ATTACHMENT A

Inter Office Memo

DATE: June 8, 2023
TO: Board of Supervisors
FROM: Planning Commission

SUBJECT:  RESOLUTION NO. 12996 — UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
APPLICATION NO. 3755-A and 3755-B

APPLICANT:
OWNER:

REQUEST:

LOCATION:

Pete LoCastro, Area Operations Manager, CEMEX
CEMEX Construction Material Pacific , LLC

Amend Unclassified Conditional Use Permit No. 3093 and
related UCUP Nos. 367, 2032, 2209, 2241, 2235, and 3063, to
extend the operational time limit for the existing aggregate
(sand and gravel) operation, processing plants, and related
currently permitted uses for an additional four years (extend
expiration date from July 28, 2023 to July 28, 2027).

The Project includes the Plant Site and the Quarry Site as
described below:

Plant Site (UCUP 3577-A): located on approximately 122 acres
on the west side of N. Friant Road 0.65-miles north of Willow
Avenue, and approximately 1.5-miles north of the nearest
boundary of the City of Fresno (APNs: 300-070-56S, 57S, 58S,
598, and 60S) (13109 N. Friant Road) (Sup. Dist. 2).

Quarry Site (UCUP 3577-B): located on approximately 354
acres on the west side of N. Friant Road at its intersection with
Merrill Avenue, and approximately 2.0-miles north of CEMEX's
current Plant Site (APNs 300-040-19, 300-040-20, 300-080-0IS,
300-250-12 and portion of 300-310-01) (13757 N. Friant Road)
(Sup. Dist. 5).

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

At its hearing of June 8, 2023, the Commission considered the Staff Report and testimony

(summarized in Exhibit A).



RESOLUTION NO. 12996

A motion was made by Commissioner Abrahamian and seconded by Commissioner Arabian to
determine that in accordance with Section 15162 of CEQA that the project is not subject to
preparation of a supplemental EIR and the previously prepared EIR may be used for
consideration of this proposal, and move to determine that the required Findings as
recommended in the staff report can be made, and approve Unclassified Conditional Use Permit
No. 3755 subject to the recommended Conditions of Approval listed in Exhibit B with the
exception that the date operating period be increased to four additional years of operation,
ending on July 28, 2027, and that the Applicant enter into an agreement to indemnify the County
from the cost of potential litigation over approval of the project.

This motion passed on the following vote:

VOTING: Yes: Commissioners Abrahamian, Arabian, Ewell, Hill, and Zante
No: Commissioners Chatha and Woolf
Absent: Commissioner Carver

Abstain: None

STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR
Department of Public Works and Planning
Secretary-Fresno Cmy] J Planning Commission

W o
Willidm Kettler, Manager
Development Services and Capital Projects Division

WMK:er:jp
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NOTES: The approval of this project will expire two years from the date of approval unless
substantial development has occurred. When circumstances beyond the control of
the applicant do not permit compliance with this time limit, the Commission may
grant an extension not to exceed one additional year. Application for such extension
must be filed with the Department of Public Works and Planning before the
expiration of the Conditional Use Permit.

Attachments



Staff:

Presenters:

RESOLUTION NO. 12996

EXHIBIT A
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3755-A and 3755-B

The Fresno County Planning Commission considered the Staff Report dated
June 8, 2023 and heard a summary presentation by staff.

The applicant and the applicant’s representatives concurred with the Staff Report
and the recommended conditions. They described the project and indicated that
regional demand for sand and gravel necessitates this application.

o We agree with the staff report except for two issues, extension of time should
be four years rather than staff's recommended one year, and we see a
different approach to compliance with CEQA based on an exemption, and
case law.

e The CEQA Section 15301 for Existing Facilities would also be applicable for
this application.

o We are only requesting a four-year extension of time, nothing else will
change.

e There two reasons for the Application, we need time to allow the
environmental work to be completed for the parallel modification application,
and we have existing resource of aggregate in the ground that they need to
finish mining.

e Cemex provides employment for 92 employees in the County.

o We have been working on the associated modification application for a year
prior to its submission to the County 3.5 years ago.

e The material is used local to build all varieties of projects, and if the quarry is
not there, material would have to be trucked from the Kings River, Madera
County, or Coalinga which increases traffic and air impacts.

e The site is in a Mineral Resource Zone.
e The CEQA Section 15301 for Existing Facilities would also be applicable.

o If we are only approved for a one-year extension, we would have to file a
subsequent application for an additional extension as it is highly probable that
the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will take longer.

¢ An EIR is a complex document, and it can take significantly longer than a
year to complete, depending on the number of comments on the Draft EIR it
could require an additional year to complete; further, if there is litigation it
could add additional years to resolve the issues. The shortest time frame is
more likely to be 15 months, four years is more realistic, would prefer seven
years.

e The extension would create no environmental impacts.

e Cemex is agreeable with additional Conditional of Approval for
indemnification for defense of potential Litigation.



