24 hours. 

 
8. [NAHC pg. 3, paragraphs 3 & 4] The Commission recommends that if substantial evidence 

demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, even if no 
consultations occur, the City shall consider feasible mitigation.  

No evidence has been found to demonstrate that the Plan will cause a significant effect to a tribal 

resource, nevertheless, the Plan (and Section 4.5.3 of the EIR) include mitigation policies and 

measures identified in the response to NAHC 7. 

 

9. [NAHC pg. 3, paragraph 5] The Commission explains that EIR reports cannot be certified and a 
negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration cannot be adopted unless one of the 
following occurred: 

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as 
provided in Public Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant 
to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2.  

b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or 
otherwise failed to engage in the consultation process.  

c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public 
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. 
(Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (d)).  

By April 14, 2021, 120 days after the invitation for consultation was sent out, no tribes had 

requested consultation, therefore the EIR meets the requirements under this section. 

 
10. [NAHC pg. 4, paragraph 2] The Commission advises that under Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) when 

adopting or updating a General Plan, the City of McFarland is required to contact the appropriate 
tribes identified by the NAHC. The tribes have 90 days to respond and, if a tribe, once contacted, 
requests consultation the City must consult with the tribe on the plan proposal.  

The City requested a ά¢Ǌƛōŀƭ /ƻƴǎǳƭǘŀǘƛƻƴ [ƛǎǘέ and sent out an invitation for consultation to all 19 

tribes on the list. The invitation and consultation list are included in the Appendix to section 1.6 

of the EIR.  
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11.  [NAHC pg. 4, paragraphs 3, 4, & 5] The Commission recommends that per SB 18, the City shall 
protect the confidentiality of the information concerning the specific identity, location, character, 
and use of places during a consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal 
consultation. Additionally, the NAHC includes the condition under which a consultation is 
considered concluded.  

There were no requests for consultation for the McFarland 2040 General Plan update. 

 
12. [NAHC pg. 4, paragraph 6] The NAHC urges the City to request Native American Tribal Contact 
[ƛǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ά{ŀŎǊŜŘ [ŀƴŘǎ CƛƭŜέ ǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ b!I/Φ  

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) provided ŀ ά¢Ǌƛōŀƭ /ƻƴǎǳƭǘŀǘƛƻƴ [ƛǎǘέ in 

December 2020. Appendix to section 1.6 of the EIR includes the consultation list. 

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) conducted a ά{ŀŎǊŜŘ [ŀƴŘǎ CƛƭŜέ search in 

December 2020 for archaeological resources and concluded as follows: 

ά¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŀŎǊŜŘ [ŀƴŘǎ CƛƭŜ ό{[Cύ ŎƘŜŎƪ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛǾŜ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ 

IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜΦέΦ  

 
13. [NAHC pg. 4, paragraph 8] The Commission recommends that the City contact the appropriate 

regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center for an archaeological 
records search.  

A recent CHRIS search conducted for the City of McFarland 2016 General Plan EIR found the 

following: 

It άƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ мп ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘŜŘ ǎǘǳŘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ мп ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎources within the project 
site and 200-foot buffer. All of the cultural resources are built environment and were 
constructed during the 20th century. One resource, the Friant-Kern Canal is determined 
as eligible for the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and National Register 
ƻŦ IƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ tƭŀŎŜǎ bwItΦέ  (City of McFarland. 2016. General Plan Amendment 
Environmental Impact Report) 
 

14. [NAHC pg. 4, paragraph 9] The NAHC recommends the City to prepare a professional report 
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey should an 
archaeological inventory survey be required.  

No such survey was required for this Plan and no report was prepared.  

 
15. [NAHC pg. 5, paragraph 1] The Commission recommends that the City of McFarland contact the 

NAHC for a Sacred Lands File search and a Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate 
tribes for consultation.  

The NAHC conducted a Sacred Lands File search and provided a Native American Tribal 

Consultation List in early December 2020. Response to NAHC 12 includes additional details.  
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16. [NAHC pg. 5, paragraph 2] The Commission explains that lack of surface evidence of archaeological 

resources (including tribal cultural resources) does not preclude their subsurface existence. 
Therefore, the EIR should include provisions for the identification and evaluation of inadvertently 
discovered archaeological resources, provision for the disposition of recovered cultural items that 
are not burial associated in consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans, and provisions 
for the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains.  
 
Policies in the Plan (and Section 4.5.3 of the EIR) include mitigation policies and measures 
identified in the response to NAHC 7 that address these recommendations.  
 

 

1.6.1.2. CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION (DCON) 

During the NOP period, the project team received comments from the Division of Land Resource 

Protection of the California Department of Conservation (DCON). Appendix to Section 1.6 contains the full 

letter. The following subsections identify the key issues and remedies. 

1. [DCON pg. 1, paragraph 3] The Department recognizes ǘƘŜ tƭŀƴΩǎ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ōŀƭŀƴŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀŘŜ-
off between housing choices, economic growth, and protection of the natural environment. The 
following are some of the General Plan policies the Department acknowledges: 

Policy LU 1.1.1: Expand the range of allowable housing types and areas in which they may be built.  

Policy LU 1.3.1: Develop compatible industrial, commercial, and other uses along Highway 99.  

Policy LU 1.4.1: Preserve open space in new residential developments.  

Policy LU 2.1.3: Focus future commercial development in existing commercial corridors.  

Policy LU 3.1.1: Reduce conflicts between incompatible land uses.  

Policy ED 1.1.1: Balance industrial, commercial, agricultural, and residential needs.  

Policy ED 2.1.1: Use the 2nd Street corridor as catalyst for downtown improvement. 

Policy ED 3.2.2: Facilitate strategic placement of businesses. 

Policy OS 2.1.2: Promote the use of open space for cultural and community enrichment. 

Policy AG 1.2.1: Encourage economically sound development of natural resources. 

Policy AG 2.1.1: Assess potential impacts of development on agricultural lands. 

Policy AG 3.1.4: Protect open space wherever possible. 

 

2. [DCON pg. 2, paragraph 1] The Plan acknowledges the fact that the loss of agriculture land as a 
ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ŀ ƳŀƧƻǊ ƭƻǎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜΩǎ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ 
encourages the protection and preservation of agricultural lands through its goals, objectives, and 
policies. The Department also urges the City to implement an Agricultural Mitigation Program to 
show commitment to the protection of agricultural lands. The following are some of the General 
Plan policies that encourage the protection and preservation of agricultural lands as well as show 
commitment to the protection of agricultural lands: 
 
Objective AG 1.1: Protect prime farmland from non-agricultural development 
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Policy AG 1.1.1: Give priority to agricultural uses in agricultural areas. 
Program AG 1.1.1.1: aŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ǳǇ ǘƻ ŘŀǘŜ ƳŀǇǇƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅΩǎ {ǇƘŜǊŜ ƻŦ 
Influence under Williamson Act Contracts. 
Program AG 1.1.1.2: Prohibit annexation of properties under Williamson Act contracts 
unless a Notice of Non-renewal has been filed. 
Program AG 1.1.1.3: Adopt a Right-to-Farm ordinance. 

Policy AG 1.2.1: Encourage economically sound development of natural resources.  
Program AG 1.2.1.1: Protect open space through Williamson Act and conservation 
easements, prioritizing areas for continued production by 2025, and committing to 
easements by 2030. 

 
Policy AG 2.1.1: Assess potential impacts of development on agricultural lands. 

Program AG 2.1.1.1: Evaluate project impacts on neighboring agricultural lands when 
approving new developments  
Program AG 2.1.1.2: Evaluate Williamson Act contracts within and near City limits and 
evaluate alternative soil conservation land uses on Prime Farmlands.  
Program AG 2.1.1.3: Prioritize the procurement of non-Williamson Act agricultural lands for 
annexation. 

Policy AG 3.1.4: Protect open space wherever possible.  
Program AG 3.1.4.1: Preserve open space in agricultural production and conservation 
easements where possible.  
Program AG 3.1.4.2: Encourage preservation of open space through Williamson Act or other 
tax-based incentive programs designed to reduce property tax burden on productive 
farmers.  
Program AG 3.1.4.3: Encourage adoption of open space easements to reduce risk and 

provide a public benefit where safety concerns such as floodable area and pipeline and 

transmission lines are present. 

