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1. Executive Summary

This section provides an overview of the projekt Cityof 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, pleasder to the specific environmental analysis sections
contained in Chapter 4, sections 4.1 throuR0 of this Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

1.1. Environmental Procedures

This document is a Program EIR which aeslypotential environmental impacts of the adoption of the
proposed McFarland2040 General Plan. The Program EIR isspatific and does not evaluate the
impacts of specific projects that may be used to implement the Plan. Specific projects will regarase
assessment to determine any environmental impacts and to secure necessary development permits.
While subsequent environmental review can be tiered off this R Cityof McFarland2040 General

Plan EIR does not intend to address impacts of iddaliprojects. The scope of the EIR was established
by the Cityof McFarlandhrough the EIR scoping process.

1.2. Location and Boundaries of the Paea

1.2.1. PLANAREALOCATION

TheCity2 T aOCI NI YR aAida Ay GKS y2NIKSGdirakvalemapzy 2 F °
1-1 displays the location of McFarland in relation to the State of Califokfdgn 1-2 displaysthe location

of McFarland within Kern Countyhe Cityis located along Highway 99, approximately 25 miles north of
Bakersfield and appréxY | 41 Sf & &aS@Sy YAtSa az2dzik 2F 5Stly2o
approximately threesquare miles of land consisting of mostly residential, institutional, and agricultural
dziSa® aOCIFNIlFyRQa {LKSNBE 2F LyT¥Ff dibuffutab I yR (KS & dzN.

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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MAP1-1: LOCATION OMCFARLAND WITN THESTATE OEALIFORNIA
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MAP1-2: LOCATION OMCFARLAND WITHIKERNCOUNTY
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1.2.2. PLANAREABOUNDARIES

Prior to 2020, the planningrea forthe Cityof McFarland encompassed approximately 12.12 square

miles (7,760 acresputh ofthe Cityof Delano and north athe Cityof Bakersfield. The area inclusle

ceast sidé andawest sid€ neighborhood®n the two sides athe north-south Highway 99 and Union

Pacific railroad rightsf-way. The Sphere of Influence (S&pprovedby the Local Area Formation
Commission (LAFCO) is defined as the planning boundary outsite@ty) & f S 3| ftheS@ldzy R NEB
designates McFalaR Q& LINB O 6t S Fdzii dzZNB 06 2 dzy RI N@whichytits & S NI A
document refersis acompiktion from the boundaries of existing and potential future extentshedf

Cityand itsSOI Tre Plandetails the future development ahe City Tre CittQa { hL Aa af |
expandedafter 2020 with inclusion of the land along Highway 99 south towstate Route 46 and

the Famoso interchangdhis proposed expanded Sphere of Influence is to encompass approximately
18.37 square miles (11,760 acreSince a Sustainable Agriculture Element is included in this General

Plan update and agricultural lands surrouthe Cityr Y R A& {hLX GKS aGaddzRe |
beyond the proposed SOI to cover an area of approximately 23 square miles or 14&€0 acr

N>

1.3. PlanSummary

Thisprojectis a comprehensive update of the General PlantferCityof 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 degons. The General Plan is developed with public input as well as demographic
and planning research. It is typically prepared looking over @&180-year timeline, and must be
periodically updated according to State law, with the Housing Element requirare 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 céain criteria that exist in McFarland. Optional elements may also be incjuded
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 Distdgt: Quality
Required in Disadvantaged Communitigsnvironmental Justice

Optional: Economic Development, Healthpi@munity Design, Public Facilities, and Sustainable
Agriculture
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1.4. Summary oflternatives to theProposedPan

TheBusinessAs-UsualAlternative is based on historic growth patterns and land use trends Biusiness
AsUsualAlternative includes the expansiontbie Cityand its Sphere of Influence (SOI) to the sowitin
unrestricted conversion of agricultural land to various types of developmEns 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 automobileoriented with some improvements for pedestrian connectivity and comfort. Extensive
development, including residential developmemtould occur in 108year and 5068/ear floodplains,
presenting risks to life and property. Utilities must expand and improve toigecadequate capacity,
especially wastewater and stormwater on the east sidthefCity

The Moderate Growth and Redevelopment Alternatiaglvocates focusing growth on underutilized and
vacant parcels to concentrate growth within walkable, bikeable, wsrile 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 infi]lhigh density housing, and improved connectivity to activity hubserCity

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

East Neighborhood
Mixed-use office buildings along the highway corridagcessory dwelling unitsADU$
throughout the neighborhood, and improved connectivity to the west sidinefCity.

The Moderate Growth and Redevelopment Alternative prioritizes mixasl designations and infill
development to create growth withithe Citywhile reducing sprawl and improving residential transport
connectivity. This alternative also offers diverse trasgation options that address walkability and bike
ability betweenneighborhoodof the Cityand the expansion of existing bus transit service.

The Smart Growth Alternativeaccounts for the most aggressive population growth floe City of
McFarland, maximizing infill withithe Cityand new development outside of the existing City boundary
to accommodate the maximum population, housing, andtgrgets This alternative ideifies three key
areas for growth of housing and jobs acrtiss City

Downtown Infill

The entire downtown core is to be designated for mixeg development which would allow
buildings to host commercial or office on the first floor and residential wmt¢he 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 lowto-high density residential developments to accommodate projected population
growth. Highdensity residential development is proposed alddgrzoli Avenuethe westS Yy R Q &
main arterial roadway, while medium and ledensity housing is proposed on slower moving
residential streets.

Highway 99 Improvements
This area promotes highwaservingcommercial uses such as gas stations and hotels, as well as
industrial uses such as manufacturing along Highway 99.

The Smart Growth Alternativiocuses its aggressive growth in three key areas to serve the needs of
neighborhoods, the region, and traveseon 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 kggowth areas. Additionally, new mixage 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 Avenued}.also prioritizes ammercial development along Highway 99 to encourage highway
travelers to stop for services in McFarland.

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

This alternative includes a combinationof @& YY dzy A 18 Qa LINBFSNNBR O2yOSLIiax
three alternatives. The Preferred Growth Alternative influences future land use designations, housing
allocation, and circulation improvements needed to meet the population growth projections agettsa

for job growth.

The main features of this alternative include medium &igh-density mixeduse downtown and along
major arterials west of downtown as well as the establishment of neighborhood retail centers. This
provides the opportunity to integta 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 giassugh traffic and industrial uses tihe 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 sidbaCity

A neighborhood commercial corridatong Kern Avenue to serve the east sid¢hef City
Downtown mixeduse redevelopment to create a vibrant atmosphere in the cente¢hefCity
Commercial and industrial development along Highway 99.

Additional Accessory Dwelling Units in the CenttaFarland neighborhoods.

=A =4 =4 =8 =4

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 crossirgybetween the east and west sidestbé City These new circulation connections are

to expand multimodal transportation throughouthe City
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ThePlanconcentrates 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

G2 +FO002YY2RI UGS YIFIEAYdzY AINRGGK S6KATS fAIYAYyI 6AG
based City. Even with the many changes, McFarland's-smmall communitycharacter is envisioned to

remain. The full description of the Preferred Growth Alternative (Chaptdrtbe General Plgnincludes

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

1.5. Issues to b&esolved

Section 815123(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 resohaz@ outlined below and include decisions the City of
McFarland as lead agenc¢yn this EIRIssueselate tothe following

1 Whether this EIR adequately describes the environmental impacts of the propdsEdrland
2040 General Plan.

1 Whether the beneits 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, palies 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

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

= =4 =

1.6. Areas ofControversy

The Cityof McFarlandssued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIRaemberl6, 202 and again on
March 4 2021 (dueto uncertainty with transmissions of communications during a pandemic, lockdowns,
and remote work conditionsThe State Clearinghouse posted the NOP officially at the CEQA.net site on
April 12, 2021 to conform with its transition to electronic noticifige scoping period ran frodovember

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 fodbEarland2040 General Plan.
Additional commets were received during the General Plan outreach phase. These NOP comments are
summarized below, followed binput from the General Plan community meetings as main areas of
controversy and concern fdhe project
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1.6.1. NOTICE OPREPARATIOBROMMENTS

1.6.1.1. NATIVEAMERICAMERITAGEOMMISSION

During the NOP period, theroject team received comments fromhe Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHCAppendix to Section 1.6 contains the full letter. The following subsections identify
the key issues and remass.