RESOLUTION NO. 12996

The amount of aggregate left to be mined without any modification operations
on the site would take more than four years to mine.

Others: Eight of the other individuals presenting information were in support of the
application and there were eight in opposition to the application.

Correspondence:

WMK:er:jp

Those in support asserted the benefits CEMEX brings to the workers and the
community at large.

Several individuals in opposition to the application stated the existing
operation has caused dust, water issues, and traffic concerns of which
impacted their wellbeing.

A representative of the San Joaquin River Parkway and Conservation Trust
Inc. stated the certified and supplemental EIRs only applies to the processing
of the Beck resources (now reclaimed) and therefore, the Staff Reports
CEQA exemption (Section 15162) is baseless.

The previous EIR does not meet current standards as there have been
significant changes to the site and surrounding area such as stockpiling of
raw materials along the south edge of the site and residential growth across
the project sites.

The increased residential, pedestrian, and bicyclist volumes along the Friant
Road corridor have increased due to Woodward Park and the trail facilities in
the area and present a safety concern.

In addition to those attached to the published Staff Report, four letters of
opposition were presented to the Planning Commission along with two letters
that were neutral but raised issues to be considered by the commission,
along with a letter from the Applicant in response to comment letters attached
to the published Staff Report was provided to the Commission at the
beginning of the meeting. One additional letter of support was presented
during the hearing.

G:\4360Devs&PIN\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3700-3799\3755\Resolution\CUP 3755 Resolution.docx



EXHIBIT B

Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3755-A & 3755-B

Conditions of Approval

1. The operation shall be in substantial accordance with the Site Plans, Elevations and Operational Statement as approved
by the Commission.

2. All conditions of Conditional Use Permit Nos. 367, 2032, 2209, 2235, 2241, 3063, and 3093 shall remain in full force and
effect.

3. The permits shall expire on July 28, 2027

4, The Applicant/ Appellant shall enter into an agreement indemnifying the County for al/ legal costs associated with its

approval of UCUP No. 3755 and provide security in an amount determined by the County for any such legal costs
incurred. The agreement and payment of security shall be due unless the litigation period has expired, in which case the
requirements for the indemnification agreement and security shall be considered null and void.

Notes

The following Notes reference mandatory requirements of Fresno County or other Agencies and are provided as information to the project Applicant.

1.

Grading import/stockpiling of material (e.g., sand and gravel) are prohibited within the flood zone as to not cause an impact
to the determined area of flooding.

ER:jp
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RESOLUTION NO. 12966

EXHIBIT “C”

ATTACHMENT
TO
AGENDA ITEM
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3755-A and 3755-B

Listed below are the fees collected for the land use applications involved in this Agenda Item:

Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Amendment Application: $ 4,561.50°
Environmental Review: 259.007
Pre- Application Credit (247.00)3
Health Department Review: 654.00*
Total Fees Collected $ 5,261.50

" Includes project routing, coordination with reviewing agencies, preparation and incorporation of analysis
into Staff Report.

2 Review proposal to provide appropriate California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) evaluation.

3 Pre-Application Credit granted if application filed within 6-month timeframe

4Review of proposal by the Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division to provide
comments.




ATTACHMENT B

County of Fresno

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING
STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR

Planning Commission Staff Report
Agenda Item No. 2

June 8, 2023
SUBJECT: Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3755-A and
3755-B

Amend Unclassified Conditional Use Permit No. 3093 and related
UCUP Nos. 367, 2032, 2209, 2241, 2235, and 3063, to extend the
operational time limit for the existing aggregate (sand and gravel)
operation, processing plants, and related currently permitted uses
for an additional four years (extend expiration date from July 28,
2023 to July 28, 2027).

LOCATION: The Project includes the Plant Site and the Quarry Site as
described below:

¢ Plant Site (UCUP 3577-A): located on approximately 122 acres
on the west side of N. Friant Road 0.65-miles north of Willow
Avenue, and approximately 1.5-miles north of the nearest
boundary of the City of Fresno (APNs: 300-070-56S, 57S, 58S,
59S, and 60S) (13475 N. Friant Road) (Sup. Dist. 2).

e Quarry Site (UCUP 3577-B: located on approximately 354
acres on the west side of N. Friant Road at its intersection
with Merrill Avenue, and approximately 2.0-miles north of
CEMEX's current Plant Site (APNs 300-040-19, 300-040-20,
300-080-01S, 300-250-12 and portion of 300-310-01) (13475 N.
Friant Road) (Sup. Dist. 5).