Policy AG 6.2.1: Minimize the influence of speculative land transactions on the price of farmland  
Program AG 6.2.1.1: Use voluntary purchase or voluntary transfer of development rights 
programs to limit intrusion of residential development into agricultural lands.  
Program AG 6.2.1.2: Support maintaining the maximum amount of land in parcel sizes that 
farmers are willing to lease or buy for agricultural purposes.  

 
Policy AG 6.2.2: Minimize the impact of residential parcels on adjacent agricultural operations  

Program AG 6.2.2.1: Cluster development parcels to locate lots close to existing residences  
Program AG 6.2.2.2: Use natural features such as ridge tops, creeks, and groves of trees to 
separate parcels from the farming areas wherever practical in areas where clustered 
subdivision is permitted.  
Program AG 6.2.2.3: Place agricultural easements on residual farming parcels at the time 
that subdivisions are developed where clustered subdivision is permitted to the extent 
allowed by law.  
Program AG 6.2.2.4: Add regulations to the development code to restrict the size and extent 

of non-agricultural development on agricultural lands. 

 
Policy AG 7.1.1: Assure that the primary use of any parcel within the agricultural land use category is 

agricultural production and related processing, support services, and visitor-serving uses. 
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1.6.1.3. SOUTHERN SAN JOAQUIN MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT (SSJMUD) 

During the NOP period, the project team received comments from Southern San Joaquin Municipal Utility 

District (SSJMUD). Appendix to Section 1.6 contains the full letter. The following subsections identify the 

key issues and remedies. 

 

SSJMUD Comments on the Draft General Plan:  

1. [SSJMUD pg. 1, paragraph 3] SSJMUD acknowledges that the City has added Program SAF 2.4.1.4 
to "enact new measures as needed according to protocols established by the Kern Water 
Authority. SSJMUD further asserts that  KGA's member agencies (which include SSJMUD) are 
responsible for SGMA implementation within their respective Management Areas. SSJMUD 
contends that the General Plan Update has not made specific mention of the SSJMUD 
Management Area Plan or the KGA GSP.  
 
±ƻƭǳƳŜ м ƻŦ ǘƘŜ DŜƴŜǊŀƭ tƭŀƴ ŜƴǘƛǘƭŜŘ ά.ŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ wŜǇƻǊǘέΣ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘs existing settings, 
regulatory framework, and recommendations from appropriate references. Volume 1 has several 
references to the KGA GSP. The policy document (or General Plan) only has one specific reference 
to the KGA GSP as follows: 

Program SAF 2.4.1.4: Enact new measures as needed according to protocols established 
by the Kern Groundwater Authority. (pg. 126) 

 

Consequent to this comment from SSJMUD, Volume 1 now has additional references to the 

SSJMUD Management Area Plan  as section 17.2.6, which states the following: 

17.2.6 Southern San Joaquin Municipal Utility District (SSJMUD) Management Area Plan  

¢ƘŜ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ !ǊŜŀ tƭŀƴ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜǎ ǘƘŜ {{Wa¦5Ωǎ όǘƘŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘύ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƳǇƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀ 
state regulated Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) of 2014 which requires 
groundwater basins to achieve a balanced average inflow and outflow of water. Groundwater is 
used in this region to support agricultural production and industrial practices that support the 
economic viability of ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ Ǝƻŀƭ ǘƻ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ŀƴŘ ƻǳǘŦƭƻǿǎΣ ŀǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ 
in this plan, is expected to prevent the lowering of average groundwater levels beyond 2040 as 
well as avoid water quality degradation and land subsidence. The management area plan includes 
ŀ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ƻǾŜǊǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎΩ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭΣ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǿŀǘŜǊ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΣ 
including groundwater storage, water quality, and land subsidence. 

 

Similarly, policies are modified or new policies are added to Volume 2 as follows: 

Policy SAF 2.4.3: Identify groundwater recharge locations where soil and geography allow for 

infiltration. 

Program SAF 2.4.3.3: Identify and evaluate potential land holdings to be purchased and 

used as spreading ponds 
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Program CON 2.1.2.3: Prepare an urban water management plan (UWMP) as population 

ƎǊƻǿǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅΩǎ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ŀǊŜŀ ŜȄǇŀƴŘǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƳǇƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ {. т·-7 (Water Conservation 

Act of 2009). Develop the plan to decrease water use in public landscapes by 25% of 

2018 levels by 2035. Convert existing landscapes to drip systems and replace 

landscapes requiring significant irrigation with drought tolerant vegetation.  

Program PF 1.1.1.1: Continue monitoring water quality in accordance with SSJMUD 

monitoring standards and publish results as available. 

 

Objective AG 2.4: Achieve groundwater sustainability by 2040 

Policy AG 2.4.1: Collaborate and maintain consistency with SSJMUD Management Area Plan 

Program AG 2.4.1.1: Encourage participation in SSJMUD In-Lieu Recharge Incentive 
Program. 
Program AG 2.4.1.2: Encourage improvements to individual farming operations that 
address water use efficiency through SSJMUD On-Farm Efficiency Incentive Program 
Program AG 2.4.1.3: Encourage improvements to individual farming operations that 
address groundwater protection and recharge through SSJMUD On-Farm Recharge 
Activities Incentive Program. 

Program AG 2.4.1.4: Prioritize conversion of lands with lower agricultural potential and 
non-Williamson Act contract lands from agricultural use to urban use as necessary to 
accommodate growth. 
Program AG 2.4.1.5: Encourage participation in SSJMUD in-District Allocation Structure, 
which would allow for the transfer of groundwater pumping credits within the District. 
Program AG 2.4.1.6: Support SSJMUD to develop and implement a voluntary land 
fallowing program during droughts when the District may not be able to meet in-District 
demand from increases in the volume of imported water. 

Program AG 2.4.1.7: Support SSJMUD in imposing restrictions that limit groundwater 
pumping when the District or the entire Subbasin are nearing a condition where they are 
unable to meet sustainable management criteria even with the implementation of the 
projects and management actions in the SSJMUD Management Area Plan.  

 

Program AG 3.1.1.1: Encourage water-saving measures in farming through user 

education in McFarland and its sphere of influence to reduce water use and maintain 

groundwater levels. 

 

2. [SSJMUD pg. 2, paragraph 1] SSJMUD encourages participation in monitoring localized impacts as 
outlined in the KGA GSP and the SSJMUD Management Area Plan to avoid violating SGMA. The 
following are some of the General Plan policies that encourage participation in monitoring 
localized impacts: 

Policy PF 1.1.1: Protect water quality.  
Program PF 1.1.1.1: Continue monitoring water quality and publish results as available.  

Program PF 1.1.1.2: Continue to monitor the condition of pipes and general infrastructure 
for water distribution (pg. 151) 

 
3. [SSJMUD pg. 2, paragraph 2] SSJMUD acknowledges that the General Plan has also included Policy 

SAF 2.4.3 which states that the City will "identify groundwater recharge locations where soil and 
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geography allow for infiltration" (Policy SAF 2.4.3) but notes that the policy raises the question of 
where the City will obtain supplies for its proposed recharge activities and how the City plans to 
deliver water to these proposed facilities. Policy SAF 2.4.3 states the following: 

 
Policy SAF 2.4.3: Identify groundwater recharge locations where soil and geography allow for 
infiltration. (pg. 126) 

 
Additional policy is added to address SSJMUD concern as follows: 

Program PF 1.2.2.4: Direct treated wastewater from expanded sewer facilities to 
designated areas for groundwater recharge. (pg. 153) 

  
4. [SSJMUD pg. 2, paragraph 3] The District supports Program PF 1.2.2.2 (expand sewer facilities in 

eastern McFarland) as it would result in protection of groundwater quality and provide a source 
of beneficially reusable water, which says the following: 

 
Program PF 1.2.2.2: Expand sewer facilities in Eastern McFarland, including the 
construction of a new wastewater treatment plant. (pg. 152) 

Additional policy language is added as follows: 

Program PF 1.2.2.4: Direct treated wastewater from expanded sewer facilities to 
designated areas for groundwater recharge. (pg. 153) 
 

SSJMUD Comments on the Sustainable Agriculture Element: 

5. [SSJMUD pg. 2, paragraph 6] SSJMUD notes that the Sustainable Agriculture element of the Plan 
does not consider the conversion of uncultivated or fallowed land into permanent groundwater 
recharge which would assist in reducing water demand and in providing locations for permanent 
groundwater recharge activities to augment groundwater supply.  