1. [NAHCpg. 1, paragraph3 to pg. 2, paragraphl] The NAHC recommends consultation with
California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
geographic area ofhe proposed project as early as possible in orderatmid inadvertent
discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resotitues.
invitation for consultation is mandatory under Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) and is required to be sent
out 14 days before completion of an applicati The tribes should be provided&daywindow
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 benfound i
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. [NAHCpg. 2, paragraph2] The Native American Heritage Commission (the Commission) also
adviseghat under AB 52, &ad agencyhouldbegin 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 proposenjqut.

There were no requests for consultation for the McFarland 2040 General Plan update as indicated
in response to NAHC 1.

3. [NAHCpg. 2, paragrapls 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 follwing discretionary topics for consultation: type of environmental review
ySOSaalrNEYE aAIYAFAOIYOS 2F GKS GNROFE Odzf G dzNT
tribal cultural resources, and if necessary, project alternatives or appropriatesumes 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. [NAHCpg. 2, paragraph5] Government Code86254(r) and 86254.1@ictate thatwith 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 processcannot be included in theEIR.Instead, nformation submitted by a California
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Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published
in a confidential appendidnless otherwise stated.

No information from any California Native American Tribe hastsedomitted to the City during
this environmental review process.

[NAHOg. 2, paragraph6] The NAHC advises that per AB 52, if a project has a significant impact
2y F GNROoLFf Odzf GdzNF £ NB&a2dz2NOSzE GKS /AGeQa 9Lw

No tribes requested consultatiom regard tothis project nor did any tribe expose any possible
impacts that this Plan may have on a tribal cultural resource.

[NAHCpg. 3, paragraphl] The Commission lays out how to determine the conclusion of a
consultaton following AB 52.

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

[NAHCpg. 3, paragraph?2] Pursuant toPublic Resources Code 821080.38y mitigation
measures agreed upon in the consultateimould berecommerded for inclusion in th&IR.

No tribes requested consultation for the McFarland 2040 General Plan update, nevertheless, the
Plan (and Section 4.5a the EIR) include the following mitigatipolicies

Policy 0S2.1.1: NR 4§ SO0 | Yy R Y lisfocicuitkayresdukc8s. / A 1 & Qa K

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

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

Policy OS 2.1.Foster an appreciation of diverse cultural identities through geographic
and historical context.

Program OS 2.1.3.Establish a system of signage that promotes and provides
historical context for open space resources.

Program O2.1.3.2:Promote the McFarland historical society.
Furthermore, the EIR on the 2040 McFarland General Plan has the following mitigations:
MITIGATION CULZA
The City of McFarland shall implement the following policy:

In the event thatarcheological 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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8.

10.

MITIGATION CULT 4A:

The City oMcFarland will implement the following policy in accordamgth California
Public Resources Code Chapter 1.75 Section 5@097.991 and Section 7050 of the
Health and Safety Code:

In the event human remains are discovered during iiéd-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 Nativenerican Heritage Commission
within 24 hours.

[NAHCpg. 3, paragrapls 3 & 4] The Commission recommends thétsubstantial evidence
demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resoevee, if no
consultations occutthe Cityshall consider feasible mitigatio

No evidence has been found to demonstrate that the Plan will cause a significant effect to a tribal
resource, nevertheless, the Plan (and Section 405.8e EIR) include mitigatiopolicies and
measures idetified in the response to NAHC 7.

[NAHCpg. 3, paragraph5] 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 consultationprocess between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as
provided in Public Resources Cg#4080.3.1 and21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant
to Public Resources Co821080.3.2.
b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments toldas 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 Co21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days.
(Pub. Rsources Codg21082.3 (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.

[NAHCpg. 4, paragraph2] The Commission adeis that under Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) when
adopting or updating a General Plan, the City of McFarlaretjisired to contact the appropriate
tribes identified by the NAHO he tribes have 90 days to respond afad, tribe, once contacted,
requests consultiion the Citymust consult with the tribe on the plan propdsa

The City requested@ ¢ NA 6 | f / 2 \adddentlolit Gniir@itAtion fér Gostiltation to all 19
tribes on the list. The invitation and consultation list are included in the Appendigdiion 1.6
of the EIR.
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11. [NAHOpg. 4, paragrapls 3, 4, & 5]The Commission recommends that per SB 18, thesGil
protect the confidentiality of the information concerning the specific identity, location, character,
and use of placesluring a consultton. There is nostatutory time limit on SB 18 tribal
consultation Additionally, the NAHC includes the condition under which a consultation is
considered concluded.

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

12. [NAHCpg. 4, paragraph6] The NAHQrges the Cityto request Native American Tribal Contact
[Adada YR G{FONBR [lIYyR&a CAfSé¢ aSINOKSa FTNRY (K
The Native American Heritage Commission (NApt6Yidedl & ¢ NA O € / 2y adz G G
December 2020Appendix to section 1.6 of the BiRludes he consultation list

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) conduated &8 ONB R [sdarfRi@ CA f S ¢
December 2020 for archaeological resources and colecl as follows:

G¢KS NBadzAZ G 2F GKS {FONBR [lFyR&a CAtS o6{[C0O
I SNAGEF3AS /2YYAaarzy ¢la ySalkriAgSoé o

13. [NAHQCpg. 4, paragraph8] The Commission recommends that the Cityitact the appropriate
regional California Histical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center for an archaeological
records search.

A recent CHRIS search conducted for the City of McFarland @@déral Plan Elfdund the

following:
tGARSYUGAFASR mn LINBOA2dzaf & od@sRhiz@hé Bdfecta G dzRA S
site and 20€foot buffer. All of the cultural resources are built environment and were
constructed during the 20th century. One resource, the Frieetn Canal is determined
as eligible for the California Register of Historicadreces (CRHR) and National Register

2T 1 Aa02NRO (CityloD Blé&Farlanav 12016 ¢General Plan Amendment
Environmental Impact Report)

14. [NAHCpg. 4, paragraph9] The NAHC recommends the City to prepar@rofessional report
detailing the findings ath recommendations of the records search and field surstiegyuldan
archaeological inventory survée required.

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

15. [NAHpg. 5, paragraphl] The Commission recommends that the City oHslidand contact the
NAHC for a Sacred Lands File search and a Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate
tribes for consultation.

The NAHC conducted Sacred Lands File search gmwvided a Native American Tribal
Consultation Lisin early Becember2020. Response to NAHC 12 includes additional details.
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16. [NAHOg.5, paragrapi2] The Commission explains tHatk of surface evidence of archaeological

During the NOP period, theroject teamreceived comments fronthe Division of Land Resource
Protection of the California Department of Conservation (DC&hendixto Section 1.€ontains the full

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 cultlyalffiliated Native Americans, and provisions
for the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains.

Policies in thePlan (and Section 4.5.3 of the EIR) include mitigagiolicies andmeasures

identified in theresponse to NAHCtlat address these recommendations.

1.6.1.2. CALIFORNIBEPARTMENT @BONSERVATIGRCON)

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

1.

2.

[DCONpg. 1, paragraph 3The Department recognizésK S t f | y Q& 3IdzA Rl yOS

off between housing choices, economic growth, and protection of the natural environmhbat.

following are some of the General Plan policies the Department acknowledges:

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

Policy LU 1.3.1Develop compatible industrial, commercial, and other uses along Highway 99.
Policy LU 1.4.1Preserve open space in new residential developments.

Policy LU 2.1.3ocus future comercial development in existing commercial corridors.
Policy LU 3.1.1Reduce conflicts between incompatible land uses.

Policy ED 1.1.1Balance industrial, commercial, agricultural, and residential needs.
Policy ED 2.1.1Use the 2nd Street corridor @&stalyst for downtown improvement.

Policy ED 3.2.ZFacilitate strategic placement of businesses.

Policy OS 2.1.2Promote the use of open space for cultural and community enrichment.
Policy AG 1.2.1Encourage economically sound development of naturabueces.

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

Policy AG 3.1.4Protect open space wherever possible.

Ay ©

[DCONpg. 2, paragraphl] The Plan acknowledges the fact that the loss of agriculture land as a

NBadzZ G 2F daNBlFy RS@OSt2LIYSyld NBLNBaSydida
encourages the protection and preservation of agricultural lahdasigh its goals, objective and

policies.The Departmenalsourges the City to implement an Agricultural Mitigation Program to
show commitment to the protection of agricultural land$e following are some of the General

Plan policieshat encourage the protection and preservai of agricultural landas well ashow
commitment to the protection of agricultural lands

Objective AG 1.1Protect prime farmland from noagricultural development

YI 22
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Policy AG 1.1.1Give priority to agricultural uses in agricultural areas.
Program AG IL.1.1:alt Ay G F Ay dzLd G2 RIFGS YFLIWAYy3 27
Influence under Williamson Act Contracts.
Program AG 1.1.1.2Prohibit annexation of properties under Williamson Act contracts
unless a Notice of Nerenewal has been filed.
Program AG 1.1.1.3Adopt a Righto-Farm ordinance.

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

Policy AG 2.1.1Assess potential impacts of development on agricultural lands.
Program AG 2.1.1.1Evaluate project impacts on neighboring agricultural lands when
approving new developments
Progam AG 2.1.1.2Evaluate Williamson Act contracts within and near City limits and
evaluate alternative soil conservation land uses on Prime Farmlands.
Program AG 2.1.1.Prioritize the procurement of nekiVilliamson Act agricultural lands for
annexation.

Policy AG 3.1.4Protect open space wherever possible.
Program AG 3.1.4.1Preserve open space in agricultural production and conservation
easements where possible.
Program AG 3.1.4.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 3.1.4.3Encourage adoption of open space easements to reduce risk and

provide a public benefit where safety concerns such as floodable area and pipeline
transmission lines are present.

Policy AG 6.2.1Minimize the influence of speculative land transactions on the price of farmland
Program AG 6.2.1:1Use voluntary purchase or voluntary transfer of development rights
programs to limit intrusion of reéidential development into agricultural lands.

Program AG 6.2.1:Support maintaining the maximum amount of land in parcel sizes that
farmers are willing to lease or buy for agricultural purposes.

Policy AG 6.2.2Minimize the impact of residential pegls on adjacent agricultural operations
Program AG 6.2.2:1Cluster development parcels to locate lots close to existing residences
Program AG 6.2.2:AJse natural features such as ridge tops, creeks, and groves of trees to
separate parcels from the faring areas wherever practical in areas where clustered
subdivision is permitted.
Program AG 6.2.2:3Place 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 6.2.2:4Add regulations to the development code to restrict the sizd extent

of non-agricultural development on agricultural lands.

Policy AG 7.1.1Assure that the primary use of any parcel within the agricultural land use category is
agricultural production and related processing, support services, and vésatomguses.

£y
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1.6.1.3. SOUTHERSANJOAQUINVIUNICIPAUTILITYDISTRICSSIMUD)

During the NOP period, theoject teamreceived comments frorBouthern San Joaquin Municipal Utility
District (SSIMUDAppendix to Section 1.€ontains the full letter. The following subsems identify the
key issues and remedies.

SSIJMUD Comments on thmaft General Plan

1. [SSIMUD pg, paragraph 35SIMUD 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. SSIMUD further asserts that KGA's member agencies (which include SSIMUD) are
responsible for GMA implementation within their respective Management Areas. SSJMUD
contends that the General Plan Update has not made specific mention of the SSIMUD
Management Area Plan or the KGA GSP.

+2fdzyYS m 2F (GKS DSYSNIf t £ Iy Ssydxitidgt sbtegs,a . | O] 3
regulatory framework, and recommendations from appropriate references. Voluhaes 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.&Enact new measures as needed according to protocols established
by the KernGroundvater Authority. (pg. 126)

Consequent to this comment from SSIJMUD, Volume 1 now has additional references to the
SSIJMUD Management Area Plsisection 17.2.6, which stat the following:

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

¢KS alyl3aSySyid ! NBIFI tfly 2dzitfAySa G4KS {{wa!5Qa
state regulated Sustainable Groundwatktanagement 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 viabilityof 2 OF f O2YYdzyAGASad ¢KS 5AaGNRAOGQa 3F21 f
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 managemeplamngacludes

I RSGFIAESR 20SNBASE 2F GKS 5Aa0NROGAQ KAAG2NR
including groundwater storage, water quality, and land subsidence.

Similarly, policies are modified or new policies are added to Volumddiass:

Policy SAF 2.4.3dentify groundwater recharge locations where soil and geography allow for
infiltration.

Program SAF 2.3.3: Identify and evaluate potential land holdings to be purchased and
used as spreading ponds
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Program CON 2.1.2.®reparean urban water management plan (UWMP) as population
ANRga YR G(GKS /AGe@Qa &SNIA rfwdieNGohsendgiiohdt y R &
Act of 2009).Develop the plan to decrease water use in public landscapes by 25% of
2018levelsby 2035.Convert existig landscapes to drigystems and replace
landscapesequiring significant irrigation witdrought tolerant vegetation.

Program PF 1.1.1.1Continue monitoring water qualityn accordance with SSIMUD
monitoring standard&nd publish results asvailable.

Objective AG 2.4Achieve groundwater sustainability by 2040

Policy AG 2.4.1Collaborate and maintain consistency with SSJIMUD Management Area Plan
Program AG 2.4.1.Encourage participation in SSIMUDLieu Recharge Incentive
Program.
Progran AG 2.4.1.2Encourage improvements to individual farming operations that
address water use efficiency through SSIMUB-&m Efficiency Incentive Program
Program AG 2.4.1.FEncourage improvements to individual farming operations that
address groundwaterprotection and recharge through SSJIMWFarm Recharge
Activities Incentive Program.
Program AG 2.4.1.£rioritizeconversion of lands with lower agricultural potential and
non-Williamson Act contract lands from agricultural use to urban use as negessar
accommodate growth.
Program AG 2.4.1.%Encourage participation in SSIMIEDistrict Allocation Structure,
which would allow for the transfer of groundwater pumping credits within the District.
Program AG 2.4.1.8upport SSIMUD to develop and impésina voluntary land
fallowing program during droughts when the District may not be able to meBisirict
demand from increases in the volume of imported water.
Program AG 2.4.1.Bupport SSIMUID imposing restrictions that limit groundwater
pumping wien 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 SSJIMUD Management Area Plan.

Program AG 3.1.1.1Encourage watesaving measures in farminthrough user
education in McFarland anitis sphere of influence to reduce water usad maintain
groundwater levels

2. [SSJIMUD pg, paragraph 15SIJMUD encouragearpicipaton in monitoring bcalized impacts as
outlined in theKGA GSP and the SSIMUD Management AreaoPdapid violating SGMA.he
following are some of the General Plan policies that encoungagicipation in monitoring
localized impacts

Policy PF 1.1.1Protect water quality.

Program PF 1.1.1.Tontinue monitoring water quality and publish results as available.
Program PF 1.1.1.Zontinue to monitor the condition of pipes and general infrastructure
for water distribution (pg. 151)

3. [SSJIMUD pg, garagraph 2]SSIMUD 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.But notes that the policyaises 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 facilitigBolicy SAF 2.4.3 states the following:

Policy SAF 2.4.3dentify groundwater recharge lodans where soil and geography allow for
infiltration. (pg. 126)

Additional policy is added to address SSIJMUD concern as follows:

Program PF 1.2.2.Direct treated wastewater from expanded sewer facilities to
designated areas for groundwatszcharge.(pg. 153)

4. [SSIMUD p@, paragraph 3T he 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 watewhich sag the following:

Program PF 1.2.2.2Expand 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.Direct treated wastewater from expanded sewer facilities to
designated areas for groundwater rechar@eg. 153)

SSJMUD Comments on thestainable Agriculture Element:

5. [SSIMUD pg@, paragraplt] SSIMUD notes thaté Sustainable Agriculture element of the Plan
does not consider the conversion of uncultivated or fallowed land into permanent groundwater
recharge which wouldssist in reducingrater demand andn providing locations for permanent
groundwater rechargedivities to augment groundwater supply

Additional policy is added as follows:

Program PF 1.2.2.®esignate uncultivated or fallowed land into temporary and
permanent areas for groundwater rechardeg. 153)

6. [SSIMUD pg. 3, paragraphrBDistrict recommends theseof the SSIMUD Management Area
Plan and KGA GSP as a starting point for discussing and developing the drought readiness
measures promoted in Program AG 3.1,2vhich states the following:

Program AG 3.1.2.Zooperate with agdultural industry stakeholders in the City and its
Sphere of Influence to promote drought readiness measus. 157)

Additional policy is addetb address SSIMUD recommendatiasd?rogram AG 2.4.1.%hich
states

Program AG 2.4.1.8upportSSIMUD to develop and implement a voluntary
land fallowing program during droughts when the District may not be able to
meet inDistrict demand from increases in the volume of imported water
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7. [SSIMUD pg. 3, paragrafifThe District is supportive of trmntinued beneficial reuse of treated
water from thewastewater treatment plant\WWTB for irrigation and encourages the expansion
of the use of recycled water as additional WWTP effluent becomes available as outlined in
ObjectiveAG10.3 which states thédollowing:

Objective AG 10.3Encourage the use of recycled water (pg. 163)

1.6.1.4. DEPARTMENT @BXICSUBSTANCEDNTRO(DTSC)

During the NOP period, thproject teamreceived comments fronbDepartment of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSCAppendix to Section 1&ontains the full letter. The following subsections identify the key
issues and remedies.