Additional policy is added as follows: 

Program PF 1.2.2.3: Designate uncultivated or fallowed land into temporary and 
permanent areas for groundwater recharge. (pg. 153) 

 

6. [SSJMUD pg. 3, paragraph 3] The District recommends the use of the SSJMUD Management Area 
Plan and KGA GSP as a starting point for discussing and developing the drought readiness 
measures promoted in Program AG 3.1.2.2, which states the following: 
 

Program AG 3.1.2.2: Cooperate with agricultural industry stakeholders in the City and its 
Sphere of Influence to promote drought readiness measures. (pg. 157) 
 

Additional policy is added to address SSJMUD recommendations as Program AG 2.4.1.6 which 

states: 

 Program AG 2.4.1.6: Support SSJMUD to develop and implement a voluntary 
land fallowing program during droughts when the District may not be able to 
meet in-District demand from increases in the volume of imported water.  
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7. [SSJMUD pg. 3, paragraph 4] The District is supportive of the continued beneficial reuse of treated 

water from the wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) for irrigation and encourages the expansion 
of the use of recycled water as additional WWTP effluent becomes available as outlined in 
Objective AG 10.3, which states the following: 
 
Objective AG 10.3: Encourage the use of recycled water (pg. 163) 

 

1.6.1.4. DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL (DTSC) 

During the NOP period, the project team received comments from Department of Toxic Substances 

Control (DTSC). Appendix to Section 1.6 contains the full letter. The following subsections identify the key 

issues and remedies. 

 

17. [DTSC pg. 1, paragraph 3] The Department of Toxic Substances Control (the Department) 
recommends that the EIR should acknowledge the potential for historic or future activities on or 
near the project site to result in the release of hazardous wastes/substances on the project site. 
The EIR should identify the responsible agencies and mechanisms to instigate an investigation 
into the nature and extent of any contamination occurrences, and the potential threat to public 
health and/or the environment. The EIR addresses this recommendation in Section 4.8.3 as 
follows: 

HAZ ς 2: Build-out of the proposed Plan will create a less-than-significant hazard to the 

public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions 

involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. 

Proposed industrial and commercial land uses in the Plan have the potential to create a 
significant hazard in upset or accident conditions if they involve the use, production, or 
transport of hazardous materials; however, all subsequent projects of the proposed Plan 
will require CEQA review and mitigation of impacts associated with hazardous materials. 
Furthermore, in the case that the release of hazardous materials occurs, the City should 
ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΣ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǇǊƻǘƻŎƻƭ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ IŀȊŀǊŘƻǳǎ aŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎ 
Area Plan to carry out a study to evaluate the nature and extent of the contamination, 
and the potential threat to public health and/or the environment. The proposed Plan also 
includes additional policies and programs addressing hazardous materials sites that this 
draft EIR notes in Section 4.8.3. 

18. [DTSC pg. 2, paragraph 1] The Department warns of the potential for aerially deposited lead 
(ADL) contamination of soils along major roadways as a result of the historical practice of adding 
lead compounds to gasoline. The following programs are included in the General Plan which 
address this concern:  
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Program SAF 3.1.2.2: When approving new development, encourage the preparation of 
a report certifying that the site has been surveyed for hazardous contaminants and has 
been appropriately remediated for the future proposed use. 

Program SAF 3.1.6.4: Encourage developers to investigate development sites to identify 
hazardous materials.  

 In addition, section 4.8.3 of this draft EIR include such explanations as the following: 

HAZ ς 4: Build-out of the proposed plan will create a  less-than-significant hazard to the 

public or the environment as a result of development on a site which is included on a list 

of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to government code section 65962.5.   

According to an EnviroStor search conducted in 2019, there were three DTSC cleanup sites 

within City limits and one cleanup site within the planned annexation south of McFarland. 

The proposed Plan will not change the existing land uses on the contamination sites 

without mitigation. Additionally, there is a potential for aerially deposited lead (ADL) soil 

contamination along highway 99. Projects associated with development along highway 

99 should include soil sampling to test for ADL. All subsequent projects of the proposed 

Plan will require CEQA review and mitigation of impacts associated with hazardous 

materials. The proposed Plan also includes additional policies and programs addressing 

hazardous materials sites that this draft EIR notes in Section 4.8.3. 

 
19. [DTSC pg. 2, paragraph 2] DTSC recommends that any project sites with current and/or former 

mining operations onsite or in the project site area should be evaluated for mine-waste. The City 
has restrictions in its municipal code that do not allow mining operations within McFarland and 
is not aware of any former mining sites within the project site. 
 

20. [DTSC pg. 2, paragraph 3] The Department cautions that demolitions could risk exposure to 
hazardous materials including lead-based paints or products, mercury, asbestos containing 
materials, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. DTSC advises the City to survey sites for the 
presence of such materials prior to demolition and to practice proper removal, demolition, and 
disposal of the above-mentioned chemicals.  
 
Additional policies are added to the Plan to address demolition of existing structures as follows: 

Policy SAF 3.1.7: Control pollution from hazardous materials.  

Program SAF 3.1.7.1: Institute permitting system for demolition activities.  
Program SAF 3.1.7.2: Establish a site inspection process to oversee safe 

demolition of existing structures.  
Additionally, the General Plan includes the following programs that address the surveying and 
disposal of hazardous materials: 

Program SAF 3.1.2.2: When approving new development, encourage the preparation of 
a report certifying that the site has been surveyed for hazardous contaminants and has 
been appropriately remediated for the future proposed use. 
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Program SAF 3.1.6.4: Encourage developers to investigate development sites to identify 
hazardous materials.  
Program SAF 3.1.6.5: Encourage developers to safely transport and dispose of hazardous 

materials. 

21. [DTSC pg. 1, paragraph 4] The Department suggests that any projects under the Plan which 
require the importation of soil to backfill any excavated areas should undergo proper sampling 
to ensure that the imported soil is free of contamination. All projects under the proposed Plan 
will require CEQA review and mitigation of impacts including soil backfill. To further address this 
concern, the following additional policy is added to the Plan:  

 Program SAF 3.1.7.3: Evaluate imported soils to ensure that they are free of 

contamination by hazard materials.  
 

22. [DTSC pg. 2, paragraph 5] The Department advises that the EIR discuss the proper evaluation of 
sites used for agricultural, weed abatement, or related activities for organochlorinated 
pesticides. DTSC recommends the current and former agricultural lands be evaluated in 
accordaƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ 5¢{/Ωǎ нллу LƴǘŜǊƛƳ DǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ {ŀƳǇƭƛƴƎ !ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ tǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ό¢ƘƛǊŘ 
Revision).  
 
The following are related policies and programs in the Plan that mitigate the exposure to 
pesticides:   
 

CON 3.2.3: Update current public maintenance plans to pesticide free maintenance strategies 
where feasible.  

Program CON 3.2.3.1: Eliminate the use of neonicotinoid insecticides and other highly 
toxic systemic insecticides.  

Program CON 3.2.3.2: Restrict the purchase and use of products that contain 
neonicotinoids and seeds or plants that have been treated with neonicotinoids.  

Program CON 3.2.3.3: Eliminate cosmetic pesticide applications 

Policy SAF 3.1.5: Minimize exposure to pesticides. 

Program SAF 3.1.5.3: Coordinate with County departments to monitor pesticide storage, 
application, and exposure. 

Policy AG 4.1.1: Limit and manage use of pesticides 

Program AG 4.3.1.4: Encourage the education of farmers on integrated pest management 
to keep pests under control while minimizing use of chemical pesticides 
 

Additional policy is added as follows: 

Policy AG 4.3.2: Build and maintain healthy soils 
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Program AG 4.3.2.2: Encourage farmers to monitor soils for organochlorinated pesticides 

ƛƴ ŀŎŎƻǊŘŀƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ 5¢{/Ωǎ нллу LƴǘŜǊƛƳ DǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ {ŀƳǇƭƛƴƎ !ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ tǊƻǇŜrties 

(Third Revision). 

 

1.6.2. CONCERNS RAISED IN COMMUNITY MEETING:  

In community meetings held as part of the General Plan development process, residents and stakeholders 

identified the following concerns: 

¶ Land Use ς  A paucity of medical care facilities, and imbalance in the spread of development to 
the east side of the City 

¶ Circulation ς Limited connections between the east and west sides of the City; lack of regional 
connections between Delano, Wasco, and Bakersfield when using public transportation; and 
outdated crossing infrastructure. 