17. [DTS@g.1, paragraph3] The Department of Toxic Substances Control (the Department)
recommends that the EIR should acknowledgepbtential 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 natue 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¢ 2: Build-out of the proposedPlan will create a lesthan-significanthazard 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 hazandatesials.

Furthermore, in the case that the release of hazardous materials occurs, the City should
O2ftf1F02NIGS 6AGK GKS /2dzyiezr F2tf26Ay3 LINP
Area Plan to carry out a study to evaluate the nature and extenh@fcobntamination,

and the potential threat to public health and/or the environmeihe proposed Plan also

includes additional policies and programs addressing hazardous materials sitesishat th

draft EIRhotes in Section 4.8.3

18. [DTS@g. 2, paragraphl] The Department warns of the potential faerially deposited lead
(ADL)Xxontamination 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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19.

20.

Program SAF 3.1.2.2Vhen 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.

Progam SAF 3.1.6.£&ncourage 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¢ 4: Buildout of the proposed plan will create a lgkan-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 contamirsati&sn
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 praéthe proposed

Plan will require CEQA review and mitigation of impacts associated with hazardous
materiak. The proposed Plan also includes additional policies and programs addressing
hazardous materials sites that this draft EIR notes in Section 4.8.3.

[DTS®g. 2, paragraph2] DTSC recommends that any project sites with current and/or former
mining operations onsite or in the project site area should be evaluated for-méste. The City
has restrictions in its municipal code that do not allow minipgrations within McFarlandnd

is not aware of any former mining sites within the project site.

[DTS®g. 2, paragraph3] The Department cautions that demolitions could risk exposure to
hazardous materials includingad-based paints or products, mercugsbestos containing
materials, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulkTSC advises the City to survey sites for the
presence of such materials prior to demolition and to practice proper removal, demolition, and
disposal of theabovementionedchemicals.

Additional policies are added to the Plan to addrdssnolition of existing structureas follows:

PolicySAF 3.1.7Control pollution from hazardous materials.
ProgramSAF 3.1.7.1institute permitting system for demolition activities.
ProgramSAF 3.1.7.2Establish a site inspection process to oversee safe

demolition of existing structures.

Additionally, the General Plan includes the following programs that addressutiveying and
disposal of hazardous materials

Program SAF 3.1.2.%hen 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.&Encourage developers to iestigate development sites to identify
hazardous materials.

Program SAF 3.1.6.&Encourage developers to safely transport and dispose of hazardous
materials.

21. [DTS(g. 1, paragraphd] The Department suggests that apsojectsunder the Plan which
require the importation ofoil 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 wigacts including soil backfill. To further address this
concern, the following additional policy is added to the Plan:

ProgramSAF 3.1.7.3&valuate imported soils to ensure that they are free of

contamination by hazard materials.

22. [DTS(g. 2, paragra 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
accordyy OS GAGK 5¢{/ Qa wnny LYGSNAY DdzARIYyOS ¥F2NJ {
Revision).

The following are related policies and programs in the Plan that mitigate the exposure to
pesticides:

CON 3.2.3Update current public maintenance plans tosgieide free maintenance strategies
where feasible.

Program CON 3.2.3.Eliminate the use of neonicotinoid insecticides and other highly
toxic systemic insecticides.

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

Program CON 3.2.3.Eliminate cosmetic pesticide applications
Policy SAF 3.1.5inimize exposure to pesticides.

Program SAF 3.1.5.800rdinate with County departments to monitpesticide storage,
application, and exposure.

Policy AG 4.1.1Limit and manage use of pesticides

Program AG 4.3.1.£ncourage 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 4.3.2Build and maintain healthy soils
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ProgramAG 4.3.2.2Encourage farmers to monitor soils faiganochlorinated pesticides
AY T OO0O2NRIYOS gAOK 5¢{/ Qa wHnny LyuarssRihY DdzA
(Third Revision).

1.6.2. CONCERNBAISED ICOMMUNITYEETING

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

1 Land Use; A paucityof medical care facilities, arichbalance inthe spread ofdevelopmentto
the east side othe City

9 Circulationg Limited connections between the east and west sideshef City lack of regional
connections between Delano, Wasco, and Bakersfield whamgysiblic transportation; and
outdated crossing infrastructure

1 Housingg Limitedhousing optiongspecially of affordable housing options

1 Economic DevelopmenqtAdistinct lack of local businesses, career training opportunitisbox
retailers,and other related commercial establishments.

1 Safety¢ Inadequatedrainage and flood control infrastructure

1 Public Facilities & Environmental Justidmadequatesidewalks, lighting, and infrastructure on

the east side othe City

1.6.3. NATIVEAMERICANRIBALCONSULATION

Consistent regulationsf the State of California (e.g., SB 18, AB 52, ettlad) project teaminitiated
consultation with Native American Tribes likely to be traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project
area. With assistance from théNative 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 ard@mnt 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 toparticipate 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 pokdgrie individual, sitespecific, projeclevel

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 follogi

9 The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has conducted its search in December 2020
for archaeological resources and concluded as follows:
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GCKS NBadf 6 2F GKS {I ONBR [FyRa CAfS 6{[C0O OKS
Commissiow | & yS3Al GADBSPe

9 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 2@ot radivda 2 F G KS LINRP2SOG aAidS aAiR
conducted studies and 14 cultural resources within the project site and@tt®uffer. All of the
cultural resources are built environment and were constructed during the 20th century. One
resource, the Fant-Kern Canalis determined as eligible for the California Register of Historical
wSa2dz2NOSa o6/ wlwd YR blridAzylf wS3IAAGSNI 2F | Aa
General Plan Amendment Environmental Impact Report)

The Appendix to section liicludesa 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. Significantmpacts andMitigationMeasures

Table 1.1summarizes the conclusions of the environmental analysis containgaisiBIR and presents a
summary of impacts and mitigation measures identified.isltorganized to correspond with the
environmental issues discussed in Chapte3ektion 4.1 to 4.4 Tte table is arranged in four columns: 1)
environmentalimpacts; 2)significance prior to mitigation; 3) mitigation measures; andighificance
after mitigation. For a complete description of potential impagigease refer to the specific discussions
in Chapter 4, Section 4.1 through 4.1

Table 11 summarizes the environmental analysis and categorizes impactS &gl K S Mdanda f S & &
AAIAYATFAOIY(Sé GLRAOSYGANf & FhesdiBrnd ardefyial Stfolldng A Iy A F A

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

Less than significantA less than significant impact is one that would not reackexceed the
standard or threshold of significant as determined in this analydierefore,no substantial
environmental chage would occur or necessitate tineed for mitigation measures.

Potentially significant: The project would cause a potentially substantial, advessange in
environmental conditions described in that impact category, within #nea affected by the
project.

Significant:A significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adwdraage in the
environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Praject
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TABLEL-1: SUMMARY OPOTENTIALLSGNIFICANIMPACTS ANMITIGATIOMEASURES

Impact Criteria

Signifcarce

Before Mitigation | Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONSIo Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category
Less than significant (LT3 less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.

Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.
Potentially Significan®& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whittlgation cannot adequately address

1. AESTHETICS

AE1: Havea substantial adverse
effect on a scenic vista?