¶ Housing ς Limited housing options especially of affordable housing options 

¶ Economic Development ς A distinct lack of local businesses, career training opportunities, big-box 
retailers, and other related commercial establishments. 

¶ Safety ς  Inadequate drainage and flood control infrastructure 

¶ Public Facilities & Environmental Justice ς Inadequate sidewalks, lighting, and infrastructure on 
the east side of the City 

 

1.6.3. NATIVE AMERICAN TRIBAL CONSULTATION:  

Consistent regulations of the State of California (e.g., SB 18, AB 52, et al), the project team initiated 

consultation with Native American Tribes likely to be traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project 

area. With assistance from the Native American Heritage Commission, the project team identified 

nineteen Native American Tribes and contacted each via a letter. The appendix includes copies of the 

letters. 

In accordance with the State of California Tribal Consultation Guidelines and Government Code §65352.3, 

the letters officially invited each Tribe to participate in consultation regarding the City of McFarland 2040 

General Plan update.  Consultation is intended to ensure that California Native American Tribes are given 

an opportunity to participate in local land use decisions at an early planning stage for the purpose of 

protecting or mitigating impacts to cultural places and resources and also allows for consideration of 

cultural resources in the context of broad local land use policy before individual, site-specific, project-level 

land use decisions are made.   

If available, technical reports, such as cultural resource and archaeological reports, would be shared with 

respective Tribes later in the Environmental Impact Report process. Meanwhile, searches of archeological 

and cultural resources revealed the following:  

¶ The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has conducted its search in December 2020 
for archaeological resources and concluded as follows: 
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ά¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŀŎǊŜŘ [ŀƴŘǎ CƛƭŜ ό{[Cύ ŎƘŜŎƪ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛǾŜ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ 

Commission ǿŀǎ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜΦέ 

 

¶ The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) search on a recent General Plan 
EIR for the City of McFarland to identify all previous cultural resources work and previously 
recorded cultural resources within a 200-foot radiuǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ άƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ мп ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ 
conducted studies and 14 cultural resources within the project site and 200-foot buffer. All of the 
cultural resources are built environment and were constructed during the 20th century. One 
resource, the Friant-Kern Canal, is determined as eligible for the California Register of Historical 
wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ό/wIwύ ŀƴŘ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ wŜƎƛǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ IƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ tƭŀŎŜǎ bwItΦέ ό/ƛǘȅ ƻŦ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΦ нлмсΦ 
General Plan Amendment Environmental Impact Report). 

The Appendix to section 1.6 includes a list of Tribes contacted and responses received, if any. Overall, 

responses indicate the project area is outside ancestral homes for which the Tribes did not request 

consultation. 

 

1.7. Significant Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Table 1.1 summarizes the conclusions of the environmental analysis contained in this EIR and presents a 

summary of impacts and mitigation measures identified. It is organized to correspond with the 

environmental issues discussed in Chapter 4, Section 4.1 to 4.17. The table is arranged in four columns: 1) 

environmental impacts; 2) significance prior to mitigation; 3) mitigation measures; and 4) significance 

after mitigation. For a complete description of potential impacts, please refer to the specific discussions 

in Chapter 4, Section 4.1 through 4.17. 

Table 1-1 summarizes the environmental analysis and categorizes impacts as ŜƛǘƘŜǊ άƭŜǎǎ-than-

ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΣέ άǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΣέ άǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΣέ ƻǊ άƴƻ ƛƳǇŀŎǘΦέ These terms are defined as follows: 

No impact: The project does not create an impact in that category. 

Less than significant: A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the 

standard or threshold of significant as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial 

environmental change would occur or necessitate the need for mitigation measures. 

Potentially significant: The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in 

environmental conditions described in that impact category, within the area affected by the 

project. 

Significant: A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in the 

environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project.  
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TABLE 1-1: SUMMARY OF POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

1. AESTHETICS 

AE-1: Have a substantial adverse 
effect on a scenic vista? 

NI N/A NI 

AE-2: Substantially damage scenic 
resources including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic 
highway?  

NI N/A NI 

AE-3: In non-urbanized area, 
substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of 
public views of the site and its 
surroundings?  

   If the project is in an urbanized 
area, would the project conflict 
with applicable zoning and other 
regulations governing scenic 
quality? 

LTS N/A LTS 

AE-4: Create a new source of 
substantial light or glare which 
would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

2.  
3. AGRICULTURE 

AG-1: Convert Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance (Farmland), 
as shown on the maps prepared 
pursuant to the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program 
of the California Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

PS 

AG-1A: Prohibit 
annexation of 
properties under 
Williamson Act 
contracts unless a notice 
of Nonrenewal 
has been filed. 
AG-1B: Continue to 
implement a Right-to-
Farm ordinance. 

LTS 

AG-2: Conflict with existing zoning 
for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act contract?  

LTS N/A LTS 

AG-3: Conflict with existing zoning 
for, or cause rezoning of, forest 
land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 12220(g)), 
timberland (as defined by Public 
Resources Code section 4526), or 
timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by 
Government Code section 
51104(g))? 

NI N/A NI 

AG-4: Result in the loss of forest 
land or conversion of forest land 
to non-forest use? 

NI N/A NI 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

AG-5: 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?  

PS 

Mitigation Measure AG- 
5a: Implement 
Mitigation Measure AG-
1a: Prohibit Annexation 
of properties under 
Williamson Act 
contracts unless a notice 
of Non-renewal has 
been filed 
 

PSU 

4. AIR QUALITY 

AQ-1: Conflict or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable 
air quality?   

LTS N/A LTS 

AQ-2: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 

AQ-3: Expose sensitive receptors 
to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

PS 

Mitigation AQ-3a: 

Avoid siting of new 
substantial emission 
sources within CARB 
recommended 
screening distances of 
sensitive receptors. 
 

LTS 

AQ-4: Result in other emissions 
(such as those leading to odors) 
adversely affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

 

PS 
Mitigation AQ-4a: 
Update zoning to meet 
screening distance  

LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

5. BIOLOGOCAL RESOURCES 

BIO-1: Have a substantial adverse 
effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on any 
species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species 
in local or regional plans, policies, 
or regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?   

PS 

 Mitigation BIO-1a: 
Projects that result from 
the Plan are to utilize a 
qualified biologist to 
conduct habitat 
assessments, well in 
advance of Project 
implementation at 
individual sites, to 
determine if individual 
project areas or their 
immediate vicinity 
contain habitat suitable 
to support special-status 
plant or animal species. 
 
Mitigation BIO-1b: If 
suitable habitat is 
present, assess presence 
or absence of special-
status species by 
conducting surveys 
following recommended 
protocols or protocol-
equivalent surveys.  
 
 

 

LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

BIO-1 (continued) PS 

 
Mitigation BIO-1c: If 
State-listed species are 
detected at a Project 
site, consultation with 
CDFW is warranted to 
discuss how to avoid 
take, or if avoidance is 
not feasible, to acquire 
an Incidental Take 
Permit (ITP) pursuant to 
Fish and Game Code 
section 2081 subdivision 
(b) prior to initiating any 
ground-disturbing 
activities. 

LTS 

BIO-2: Have a substantial adverse 
effect on any riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, regulations or by 
the California Department of Fish 
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

NI N/A NI 

BIO-3: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

BIO-4: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 

BIO-5: Conflict with any local 
policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

LTS N/A LTS 

BIO-6: Conflict with the provisions 
of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or 
other approved local, regional, or 
state habitat conservation plan?  

LTS N/A LTS 

6. CULTURAL: ARCHEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL RESOURCES 

CULT-1: Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource pursuant 
to § 15064.5? 

NI N/A NI 

CULT-2: Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance 
of an archeological resource 
pursuant to 15064.5? 

PS 

CULT-2A: In the event 
that archeological or 
paleontological resource 
is unearthed or 
otherwise discovered 
during construction 
related activities 
associated with the 
proposed Plan, all work 
must be suspended until 
a qualified archeologist 
is consulted. 

LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

CULT-3: Disturb any human 
remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries?  

PSU 

CULT-3A: In the event 
human remains are 
discovered during the 
build-out of the Plan's 
proposed 
developments, 
construction must be 
stopped, and a qualified 
coroner must be 
contacted to determine 
if the remains are of 
Native American origin. 
If the coroner makes 
this determination, the 
coroner should contact 
the Native American 
Heritage Commission 
within 24 hours. 

LTS 

ENERGY 

Refer to Section 18 on Energy 

7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

GEO-1 (1-i):  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?  

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

GEO-2 (1-ii): Directly or indirectly 
cause potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving 
strong seismic ground shaking? 

LTS N/A LTS 

GEO-3 (1-iii): Directly or indirectly 
cause potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving 
seismic related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

LTS N/A LTS 

GEO-4 (1-iv): Directly or indirectly 
cause potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving 
landslides? 

LTS N/A LTS 

GEO-5: Result in substantial soil 
erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

LTS N/A LTS 

GEO-6: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 

GEO-7: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

GEO-8: Have soils incapable of 
adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of wastewater? 

LTS N/A LTS 

GEO-9: Directly or indirectly 
destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique 
geological feature? 

LTS N/A LTS 

8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

GHG-1: Generate GHG emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that 
may have a significant impact on 
the environment?   

LTS N/A LTS 

GHG-2: Conflict with an applicable 
plan, policy, or regulation adopted 
for the purpose of  reducing the 
emission of GHGs? 

LTS N/A LTS 

9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

HAZ-1: Create a significant hazard 
to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, 
use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials?   

PS 

Mitigation HAZ-1: All 
hazardous material 
production and 
transportation should 
comply with state and 
local regulations and 
Hazardous Waste 
Management Plans  

LTS 

HAZ-2: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

HAZ-3: Emit hazardous emissions 
or handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, 
or waste within one-quarter mile 
of an existing or proposed school? 

LTS N/A LTS 

HAZ-4: Be located on a site which 
is included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant 
to Government Code Section 
65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

LTS N/A LTS 

HAZ-5: 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? 

NI N/A NI 

HAZ-6: Impair implementation of 
or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan 
or emergency evacuation plan? 

LTS N/A LTS 

HAZ-7: Expose people or 
structures, either directly or 
indirectly, to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires? 

NI N/A NI 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

HY-1: Violate any water quality 
standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or 
ground water quality? 

LTS N/A LTS 

HY-2: Substantially decrease 
groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that the project 
may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the 
basin? 

PS 

Mitigation HY-2a: 
Expand wastewater 
treatment allowing for 
additional wastewater 
to be recycled for 
agricultural irrigation to 
reduce consumption of 
fresh groundwater and 
recharge the supply. 
Mitigation HY-2b: 
Develop a water 
management plan to 
use recycled water in 
excess of agricultural 
demand for other 
purposes. 
Mitigation HY-2c: 
Adopt a water efficient 
landscape ordinance to 
reduce the amount of 
potable water used for 
landscape irrigation. 
Mitigation HY-2d: 
Comply with all State of 
California Water 
Conservation measures 
and the Sustainable 
Groundwater 
Management Act.  

LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

HY-3(3-i): 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 
substantial erosion or siltation on- 
or off-site? 

LTS N/A LTS 

HY-4(3-ii): 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 
substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in 
flooding on- or off-site? 

LTS N/A LTS 

HY-5(3-iii): 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 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

HY-6(3-iv): 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 impede or 
redirect flood flows?  

LTS N/A LTS 

HY-7: In flood hazard, tsunami, or 
seiche zones, risk release of 
pollutants due to project 
inundation? 

LTS N/A LTS 

HY-8: Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan?  

PS 

 
Mitigation HY-8a: 
Develop a water 
management plan to 
use recycled water in 
excess of agricultural 
demand for other 
purposes. 
Mitigation HY-8b: 
Comply with all State of 
California Water 
Conservation measures 
and the Sustainable 
Groundwater 
Management Act.  

LTS 

11. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

LU-1: Physically divide an 
established community?   

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

LU-2: 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?    

LTS N/A LTS 

12. MINERAL RESOURCES 

MR-1: 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?   

LTS N/A LTS 

MR-2: Result in the loss of 
availability of a locally-important 
mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, 
specific plan, or other land use 
plan? 

LTS N/A LTS 

13. NOISE 

NOISE-1: 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?   

LTS N/A LTS 

NOISE-2: Result in exposure of 
persons to or generation of 
excessive ground-borne vibration 
or ground-borne noise levels?  

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

NOISE-3: 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?  

NI N/A NI 

14. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

POP-1: 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)? 

LTS N/A LTS 

POP-2: Displace substantial 
numbers of existing people or 
housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

15. PUBLIC SERVICES 

PS-1: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 

PS-2: 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 
Police protection? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

PS-3: 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 
Schools? 

PS 

Mitigation PS-3a: Work 
with school district to 
identify population 
growth thresholds that 
require new school 
facilities to maintain 
adequate level of 
service for the growing 
youth population.  

LTS 

PS-4: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

PS-5: 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? 

PS 

Mitigation PS-5a: 
Coordinate with Kern 
County Library to 
address the specific 
needs of the 
community and 
funding sources 
required to build 
library services to meet 
those needs. 

 

LTS 

16. RECREATION 

REC-1: 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?   

LTS N/A LTS 

REC-2: Include recreational 
facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might 
have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

LTS N/A LTS 

17. TRANSPORTATION 

TRANS-1: Conflict with a program, 
plan, ordinance, or policy 
addressing the circulation system, 
including transit, roadway, bicycle, 
and pedestrian facilities? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

TRANS-2: Conflict or be 
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? . 
. . . i.e., Is VMT exceeding an 
applicable threshold of 
significance? 

LTS N/A LTS 

TRANS-3: Substantially increase 
hazards due to a geometric design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

NI N/A NI 

TRANS-4: Result in inadequate 
emergency access? 

 

LTS N/A LTS 

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Refer to Section 19 on Tribal Cultural Resources 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

18. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

UTIL-1: 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? 

PS 

UTIL-1a: Adhere to 
construction, 
enhancement, and 
expansion outlined in 
the Storm Drain Master 
Plan to ensure adequate 
capacity for projected 
demand as a result of 
future growth. 

 
UTIL-1b: In addition to 
ensuring orderly and 
efficient expansion of 
the storm drainage 
system, require on-site 
storm water retention 
for future development 
to minimize 
environmental impacts. 

  
UTIL-1c: Develop and 
implement Low Impact 
Development policies 
for implementation 
during construction or 
expansion of storm 
water drainage facilities 
to minimize 
environmental effects 
and runoff. 

LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

UTIL-2: Have sufficient water 
supplies available to serve the 
project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development 
during normal, dry, and multiple 
dry years?   

PS 

UTIL-2a: Prepare an 
urban water 
management plan 
(UWMP) as population 
ƎǊƻǿǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅΩǎ 
service area expands to 
comply with SB 7X-7 
(Water Conservation Act 
of 2009).  
 
UTIL-2b: Convert 
landscapes to 
drip systems and 
replace those requiring 
significant irrigation 
with drought tolerant 
vegetation.  
 
UTIL-2c: Collaborate and 
maintain consistency 
with SSJMUD 
Management Area Plan 
to foster decreased 
water use in public 
landscapes by 2035 by 
25% of 2018 level and to 
achieve groundwater 
sustainability by 2040. 

LTS 

UTIL-3: Result in a determination 
by the wastewater treatment 
provider which serves or may 
serve the project that it has 
(in)adequate capacity to serve the 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ƛƴ 
ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǊΩǎ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ 
commitments? 

PS 

UTIL-3: Develop and 
adopt a Sewer Master 
Plan to guide 
replenishment of water 
supply and service 
delivery to meet future 
demand.   

LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

UTIL-4: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 

UTIL-5: Not comply with federal, 
state, and local management and 
reduction statutes and regulations 
related to solid waste? 

LTS N/A LTS 

19. ENERGY 

ENE-1: Result in potentially 
significant environmental impact 
due to wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of 
energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

LTS N/A LTS 

ENE-2: Conflict with or obstruct a 
state or local plan for renewable 
energy or energy efficiency? 

LTS N/A LTS 

20. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

TRIBE-1(1-i): Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance 
of a tribal cultural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code 
section 21074 as either a site, 
feature, place, cultural 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 
listed or eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in the local register 
of historical resources as defined 
in Public Resources Code Section 
5020.1(k)?  