NI

N/A

NI

AE2: Substantially damage sceni
resources including, but not
limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic
highway?

NI

N/A

NI

AE3: In non-urbanized area
substantially degrade the existing
visual character ioquality of
public views ofhe site and its
surroundings?

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

LTS

N/A

LTS

AE4: Create a new source of
substantial lighor glare which
would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

LTS

N/A

LTS
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

2

3. AGRICULTURE

AG1: Convert Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, or Farmland o]
Statewide Importance (Farmland
as shown orthe maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Progran
of the California Resources
Agency, to noragricultural use?

AG-1A:Prohibit
annexation of
properties under
Williamson Act
contracts unless a notic
of Nonrenewal

has beerfiled.
AG1B:Continue to
implement a Righto-
Farm ordinance.

LTS

AG2: Conflict with existing zoning
for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?

LTS

N/A

LTS

AG3: Conflict with existing zoning
for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (agdefined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g¢
timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), ¢
timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by
Government Code section
51104(g))?

NI

N/A

NI

AG4: Result in the loss of forest
land or conversion of forest land
to nonforest use?

NI

N/A

NI
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

AGH5: Involve other changes in thi
existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could

Mitigation Measure AG
5a:Implement
Mitigation Measure AG
1a: Prohibit Annexation
of properties under

result in conversion of Farmland, PS . P
. Williamson Act
to non-agricultural use or .
. contracts unless a notic
conversion of forest land to nen
of Nonrenewal has
forest use? .
been filed
4. AIR QUALITY
AQ-1: Conflict or obstruct
implementation of the applicable LTS N/A LTS
air quality?
AQ-2: Result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the
project region is nofattainment LTS N/A LTS
under anapplicable federal or
state ambient air quality
standard®
Mitigation AQ-3a:
Avoid dting of new
AQ-3: Expose sensitive receptors substantial emission
to substantial pollutant PS sources within CARB LTS
concentration® recommended
screening distances of
sensitive receptors.
e e e, igsion A4
9 PS Update zoning to meet LTS

adversely affecting a substantial
number of people?

screening distance
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

5. BIOLOGOCARESOURCES

BIO1: Have a substantial adverse
effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate
sensitive, or special status specie
in local or regional plans, policies
or regulations, or by th€alifornia
Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

PS

Mitigation BIO-1a:
Projects that result fron
the Plan are to utilize g
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 speciabtatug
plant or animal species

Mitigation BIO-1b: If
suitable habitat is

present, assess preseinc

or absence oépecial
status species by
conducting surveys

following recommended

protocols or protocol
equivalent surveys

>

LTS
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

Mitigation BIO-1c: If
Statelisted species are
detected at a Project
site, consultation with
CDFW is warranted to
discuss how to avoid
take, or if avoidance is

BIO1 (continued) PS ) . LTS
not feasible, to acquire
an Incidental Take
Permit (ITP) pursuant tg
Fish and Game Code
section 2081 subdivisio
(b) prior to initiating any
grounddisturbing
activities.
BIO2: Have a substantial adverse
effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural communit
identified !n.local or reglonal NI N/A NI
plans, policies, regulations or by
the CaliforniaDepartment of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlif
Service?
BIO3: Have a substantial adverse
effect on state or federally
protected wetlandgincluding, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool LTS N/A LTS

coastal, etc.) through direct
removal,filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Significance

Mitigation Measures

After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

BIO4: Interfere substantially with
the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with establishe

. . . LTS N/A LTS
native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, oiimpede the
use of native wildlife nursery
sites?
BIO5: Conflict with any local
p_ohmes or ordinances protecting LTS N/A LTS
biological resources, such as a tr|
preservation policy or ordinance?
BIO6: Conflict with the provisions
of an adopted Habitat
Conservgtlon Plan, Na_tural LTS N/A LTS
Community Conservation Plan, o
other approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan?
6. CULTURAKBRCHEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL RESOURCES
CULTL: Cause a substantial
adverse change in thgignificance
N NI N/A NI
of ahistoricalresource pursuant
to § 15064.5?
CULT2A:In the event
that archeological or
paleontological resource
is unearthed or
CULT2: Cause a substantial otherwise discovered
adverse change in the significanc PS during construction LTS

of anarcheologicatesource
pursuant to15064.57?

related activities
associatd with the
proposed Plan, all work
must be suspended unt
a qualified archeologist

is consulted.
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Signifcarce Significance
Impact Criteria Before Mitigation | Mitigation Measures | After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category
Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.

Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi
described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

CULT3A: In the event
human remains are
discovered during the
build-out of the Plan's
proposed
developments,
construction must be

CULT3: Disturb any human stopped, and a qualified
corong must be

remains, including those interred P LTS

outside of formal cemeteries? pontacted t_o determine
if the remains are of

Native American origin.
If the coroner makes
this determination, the
coronershouldcontact
the Native American
Heritage Commission
within 24 hours.

ENERGY

Refer toSection 1&n Energy

7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

GEGQGL1 (1-i): Directly orindirectly
cause potential substantial
adverseeffects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or deatimvolving
rupture of a knowrearthquake
fault, asdelineated on the most LTS N/A LTS
recent AlquistPrioloEarthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
StateGeologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault?




FinalEnvironmental Impact Report for City dtFarland2040 General Plan| 29

Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

GEQ2 (1-ii): Directly or indirectly
cause potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving

strong seismiground shaking

LTS

N/A

LTS

GEGQG3 (1-iii): Directly or indirectly
cause potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving
seismic related ground failure,

includingliquefactior?

LTS

N/A

LTS

GE®&4 (1-iv): Directly or indirectly
cause potentiasubstantial
adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving
landslide®

LTS

N/A

LTS

GEGS: Result in substantial soil
erosion or the loss abpsoil?

LTS

N/A

LTS

GEG®G: Be located on a geologic
unit or soil that isunstable, or that
would become unstable asrasult
of the project, and potentially
result in on or off-site landslide,
lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction,or collapse?

LTS

N/A

LTS

GEGQGY: Be located on expansive
soil, as defined ifTablel18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994
creating substantial direct or

indirect risks to lifeor property?

LTS

N/A

LTS
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Signifcarce

Impact Criteria

Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

GEGQG8: Have soils incapable of
adequately supportinghe use of
septic tanks or alternative

. LTS N/A LTS
wastewaterdisposal systems
where sewers are not availabler
the disposal ofvastewatef?
GEGQQ: Directly or indirectly
destroy a unlquepaleo_ntologlcal LTS N/A LTS
resource or site or unique
geological feature?
8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
GHGL: Generate GHG emissions
either dlrectly_or _|r_1d|rec_tly, that LTS N/A LTS
may have a significant impact on
the environment?
GHG2: Conflict with an applicable
plan, policy, or regulatlon_ adopte! LTS N/A LTS
for the purpose of reducing the
emission of GHGs?
9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Mitigation HAZ1: All
HAZL: Create a significant hazar h?jg;gggi ;nnegerlal
to the public or theenvironment tprans ortationshould
through the routinetransport, PS porta LTS
. comply with state and
use, ordisposal of hazardous )
materials? local regulationgand
' Hazardous Waste
Management Plas
HAZ2: Create a significaritazard
to the public or theenvironment
through reasonably foreseeable LTS N/A LTS

upset and accident conditions
involving therelease of hazardous

materials into theenvironment?
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

HAZ3: Emit hazardous emissions
or handle hazardousr acutely
hazardous materials, substances
or waste within onequarter mile
of an existing or proposed school

LTS

N/A

LTS

HAZA4: Be located on a site which
is included on a ligtf hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuan
to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as result, would it
create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

LTS

N/A

LTS

HAZ5: For a project located
within an airport land uselan or,
where such a plan has not been
adopted,within two miles of a
publicairport or public use
airport, would the project result ir
a safety hazardr excessive noise
for people residing or workinim
the project area?

NI

N/A

NI

HAZ6: Impair implementation of
or physically interferavith an

adopted emergency response ple
or emergency evacuation plan?

LTS

N/A

LTS

HAZT7: Expose people or
structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving
wildland fire®

NI

N/A

NI
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

HY-1: Violate any watequality
standards or wastéischarge
requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or
ground waterquality?