NI N/A NI 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

TRIBE-2(1-ii): Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance 
of a tribal cultural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code 
section 21074 as either a site, 
feature, place, cultural 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 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 Section 5024.1? 

NI N/A NI 

20 WILDFIRE 

FIRE-1: Substantially impair an 
adopted emergency response plan 
or emergency evacuation plan? 

LTS N/A LTS 

FIRE-2: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

FIRE-3: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 

FIRE-4 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 

21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

MFS-1: 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? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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Impact Criteria 
Significance 

Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures 
Significance 

After Mitigation 
DEFINITIONS: No Impact (NI): The project does not create an impact in that category 
Less than significant (LTS): A less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshold of 
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantial environmental change would occur. 
Potentially significant (PS): The project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditions 
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project. 
Potentially Significant & Unavoidable (PSU): A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change 
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project which mitigation cannot adequately address.  

MFS-2: 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)? 

LTS N/A LTS 

MFS-3: Does the project have 
environmental effects which will 
cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly 
or indirectly? 

LTS N/A LTS 
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2.  Introduction 
 

The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) provides an analysis of the potential environmental impacts of the 

adoption and implementation of the proposed McFarland 2040 General Plan (Plan). This analysis is 

intended to inform decision-makers, responsible agencies, and the public of the nature of the 2040 

General Plan and potential effects on the environment. The EIR is prepared in accordance with, and in 

fulfillment of, the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The City of McFarland 

is the Lead Agency under CEQA. 

 

2.1. Proposed Action 

The Preferred Growth Alternative is the vision for development changes in McFarland by the year 2040. 

It was developed with the ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΩǎ preferences of concepts in the three development alternatives 

detailed in General Plan Chapter 4: Development Alternatives. This section presents community-wide 

features, land use, and circulation concepts within five key growth areas. The Preferred Growth 

Alternative reflects future land use designations, housing allocation, and circulation improvements 

needed to meet the population growth projections and targets for job growth. It therefore carries 

implications for each of the General Plan elements: Land Use, Circulation, Housing, Conservation, Open 

Space, Safety, Noise, Public Facilities, Economic Development, Community Design, Health, Environmental 

Justice, Air Quality, and Sustainable Agriculture.  

The Preferred Growth Alternative is directly based on community feedback from community meetings, 

particularly Meeting 3 of February 20, 2020 during which three development alternatives were presented. 

The Preferred Growth Alternative focuses on creating a diverse local economy supported by a housing 

stock that accommodates a growing population and balances land development and open space. Major 

growth areas include: Revitalized Downtown, West Expansion, Whisler Road Neighborhood, Southern 

Commercial Corridor, and Famoso Industrial and Commercial Center. These growth areas introduce 

medium-density, high-density, and mixed-use development, as well as accessory dwelling units (ADUs) in 

residential neighborhoods that are eligible for the additional units using vacant and underutilized parcels. 

In addition, the Preferred Growth Alternative promotes sustainable design and improvements to the CityΩǎ 

circulation network. Circulation improvements focus on creating a network of complete streets, which 

provide space for automobiles, pedestrians, and bicycles, along with an expanded public transportation 

system to serve internal circulation needs while it connects McFarland residents to neighboring 

communities.  

Under the Preferred Growth Alternative, McFarland would transform into a connected community that 

can accommodate growth in population and economic activity. Residents can travel from home to work 

and shopping by multiple modes, while visitors are drawn to the CityΩǎ ǾƛōǊŀƴǘ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ 

The vision includes multiple areas of residential development infrastructure for active transportation and 
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pedestrian safety, and the creation of a comprehensive transportation network. Combined, these 

transformations can help McFarland become a magnet for residential and commercial activity. 

 

2.2. EIR Procedures and Scope 

This program EIR was prepared in accordance with CEQA guidelines and regulation to assess 

environmental effects associated with implementation of the proposed Plan, as well as anticipate future 

discretionary actions and approvals. As established in Article 1 of CEQA, the basic purposes of CEQA and 

of this document are to:  

1. Inform governmental decision makers and the public about the potential, significant 
environmental effects of proposed activities.  

2. Identify the ways that environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced.  
3. Prevent significant, avoidable damage to the environment by requiring changes in projects 

through the use of alternatives or mitigation measures when the governmental agency finds the 
changes to be feasible.  

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

As stated in the CEQA Guidelines, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is the public document used by 

the governmental agency to analyze the significant environmental effects of a proposed project, to 

identify alternatives, and to disclose possible ways to reduce or avoid possible environmental damage. An 

EIR is the most comprehensive and common documentation identified in the statute and CEQA 

Guidelines. CEQA requires more than merely preparing environmental documents. The EIR by itself does 

not control the way in which a project can be built or carried out. Rather, when an EIR shows that a project 

would cause substantial adverse changes in the environment, the governmental agency must respond to 

the information through various methods that can include changing or altering the proposed project or 

program, imposing conditions on project approval or choosing an alternative way of meeting the same 

need. EIRs intend to provide an objective, factually supported and full-disclosure analysis of the 

environmental consequences associated with a proposed project or program that has the potential to 

result in environmental effects.  

Additionally, an EIR is a tool that is used by a lead agency to consider the merits and disadvantages of a 

project that is subject to its discretionary authority. Prior to project approval, a lead agency must consider 

the information contained in the EIR, determine whether the EIR was properly prepared in accordance 

with CEQA and CEQA Guidelines, determine whether it reflects the independent judgement of the lead 

ŀƎŜƴŎȅΣ ŀƴŘ ŀŘƻǇǘ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎΣ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

and alternatives. In the event a proposed project would result in significant impacts that cannot be 

avoided, the lead agency must adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations. When an agency decided 

to approve a project and adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations, it must reflect the ultimate 
balancing of competing public objectives (including environmental, legal, technical, social, and economic 

factors). 
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2.2.1. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS 

Pursuant to CEQA Sections 15126.2 and 15126.4, the environmental issues addressed in this EIR include 

the following:  

1. Aesthetics  
2. Agricultural Resources  
3. Air Quality  
4. Biological Resources  
5. Cultural: Archeological and Historical Resources  
6. Geology and Soils 
7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions  
8. Hazards  
9. Hydrology and Water Quality  
10. Land Use  
11. Mineral Resources  
12. Noise  
13. Population and Housing  
14. Public Facilities 
15. Recreation 
16. Transportation  
17. Utility 
18. Energy 
19. Tribal Cultural Resources 
20. Wildfire  

 

2.2.2. INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 

The Following documents were incorporated by reference in this EIR, Consistent with Section 15150 of 

the State CEQA Guidelines, and are available for review at the City of McFarland City Hall:  

¶ City of McFarland 2040 General Plan (as amended), 2021 

¶ City of McFarland Background Report (as amended), 2021 

¶ City of McFarland Municipal Code (as amended)  

¶ City of McFarland 2015-2023 Housing Element  

¶ Kern County General Plan (Online at: 
https://psbweb.co.kern.ca.us/planning/pdfs/kcgp/KCGP_Complete.pdf)  

¶ Southern San Joaquin Municipal Utility District (SSJMUD) Management Area Plan, 2014 (Online 
at: http://www.kerngwa.com/assets/southern-san-joaquin-municipal-utility-district-
management-area-plan.pdf)  

 

The EIR Uses Previously adopted regional and statewide plans and programs, agency standards, and 

background studies in its analysis. Whenever existing environmental documentation or previously 
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prepared documents and studies were utilized for the preparation of the EIR, the information was 

summarized and incorporated by reference for the reader. Chapter 4.0, sections 4.1 through 4.20 of the 

EIR provide references used for preparation of the EIR. 

 

2.3. Report Organization 

This EIR is organized into the following chapters:  

Chapter 1. Executive Summary: Summarizes the Background description of the McFarland 2040 General 

Plan, the format of the EIR, alternatives, critical issues remaining to be resolved, potential environmental 

impacts, and mitigation measures identified for the Plan. The Executive Summary also includes a summary 

table describing recommended mitigation measures and indicating the level of significance of 

environmental impacts before and after mitigation. 

Chapter 2. Introduction: Provides an overview of the purpose and use of an EIR, the EIR scope, report 

organization, and environmental review process.  

Chapter 3. Project Description: Describes the Draft McFarland 2040 General Plan in detail. The description 

includes the location and boundaries of the Plan area, Plan characteristics, and the intended uses of the 

EIR. 