LTS

N/A

LTS

HY-2: Substantially decrease
groundwatersupplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater
recharge such that thproject
may impedesustainable
groundwater management of the
basir?

Mitigation HY-2a:
Expard wastewater
treatmentallowing for
additional wastewater
to be recycledor
agricultural irrigatiorto
reduce consumption of
fresh groundwater and
recharge the gpply.
Mitigation HY-2b:
Developa water
management plan to
use recycled water in
excess of agricultural
demand for other
purposes.

Mitigation HY-2c:
Adopt awater efficient
landscapeordinance 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

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

HY-3(3-): Substantially alter the
existing drainage patterof the
site or areajncluding through the
alterationof the course of a
stream or river or through the
addition of impervious surfaces, i
a mannemwhich wouldresult in
substantial erosion or siltation en
or off-site?

LTS

N/A

LTS

HY-4(3-ii): Substantially alter the
existing drainage patteraf the
site or area, including through the
alterationof the course of a
stream or river or through the
addition of impervious surfaces, i
a mannemwhich would
substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a
manrer which would result in
flooding on or off-site?

LTS

N/A

LTS

HY-5(3-iii): Substantially alter the
existing drainage patteraf the
site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a
stream or river or through the
addition ofimpervious surfaces, ir
a mannewhich wouldcreate or
contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of
existing omplanned stormwater
drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff?

LTS

N/A

LTS
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation 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 LTS NIA LTS
addition of impervious surfaces, i
a manner which woul@mpede or
redirect flood flow®
HY-7: In flood hazard, tsunami, or
seiche zones, risk re_lease of LTS N/A LTS
pollutants due to project
inundation?

Mitigation HY-8a:

Developa water

management plan to

use recycled water in
HY-8: Conflict with or obstruct excess of agricultural
: : . demand for other
implementation of a water quality,
control plan or sustainable PS purposes. . LTS
groundwater management plan? Mltlgatlon_ HY-8h:

' Comply with all State of

California Water

Conservation measures

and the Sustainable

Groundwater

Management Act.

11. LAND USEND PLANNING

LU1: Physically divide an LTS N/A LTS

established community?
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce

Before Mitigation | Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

LU2: Cause a significant
environmental impact due to a
conflict with anyland use plan,
policy, or regulatioradopted 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 t
the region and the residents of
the state?

LTS

N/A

LTS

MR-2: Result in the loss of
availability of a localymportant
mineral resource recovery site
delineated ora local general plan
specific planor other land use
plan?

LTS

N/A

LTS

13. NOISE

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

LTS

N/A

LTS

NOISE2: Result in exposure of
persons to or generation of
excessive grounlorne vibration

or groundborne noise levels?

LTS

N/A

LTS
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

NOISE3: For aproject located
within the vicinity of a private
airstrip or an airport land use plar
or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles 0
a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the
projectarea to excessive noise
levels?

NI

N/A

NI

14. POPULATION

AND HOUSING

POR1: 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

POR2: 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

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

15. PUBLIC SERVICES

PS1: Result insubstantial adverse
physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically,
altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altere(
governmental facilities, the
construction of which could caus:
significant environmental impacts
in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for

Fire protectior?

LTS

N/A

LTS

PS2: Result in substantial advers
physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically
alteredgovernmental facilities,
need for new or physically altere(
governmental facilities, the
construction of which could caus:t
significant environmental impacts
in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for
Police protectiof?

LTS

N/A

LTS




FinalEnvironmental Impact Report for City dtFarland2040 General Plan| 38

Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

PS3: Result in substantial advers
physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically,
altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altere(
governmental facilities, the

Mitigation PS3a: Work
with school district to
identify population
growth thresholds that

) . PS require new school LTS

construction of which could caus: L L

Co . . facilities to maintain
significant environmental impacts
) o adequate level of
in order to maintain acceptable k .

. . ) service for the growing

service ratios, response times or outh population
other performance objectives for y Pop '
Shool®
PS4: Result in substantial advers
physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically
alteredgovernmental facilities,
need for new or physically altere(
governmental facilities, the LTS N/A LTS

construction of which could caus:t
significant environmental impacts
in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for
Park®
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

PS5: Result in substantial advers
physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically,
altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically alterec
governmental facilities, the
construction of which could caus:
significant environmentahipacts,
in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for
Other public facilitie®

Mitigation PS5a:
Coordinate with Kern
County Library to
address the specific
needs of the
community and
funding sources
required to build
library services to mee
thoseneeds.

LTS

16. RECREATION

RECL: Increase the use of existin|
neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities
such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would
occur or beaccelerate@

LTS

N/A

LTS

RE2: Includerecreational
facilities or require the
construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect ¢
the environment?

LTS

N/A

LTS

17. TRANSPORTATION

TRANSL: Conflict with gprogram,
plan, ordinanceor policy
addressing the circulation systen
including transit, roadway, bicygle
and pedestrian facilities?

LTS

N/A

LTS
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

TRANS: Conflict or be
inconsistent with CEQA Guideling
Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)~
.. .le.,IsVMTexceeding an
applicable threshold of
significance?

LTS

N/A

LTS

TRANS3: Substantially increase
hazards due to geometricdesign
feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

NI

N/A

NI

TRANS!: Result in inadequate
emergency access?

LTS

N/A

LTS

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Refer toSection ® on Tribal Cultural Resources




FinalEnvironmental Impact Report for City dtFarland2040 General Plan| 41

Signifcarce
Impact Criteria Before Mitigation | Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

18. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

UTIl-1a: Adhere to
construction,
enhancement, and
expansion outlined in
the Storm Drain Master
Plan to ensure adequats
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 ofsite
storm water retention
for future development
to minimize
environmental impacts.

UTIL1: Require or result in the
relocation orconstruction of new
or expanded watemwastewater
treatment, or storm water
drainage gelectric power, natural PS
gas, ottelecommunications
facilities the construction or
relocationof which could cause
significant environmentadffects?

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

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

UTIL2: Have sufficient water
supplies available to serve the
project and reasonably
foreseeable future development
during normal, dryand multiple
dry year®

UTIL-2a: Prepare an
urban water
management plan
(UWMP) as population
ANRsa YR 0
service area expands tg
comply with SB 7X
(Water Conservation Ag
of 2009)

UTIL2b: Convert
landscapes to

drip systems and
replacethoserequiring
significant irrigation
with drought tolerant
vegetation.

UTIL-2c. Collaborate and
maintain consistency
with SSIMUD
Management Area Plan
to fosterdecrease
water use in public
landscapes by 2035 by
25% of 2018eveland to
achieve groundwater
sustainability by 2040

LTS

UTIL3: Result in a determination
by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has
(inyadequate capaity to serve the
LINE 2SO0 Qa LINR2S
FRRAGAZY (2 G(KS

commitments?

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

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

UTIL-4: Generate solid waste in
excess of State or local standard
or in excess of the capacity of loc
infrastructure, or otherwise impai
the attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?

LTS

N/A

LTS

UTIL5: Not comply with federal,
state, and locainanagement and
reduction statutes and regulation|
related to solid waste?

LTS

N/A

LTS

19. ENERGY

ENEL: Result in potentially
significant environmentampact
due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

LTS

N/A

LTS

ENE2: Conflict with or obstruct a
state or local plarfior renewable
energy or energy efficien@y

LTS

N/A

LTS

20. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

TRIBEL(1-i): Cause a substantial
adverse change in thgignificance
of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Cod|
section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape
that is geographically defined in
terms of the size and scope of thi
landscape, sacred place, or objel
with cukural value to a California
Native American tribe, anthat is
listedor eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in the local registe
of historical resources as defined
in Public Resources Code Sectio
5020.1(Ky

NI

N/A

NI
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce

Before Mitigation | Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

TRIBE2(1-ii): Cause a substantial
adverse change in the significanc
of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Cod
section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape
that isgeographically defined in
terms of the size and scope of thi
landscape, sacred place, or objel
with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, anthat is
a resourcedetermined 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 Resourc
Code Section 5024?21

NI

N/A

NI

20WILDFIRE

FIREL: Substantially impair an
adopted emergencyesponse plan
or emergency evacuation plan?