Chapter 4. Environmental Assessment: Provides a summary of the baseline environmental conditions in 

the project area, including the existing physical setting and regulatory framework for each resource topic 

required under CEQA. A description and a brief statement of the rational for addressing the topics precede 

details on individual environmental topics. Chapter 4 also includes the preliminary methodology for 

determining the level of impact, a discussion of impacts of the project, any proposed mitigation measures, 

and a discussion of the significance after mitigation. Each topic area is organized as follows: 

1. Regulatory Framework: A discussion of the regulatory environment that may be applicable to 
the proposed Plan including Federal, State, and local laws and regulations.  

2. Environmental Setting: A description of the existing environment in and around the Plan area, 
as relevant for each topic area impact analysis.  

3. Methodology: The methodology determining if the project exceeds the thresholds of 
significance. As a Program level EIR without project specifics, the methodology for determining 
significance of impact is often qualitative.  

4. Standards of Significance: The thresholds of significance are the standards, or thresholds, by 
which impacts are measured, with the objective being the determination of whether an impact 
will be significant or less than significant.  

5. Impact Discussion: Each impact associated with an environmental topic is discussed and listed 
by a number, for reference, that corresponds with the threshold with the threshold of 
significance for which the impact is being analyzed.  

6. Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation Measures: A statement of qualification of 
impact, post mitigation, if mitigation measures are required.  
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Chapter 5. Significant Unavailable Adverse Impacts: Describes the significant, unavoidable, adverse 

impacts of the proposed Plan. 

Chapter 6. Alternatives to the Proposed Plan: Considers the three alternatives to the Proposed Plan, 

ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ /9v! ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ άbƻ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ !ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜΣέ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ Business-As-Usual Scenario, 

Moderate Growth Scenario, Progressive Growth Scenario, and Preferred Growth Scenario.  

Chapter 7. CEQA-Mandated Sections: Discusses growth inducement, cumulative impacts, unavoidable 

significant effects, and significant, irreversible changes as a result of the proposed Plan. This section 

identifies environmental issues scoped out pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15128.  

Chapter 8. Organizations and Persons Consulted: Lists the people and organizations who were contacted 

during the preparation of the EIR for the proposed Plan. 

Chapter 9. Appendix: Consolidates additional details related to: (A) Technical details of greenhouse gas 

emissions, traffic, and energy analyses; (B) Response to comments on the Notice of Preparation; (C) 

Response to comments on the Draft EIR (in Final EIR); (D) Documentation of public outreach; and (E) 

Mitigation Monitoring Program. 

 

2.4 Environmental Review Process 

2.4.1  DRAFT EIR 

As required by California law, the Draft EIR was made available for review by the public, interested parties, 

agencies, and organizations for a period of 45 days. Written comments on the Draft EIR were encouraged 

for incorporation in the Final EIR. Comments were addressed to:  

Maria Lara 
City Manager 
City of McFarland 
401 W. Kern Avenue  
McFarland, CA 93250 

 

An electronic copy of the Draft 2040 General Plan is available at: 

https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2301/Vol2_McFarland-Draft-General-Plan_May-

2021   

Electronic copies of other related planning documents are available at: 

https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/199/Planning-Department  

The Draft EIR is posted online on the website of the City of McFarland for public review and is accessible 

via:  

https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2302/Vol3_DEIR_05-16-2021  

https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2301/Vol2_McFarland-Draft-General-Plan_May-2021
https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2301/Vol2_McFarland-Draft-General-Plan_May-2021
https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/199/Planning-Department
https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2302/Vol3_DEIR_05-16-2021
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2.4.2  FINAL EIR 

The City of McFarland reviewed all written comments and prepared written responses for each one after 

the 45-day public review period. The Final EIR (FEIR) incorporates the comments received, responses to 

the comments received, and any changes made to the Draft EIR as a result of the comments received. The 

FEIR is presented to the City of McFarland for certification as the environmental review document for the 

proposed Plan. All persons or organizations that commented on the Draft EIR are notified of the FEIR and 

its availability. 

The Final EIR is also posted online on the website of the City of McFarland for public review and is 

accessible via:  

https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2302/Vol3F_FEIR_July-2021  

 

2.4.3  MITIGATION MONITORING 

California Public Resource Code Section 21081.6 requires that a lead agency adopt a monitoring program 

or reporting program for any project for which it has made findings pursuant to Public Resource Code 

21081 or adopt a Negative Declaration pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080 (c). Such a 

program is intended to ensure the implementation of all mitigation measures adopted through the 

preparation of an EIR or Negative Declaration. The Mitigation Monitoring Program for the proposed Plan 

is completed as part of the FEIR prior to consideration of the Plan by the City Council of McFarland. 

 

  

https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2302/Vol3F_FEIR_July-2021
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3  Project Description 
 

3.1 Location and Boundaries of the Plan 

The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the City of McFarland 2040 General Plan provides an 

assessment of the environmental impacts associated with implementation of the proposed McFarland 

2040 General Plan (proposed Plan), released in Draft form for public review on November 1, 2020. The 

proposed Plan replaces the existing General Plan, and is intended to guide investment, development, and 

conservation in McFarland through 2040. In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA), this chapter provides a detailed description of the proposed Plan, including the location and 

boundaries of the Plan Area, the primary objectives and the principal characteristics of the proposed Plan, 

and the intended uses of the EIR. 

 

3.1.1  PROJECT SETTING 

The City of McFarland sits in the northern section of Kern County within /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀΩǎ /ŜƴǘǊŀƭ ±ŀƭƭŜȅΦ aŀǇ 

3-1 displays the location of McFarland in relation to the State of California. Map 3-2 displays the location 

of McFarland within Kern County. The City is located along Highway 99, approximately 25 miles north of 

Bakersfield ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ǎŜǾŜƴ ƳƛƭŜǎ ǎƻǳǘƘ ƻŦ 5ŜƭŀƴƻΦ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΩǎ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊƛŜǎ ŜƴŎƻƳǇŀǎǎ 

approximately three-square miles of land consisting of mostly residential, institutional, and agricultural 

ǳǎŜǎΦ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΩǎ {ǇƘŜǊŜ ƻŦ LƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ ŀǊŜ Ǉrimarily agricultural. 

 

3.1.1 PROJECT BOUNDARIES 

Prior to 2020, the planning area for the City of McFarland encompassed approximately 12.12 square miles 

(7,760 acres), located south of the City of Delano and north of the City of Bakersfield. The area included 

both the east side and west side developments situated around the north-south Highway 99 and Union 

Pacific railroad rights-of-way. The Sphere of Influence (SOI) created by the Local Area Formation 

Commission (LAFCO) is defined as the planning boundary outside of the CityΩǎ ƭŜƎŀƭ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ǘƘŀǘ 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜǎ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǇǊƻōŀōƭŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ŀǊŜŀΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ 

area to which this document refers, which is compiled from the boundaries of existing and potential future 

extents of the City and its sphere of influence. This document details the future development of the City. 

The CityΩǎ {hL ƛǎ ǎƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŜȄǇŀƴŘŜŘ ƛƴ нлнл ǿƛǘƘ ƛƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ŀƭƻƴƎ IƛƎƘǿŀȅ фф ǎƻǳǘƘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘ 

the intersection with Highway 46. This proposed expanded Sphere of Influence is to encompass 

approximately 18.37 square miles (11,760 acres) and stretches south toward State Route 46 and the 

Famoso interchange. Since a Sustainable Agriculture Element is included in this General Plan update and 

agricultural lands surround the City ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ {hLΣ ǘƘŜ άǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀέ ŜȄǘŜƴŘǎ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ {hL 

to cover an area of approximately 23 square miles or 14,760 acres. 
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MAP 3-1: LOCATION OF MCFARLAND WITHIN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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MAP 3-2: MAP OF MCFARLAND WITHIN KERN COUNTY 
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3.2 Statement of Objectives 

The McFarland 2040 General Plan is intended to represent the general expectations and wishes of its 

residents and decision-makers concerning future land use patterns and resource management. 

Longstanding community values reflected in the plan include resource conservation and maintenance of 

the CityΩǎ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǇŜǊǇŜǘǳŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ DŜƴŜǊŀƭ tƭŀƴΦ ¢ƘŜ tƭŀƴ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜǎ ǘƻ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ƴŜǿ 

housing and commercial enterprises to areas that are suitable for development or are already developed. 