LTS

N/A

LTS

FIRE2: Due to slope, prevailing
winds, and othefactors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupant;
to pollutant concentrations from ¢
wildfire or theuncontrolled
spread of a wildfir@

LTS

N/A

LTS
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Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

FIRE3: Require thanstallation or
maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fue
breaks, emergency water source|
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

FIRE4 Expose people or
structures to significant risks,
including downslope or
downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff,
postfire slope instability, or
drainage changes?

LTS

N/A

LTS

21. MANDATORY FINDI

NGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

MFS1: Does theproject have the
potential to substantially degrade
the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat o
a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop
below selfsustaining 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




FinalEnvironmental Impact Report for City dtFarland2040 General Plan| 46

Impact Criteria

Signifcarce
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After Mitigation

DEFINITIONS Impact (NI)The project does not create an impact in that category

Less than significant (LT.S) less than significant impact is one that would not reach or exceed the standard or threshg
significance as determined in this analysis. Therefore, no substantimbemental change would occur.
Potentially significant (PS)fhe project would cause a potentially substantial, adverse change in environmental conditi

described in that impact category, within the area affected by the project.

Potentially Significan& Unavoidable (PSUA significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse cha
in the environment resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project whiitlgation cannot adequately address

MFS2: 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

MFS3: 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 proposedcFarland2040 General Plan (Plan). This analysis is
intended to inform decisiommakers, responsible agemrsi, 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 (CHQACityof McFarland

isthe 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 developedvith the O 2 Y'Y dzypkeferereesof concepts in thehree development alternatives

detailed inGeneral PlarChapter 4: Development Alternatives. Thiction presents communityvide

features, land use, and circulation concepts within five key growth areas. The Preferred Growth
Alternative reflects future land useéesignations, 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, CamseDysn

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 communityngset
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 populatiamdebalances 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
mediumdensity, highdensity, and mixedise 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 promotestsiisable desigmandimprovementgo the CityQ &
circulationnetwork. Circulationimprovementsfocuson creating a network of complete streets, which
provide space for automobiles, pedestrians, and bicycles, along with an expanded public transportation
systen 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 economidwitgt Residents can travel from home to work

and shopping by multiple modes, while visitors are drawtheoCity0a @A O NI yi O2YYSNDA I f
The vision includes multiple areas of residential development infrastructure for active transportation an
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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. EIRProcedures an&cope

This program EIR was prepared in accoodgamwith CEQA guidelines and regulation to assess
environmental effects associd 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 ofiICEQA an
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 sigificant, 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 e@gapproved 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 sigaific 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
Guidelires. 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 enmient, 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. BHRs intend to provide an objective, factually supported and-disitlosure 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 todlat 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 wageaply prepared in accordance

with CEQA and CEQA Guidelines, determine whether it reflects the independent judgement of the lead
F3SyOesz YR IR2LII FAYRAy3Ia O2yOSNYyAy3d GKS LINRB2SOG
and alternatives. Irthe 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 Consideratibng)st reflect the ultimate

balancing of competing public objectives (including environmental, legal, techsoc#),and economic

factors).
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2.2.1. POTENTIALLSGNIFICANEFFECTS

Pursuant to CEQA Sections 15126.2 and 15126.4, the environmental issueseatidrébgs EIR include
the following:

Aesthetics

Agricultural Resources

Air Quality

Biological Resources
Cultural:Archeological and Histical Resources
Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards

Hydrology and Water Quality
10. Land Use

11. Mineral Resources

12. Noise

13. Population and Housing

14. PublicFacilities

15. Recreation

16. Transportation

17. Utility

18. Energy

19. Tribal Cultural Resources
20. Wildfire

©CoNO~LDNE

2.2.2. INCORPORATION RYFERENCE

The Following documents were incorporatey ieference in this EIR, Consistent with Section 15150 of
the State CEQA Guidelines, and are available for revigwe &ityof McFarlandCity Hall:

City of McFarland 2040 General P{as amended), 221

City of McFarland Background Rep@$ amended), 221

City of McFarland Municipal Code (as amended)

City of McFarland 2018023 Housing Element

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

1 Southern San Joaquin Municipal Utility District (SSIJIMUD) Management Area(Rk©Online
at: http://www.kerngwa.com/assets/southersanjoaquinmunicipatutility -district-
managemendareaplan.pdi

=A =4 =4 =4 =9

The EIR Uses Previously adopted regional and stateglades 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 incporated by reference for the reader. Chapter 4.0, sections 4.1 throughof.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 Beckground description of thédcFarland2040 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 iadudesary

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 3Project Description: Describes the DifslitFarland2040 General Plan in detail. The description
includes the location and boundaries of the Plan area, Plan characteristics, and the intendetlthses
EIR.

Chapter4. 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.d&scription 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 progegtproposed mitigation measures,

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

1. Regulatory FrameworkA discussion of the regulatory environment that may be applicable to
the proposed Plan including Fedkr&tate, and local laws and regulations.

2. Environmental SettingA 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 theesholds of
significance. As a Program level EIR without project specifics, the methodology for determining
significance of impact is often qualitative.

4. Standards of Significanc&he thresholds of significance are the standards, or thresholds, by
whichimpacts are measured, with the objective being the determination of whether an impact
will be significant or less than significant.

5. Impact DiscussionEach impact associated with an environmental topic is discussed and listed
by a number, for referencehat corresponds with the threshold with the threshold of
significance for which the impact is being analyzed.

6. Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation Measurdsstatement 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 theProposed Plan: Considers the three alternatives to the Proposed Plan,
AyOfdzZRAYy3 (GKS [/ 9v! NEB |j dzA NS R & bBRusingsdN&JBuSIGdenarlo,f G S NI/ I
Moderate Growth Scenario, Progressive Growth Scenario, and Preferred Growth Scenario.

Chater 7. CEQAViandated 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 tQ&Kuidelines 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 t9: TAchnical details of greenhouse gas
emissionstraffic, and energyanalyses; (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 EnvironmentaReviewProcess

2.4.1DRAFTEIR

As required by California law,dibraft EIRvas made available for review by the public, interested parties,
agencies, and organizations for a period of 45 days. Written comments on the Dragieléhcouraged
for incorporation in the Final EIRommenswere addressedbo:

Maria Lara
CityManager

City ofMcFarland

401 W. Kern Avaue
McFarland, CA 93250

An electroniccopy of theDraft 2040 General Plais availableat:
https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2301/Vol2 McFarlaBdaft-GeneralPlan May
2021

Hectronic cojes of dher related planningdocumentsare availableat:
https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/199/Plannindpepartment

The Draft EIRs posted online on the website tfe Cityof McFarlandfor public reviewand is accessible
via
https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/2302/Vol3 DEIR-1#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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2.4.2HNALEIR

The Cityof McFarlandreviewed all written comments and prepadbwritten responses for each one after
the 45day public review period. The Final EIR (FEIR) incorgdheteeomments received, responses to
the comments received, and any changes made to the Draft EIR as aféksaltomments received. The
FEIR is presented the Cityof McFarlandor certification as the environmental review document for the
proposed Plan. All persons organizations thatommented on the Draft EIR are notified of the FEIR and
its availabily.

The Final EIRis also posted online on the website thfe City of McFarlandfor public reviewand is
accessible via
https://www.mcfarlandcity.org/DocumentCear/View/2302/Vol3F_FEIRuly2021

2.4.3MITIGATIONMONITORING

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 iResGode

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. Thggktion Monitoring Program for the proposed Plan

is completed as part of the FEIR prior to consideration of the PlamebgityCouncil oMcFarland


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) foe City of McFarland2040 General Plan provides an
assessment of the environmental impacts associated with implementation of the propdsEdrlanl

2040 General Plan (proposed Plan), released in Draft form for public revidlexammberl, 2020.The
proposed Plan replaces tlexisting General Plan, and is intended to guide investment, development, and
conservation invicFarlandthrough 2040. In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), this chapter provides a detailed description of the proposed Plamimgcthe 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.

3.1.1PROJECEETTING

The Cityof McFarland sits in the northern section of Kern County withinf A F2 Ny A Q& / Sy (i NJ f
3-1displays the location of McFarland in relation to the State of California. Magigplays the location

of McFarland within Kern CountVhe Cityis located along Highway 99, approximately 25 miles north of
Bakersfieldl YR | LILINREAYI G6Sté& &S00Sy YAatSa az2dzik 2F 58¢
approximately threesquare miles of land consisting of mostly residential, institutional, and agricultural
dziSa® aOCIFNIFIyRQa {LKSNB 27F LliyafilyapRyit@d I yR (KS adzN.