The 2040 General Plan ensures that important land use decisions are scrutinized for their potential to 

affect the quality of life and the environment. The primary purpose of the proposed Plan is to update the 

policy framework and land use designations in order to guide future development in McFarland, 

incorporate recent planning efforts undertaken by the City, and satisfy new State and regional regulations 

that have come into force since the General Plan was last adopted. 

 

3.3 Plan Characteristics 

The McFarland 2040 General Plan is intended to represent the general expectations and wishes of its 

residents and decision-makers concerning future land use patterns and resource management. 

Longstanding community values reflected in the plan include maintenance of the CityΩǎ ǎƳŀƭl-town 

character with a sense of place. These values are perpetuated by the General Plan. The 2040 General Plan 

ensures that important land use decisions are scrutinized for their potential to affect the quality of life 

and the environment. 

 

3.3.1  PLAN BACKGROUND 

To assure that the development of the Environmental Impact Report reflects best practices, other General 

Plan EIRs were reviewed for document content and organization. The General Plan is intended to address 

existing conditions and future environmental conditions for the City of McFarland. 

 

3.3.2  DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PLAN 

3.3.2.1 PROPOSED PLAN ORGANIZATION AND CONTENT 

The proposed Plan includes the state mandated general plan elements of land use, circulation, housing, 

open space, conservation, safety, and noise. In addition, the plan includes seven optional elements 
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addressing topics of particular importance to the McFarland community: Air Quality, Economic 

Development, Public Facilities, Sustainable Agriculture, Environmental Justice, Health, and Community 

Design. Table 3-1 summarizes the contents of the proposed Plan. Each element begins with a discussion 

of baseline and projected conditions in McFarland. Elements are organized under topical headings, 

followed by a series of numbered goals, policies, and actions, organized by topical subheadings matching 

the preceding narrative discussion. Goals describe a broad overall end state toward which the City directs 

its efforts. Objectives describe specific targets that are intended to be achieved. Policies are specific 

statements that guide decision-making as the City works to achieve a goal. Programs are actions carried 

out to implement policies and may be ongoing operating procedures or one-time measures. The Plan 

documents a summary of research methods, a land use inventory, community meetings, and public 

outreach. It describes development alternatives: slow growth, moderate growth, and aggressive growth; 

it adds McFarland's existing strengths and challenges, growth projections, and development opportunities 

and constraints. And finally, it describes the preferred growth scenario, including a discussion of key 

growth areas, circulation, and land use outcomes. 

 

TABLE 3-1: GENERAL PLAN SUMMARY 

Elements Description 

1. Land use 

¢ƘŜ [ŀƴŘ ¦ǎŜ 9ƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŀ ƎǳƛŘŜ ŦƻǊ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ Lǘ 
designates the distribution and general location of land uses, such as 
residential, commercial, industrial, or public facilities. It also addresses the 
permitted density and intensity of development within the various land use 
designations. 

2. Circulation 

This element describes the CityΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ŀƴŘ circulation 
network and provides an Inventory of existing roadway and infrastructure 
conditions. In addition, this Element addresses future directions for 
transportation in the City. 

3. Housing 

The purpose of the housing element is to guide longπterm, comprehensive 
housing needs for residents of each income level within the City by providing 
a variety of housing types. The Housing Element covers topics of amount, 
type, location, condition, and affordability. 

4. Conservation 

The Conservation Element addresses Federal and State standards of 
environmental regulation, soil and mineral resources, biological resources, 
water resources, energy, and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as well as 
direction related to the conservation, development, and utilization of natural 
resources. The Element identifies goals, objectives, policies, and programs to 
guide the City into the future while minimizing impacts on the natural 
environment. 

5. Open Space 
The main goals of the Open Space Element are to focus on enhanced park 
safety and recreational programs, accessibility and connectivity, and 
aesthetically pleasing parks and open spaces within the City. 
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Elements Description 

6. Safety 

The Safety Element addresses the protection of humans and property from 
natural and man-made hazards. Seismic, geologic, fire, and flood hazards are 
addressed as required under California Government Code 65302(g). The 
Element also includes safety concerns of crime and hazardous materials. 

7. Noise 
¢ƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƛǎ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ƴƻƛǎŜ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜƴǎƛǘƛǾŜ ǊŜŎŜǇǘƻǊǎ 
within the City. The element includes goals, objectives, policies, and 
programs to alleviate unwanted sound produced in McFarland. 

8. Public 
Facilities 

Public services and facilities are fundamental components of urbanized areas 
that support daily functions and quality of life in the community. The Public 
Facilities element covers topics of water infrastructure, water supply, storm 
water management, wastewater treatment, solid waste disposal services, 
police services, fire services, school facilities, and library facilities. 

9. Economic 
Development 

The Economic Development element is an optional element of the General 
Plan. The goals, objectives, policies, and programs in this Element aim to 
expand and diversify the CityΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΦ .ȅ ŀƭƛƎƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀƴŀƭȅȊƛƴƎ ƪŜȅ 
ŦŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŘǊƛǾŜ aŎCŀǊƭŀƴŘΩǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎonomy, as well as the CityΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ 
the Kern County region, this element can help guide economic development 
through the appropriate allocation of land uses. 

10.  Community 
Development 

The Community Design Element identifies existing conditions of McFarland's 
built environment and provides ways to preserve and enhance desirable 
community attributes. The element also aims to enhance the physical 
character of the City and to guide the form and appearance of 
neighborhoods, streets, parks, and public facilities as well as new 
development. 

11.  Health 

The Health Element addresses adequate access to recreation and open 
space, healthy foods, medical services, active transportation, quality 
housing, economic opportunities, safe public spaces, and environmental 
quality. This element uses various indicators and standards to measure 
health and wellness conditions established by federal, state, and local 
agencies. 

12. Environmental 
Justice 

The City of McFarland is required by law to have an Environmental Justice 
Element due to its designation as a disadvantaged community. The purpose 
of the Environmental Justice Element is to identify objectives and policies to 
reduce compounded health risks including pollution exposure, food 
insecurity, and insufficient physical activity. The element also requires 
jurisdictions to promote public participation in the decision-making process 
and prioritize the needs of disadvantaged communities. 

13.  Air Quality 

This element discusses the status of the City in meeting federal, state, and 
local air quality standards and provides an overview of the ambient air 
quality conditions, a description of the local setting including air quality 
conditions, and major pollutant sources and air quality issues pertinent to 
the CityΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜΦ 
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Elements Description 

14.  Sustainable 
Agriculture 

The Sustainable Agriculture Element addresses managed production and 

conservation of agricultural lands to sustain the role of Agriculture as a 

mainstay of the local economy while it contributes to the State economy. 

The policies under the Sustainable Agriculture Element seek to preserve 

existing open spaces and agriculturally productive land while allowing for 

responsible conversion of land for needed housing and commercial 

development. 

 

3.3.2.2 PROPOSED LAND USE 

PLAN DESCRIPTION 

The Proposed Plan is to transform McFarland into a connected community that can accommodate growth 

in population and economic activity. Residents can travel from home to work and shopping by multiple 

modes, while visitors are drawn to the CityΩǎ ǾƛōǊŀƴǘ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ The vision includes 

multiple areas of residential development, infrastructure for active transportation and pedestrian safety, 

and the creation of a comprehensive transportation network. Combined, these transformations can help 

McFarland become a magnet for residential and commercial activity. 

The Plan allocates sufficient space to accommodate population, housing, and jobs through the year 2040 

for the most aggressive growth scenario.  Based on community feedback and demographic projections, 

land uses are allocated to balance housing and jobs, expand housing options, and increase job 

opportunities for a growing population. Therefore, growth areas are to include such land uses as mixed-

density housing, mixed-uses, neighborhood and highway commercial, and offices as well as industries. 

The Plan demarcates five key growth areas. Development within each key growth area aims to serve the 

daily needs of nearby residents and businesses in order to create a more walkable, less auto-dependent 

city.  

Map 3-3 shows the overall General Plan land use map with the five key growth areas. They include: 1. 

Revitalized Downtown; 2. West Expansion; 3. Whisler Road Neighborhood; 4. Southern Commercial 

Corridor; and 5. Famoso Industrial and Commercial Center.  
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MAP 3-3: GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP WITH KEY GROWTH AREAS 

  
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