3.1.1PROJECBOUNDARIES

Prior to 2020, the planning area fthre Cityof McFarland encompassed approximately 12.12 square miles

(7,760 acres), located south thfe Cityof Delano and north athe Cityof Bakersfield. The area included

both the east side and west side developments situated around the reothth Highway 99 and Union

Pacific railroad rightef-way. The Sphere of Influence (SOI) created by the Local Area Formation
Commission (LAFCO) is defined as the planning boundary ewsithe CitfQa f S3Ff 062 dzy RI N
RSaA3ayl iS4 aOCIFNIlIYyRQa LINRPolofS FdzidzNE 062dzy Rl NB |
area to which this document refers, which is compiled from the boundaries of existing and potential future
extents ofthe Cityand its sphere of influence. This document details the future developmethieoCity

TheCitpa {hL A& &ftFdSR (2 08 SELIYRSR AY Hnanun 6AGK A
the intersection with Highway 46. This proposed expahdgphere 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 lads surroundhe Cityr y R A da {hLX (KS aaidRRe | NBIF¢ SEGSY
to cover an area of approximately 23 square miles or 14,760 acres.
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MAP3-1: LOCATION OMCFARLAND WITHIN TSEATE OEALIFORNIA
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MAP3-2: MAP OFRMCFARLAND WITHIKERNCOUNTY
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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 decisiomakers concerning future land use patterns and resource management.
Longstanding community values reflected in the plan include nesoconservation and maintenance of
theCiQd KSNAGF ISP ¢KSaS @I tdzSa FNB LISNLISGdzr iSR o8&
housing and commercial enterprises to areas that are suitablddeelopment orare already developed.

The 2040 Gegral 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 guidture development in McFarland,
incorporate recent planning efforts undertaken thye 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 McFarland2040 GenerkPlan is intended to represent the general expectations and wishes of its
residents and decisiomakers concerning future land use patterns and resource management.
Longstanding community values reflected in the plan include maintenandbeoCityQ & Idownh ¢
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.

3.3.1PLANBACKGROND

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 abtions forthe Cityof McFarland

3.3.2DESCRIPTION OF THROPOSEBLAN

3.3.2.1 PROPOSHDANDRGANIZATIGMNDCONTENT

The proposed Plan includes the state mandated general plan elements of land use, circulation, housing,
open space, conservation, safety, and noise.addition, the plan includesevenoptional elements
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addressing topics of particular importance to thdcFarland community: Air Quality, Economic
Development, Public FacilitieSustainable Agriculture, Environmental Justidealth, and Community
Design. Table 3L summarizes the contents of the proposed Plan. Each element begins with a discussion
of baseline and projected conditions McFarland Elements are organized under topical headings,
followed by a series of numbered goals, policies, and actimmysnized by topical subheadings matching

the preceding narrative discussion. Goals describe a broad overall end state towardiveh@itydirects

its efforts. Objectives describe specific targets that are intended to be achieved. Policies are specific
statements that guide decisiemaking aghe Cityworks to achieve a goal. Programs are actions carried
out to implementpolicies andmay be ongoing operating procedures or eitae 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 aggrgssivih;

it addsMcFarlands 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 usatcomes.

TABLE3-1: GENERAPLANSUMMARY

Elements Description
¢KS [FYR 'aS 9fSYSyid Aa | 3JdzAR¢
designates the distribution and general location of lamses, such a
1. Land use residential, commercial, industrial, or public facilities. It also addresse:

permitted density and intensity of development within the various land
designations.

This element describethe CityQ a (i NI y & LJ2 NI | circulgtigh
network and provides an Inventory of existing roadway and infrastruc
conditions. In addition, this Element addresses future directions
transportation inthe City

The purpose of the housing element is to guide kggn, comprehensive
housing needs for residents of each income level withénCityby providing
a variety of housing types. The Housing Element covers topics of arr
type, location, condition, and affordability.

The Conservation Element addresses Federal and State standar
environmental regulation, soil and mineral resources, biological resou
water resources, energy, and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as '

4. Conservation direction related to the conservation, delegment, and utilization of natura
resources. The Element identifies goals, objectives, policies, and progre
guide the City into the future while minimizing impacts on the natur
environment.

2. Circulation

3. Housing

The main goals of the Open Space Element are to focus on enhance
5. Open Space safety and recreational programs, accessibility and connectivity,
aesthetically pleasing parks and open spaces withenCity
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Elements

o

Safety

7. Noise

8. Public
Facilities

9. Economic
Development

10. Community
Development

11. Health

12. Environmental
Justice

13. Air Quality

Description

The Safety Element addresses firetection of humans and property fror
natural and marmade hazards. Seismic, geologic, fire, and flood hazard
addressed as required under California Government Code 65302(g)
Element also includes safety concerns of crime and hazardous materia

¢tKS StSYSyidiQa LlzN1LJ2aS Aa (2 ARS
within the City The element includes goals, objectives, policies,
programs to alleviate unwanted sound produced in McFarland.

Public services arfdcilities are fundamental components of urbanized ar
that support daily functions and quality of life in the community. The Pt
Facilities element covers topics of water infrastructure, water supply, st
water management, wastewater treatment, sblwaste disposal service
police services, fire services, school facilities, and library facilities.

The Economic Development element is an optional element of the Ge
Plan. The goals, objectives, policies, and programs in this Element ¢
expand and diversifjhe CiQa SO2y2Yéed . & | fA
FILOU2NE (KIF G RNJomRy, asGel aseiCingy R ONR ff
the Kern County region, this element can help guide economic develop
through the appropriate allocation of land uses.

The Community Design Element identifies existing conditions of McFarl
built environment and provides ways to preserve and enhance desit
community attributes. The element also aims to enhance the phy:
character of the City and to guide the formand appearance o
neighborhoods, streets,parks, and public facilities as well as ne
development.

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

agencies.

The City of McFarland is required by law to have an Environmental Ju
Element due to its designation as a disadvantaged community. The pu
of the Environmental Justice Elemeésto identify objectives and policies
reduce compounded health risks lading pollution exposure, foot
insecurity, and insufficient physical activity. The element also reqt
jurisdictions to promote public participation in the decisioraking process
and prioritize the needs of disadvantaged communities.

This element discusses the statustlod Cityin meeting federal, state, an
local air quality standards and provides an overview of the ambien
quality conditions, a description of the local setting including air qui:
conditions, and rajor pollutant sources and air quality issues pertinent
the CifQ & T dzli dzNB @
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Elements Description

The Sustainable Agriculture Element addresses managed productiol
conservation of agricultural lands to sustain the role of Agriculture :
mainstay of the local economy while it contributes to the State econao
14. Sustainable  The policies under the Sustainable Agriculture Element seek to pre:
Agriculture existing open spaces and agriculturally productive land while allowin
responsible conversion of land foreeded housing and commerci

development.

3.3.2.2 PROPOSHIANDJSE

PLAN DESCRIPTION

The Proposed Plan is twansform 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 tihe CittQad @A O NI y i O2 Y'Y Shvisibnt incladesLi2 NI dzy
multiple areas of residential developmeimfrastructure for active transportation and pedestrian safety,

and the creation of a comprehensive transportation network. Combined, these transformations can help
McFarland become a magnetrfresidential and commercial activity

The Plarallocates 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 areallocated to balance housing and jobs, expand housing options, and increase job
opportunities for a growing population. Therefore, growth areas are to include lsmchuses as mixed
density housing, mixedses, neighborhood and highwagmmercial, and officeas well as industries

ThePlandemarcates five key growth ared3evelopment within eackey growth area aims to serve the
daily needs of nearby residenasid businessem order to create a more walkable, less agtependent
city.

Map 3-3 shows the overall General Plan land use map withfiekey growth areas.They includel.
Revitalized Downtown?2. West Expansign3. Whisler Road Neighborhoodt. Southern Commercial
Corridor, and 5.Famoso Industrial and Commercial Center
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MAP3-3: GENERAPLANLANDUSEMAP WITHKEYGROWTHAREAS
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