APPLICANT: Pete LoCastro, Area Operations Manager, CEMEX
OWNER: CEMEX Construction Material Pacific , LLC

STAFF CONTACT: Elliot Racusin, Planner
(559) 600-4245

Dave Randall, Senior Planner
(559) 600-4050

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES AND CAPITAL PROJECTS DIVISION
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 93721 / Phone (559) 600-4497 / 600-4022 / 600-4540 / FAX 600-4200
The County of Fresno is an Equal Employment Opportunity Employer



RECOMMENDATION:

¢ Determine that in accordance with Section 15162 of CEQA that the project is not subject to
preparation of a supplemental EIR and the previously prepared EIR may be used for
consideration of this proposal.

¢ Move to determine the required Findings can be made as provided for within the staff report
and approve Unclassified Conditional Use Permit No. 3755-A and 3755-B, subject to the
Conditions of Approval and Project Notes listed in Exhibit 1 for an additional operating time
of one year; and

o Direct the Secretary to prepare a Resolution documenting the Commission’s action.

EXHIBITS:

© ® N o g bk w0 Db~

SN
©

11.
12.
13.

Note:

Conditions of Approval
Location Map

Land Use Map

Zoning Map

Assessor Parcel Maps
Applicant Provided Maps
Plant and Quarry Site Plans
Operational Statement

Board of Supervisors Resolution - Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Nos. 2235, 2241,
3093, and3094 including Conditions of Approval

Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Nos. 367, 2032, 3063, 3093, and 3094 Conditions
of Approval (including Location Maps)

Correspondence in Opposition
Correspondence in Favor

Correspondence - Applicant Comments

The 1987 EIR & Supplemental EIR are available at
https://www.fresnocountyca.gov/CEMEX

SITE DEVELOPMENT AND OPERATIONAL INFORMATION:

Criteria Existing Proposed
General Plan Designation | Agricultural No Change
Zoning AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural, 20- | No Change

acre minimum parcel size)

Parcel Size Plant Site: 122-acres No Change

Quarry Site: 354-acres

Staff Report — Page 2




Criteria

Existing

Proposed

Structural Improvements

Plant Site: Aggregate processing
facility, concrete plant,
maintenance shops, parking, and
road access

Quarry Site: Approximately 35
acres of the parcel are currently
excavated to an average depth of
65 Feet.

No Change

Surrounding Development

Grazing, Orchard, Single-Family
Residences, Park.

No Change

Operational Features

Sand and gravel extraction and
processing (Sand and Gravel
Mining Operation.

No Change

Employees

110

No Change

Customers

Maximum export of
Material/Customers 225/day

No Change

Traffic Trips

Interplant Truck Haul: 450
Other Trucks: 240
Total: 690

690 (including trips between
excavation and processing plant)

No Change

Lighting

Hooded Lighting

No Change

Hours of Operation

Plant Site:

Excavation hours: 7:00 a.m. to
6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday

Asphalt batch plant hours: 6:00
a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through
Friday

Concrete batch plant hours:

4:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday (May through
October)

5:30 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday (November through
April); 7:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.
Saturday (year-round)

No Change
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Criteria Existing Proposed

Quarry Site:

Excavation hours: 7:00 a.m. to
6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday

Routine maintenance of excavation
equipment:

7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., Monday
through Sunday

No change to existing permitted
operational hours has been
proposed.

EXISTING VIOLATION (Y/N) AND NATURE OF VIOLATION: N

Staff reviewed the discussion of violations alleged in comment letters received by the County.
Staff investigation determined that no additional evidence of a facility violation exists regarding
the land use permit and concludes that there is insufficient evidence of a violation to warrant
code enforcement action. The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District provided County
staff information regarding facility complaints which are further discussed in Finding 3. There is
no indication from the Air District that the facility is currently operating out of compliance.

PUBLIC NOTICE:

Notice of this Public Hearing has been published in the Business Journal on May 26, 2023.
Additionally notices were sent to all parties that have requested to be notified of these
proceedings and approximately 513 property owners within one mile of the subject parcel as
listed on the Assessor’s role. This exceeds the minimum notification requirements prescribed by
the California Government Code and is consistent with County practices. It includes the identical
list of parties to be noticed for a separate UCUP Application and EIR currently in process for an
expanded use of the site.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Nine letters of objection and four letters of support were received as of the date of preparation of
this report. Opponents expressed concerns related to water quality, current EIR insufficiency,
wildlife loss, air quality, health, safety, aesthetics, noise, property values, recreation limitations
and transportation related to an extension of operations. Those in support of the project
asserted the operation supports local jobs and provides a need for aggregate to the local
community. Correspondence received as of the drafting of this staff report is attached as
Exhibits 11, 12 and 13.

PROCEDURAL CONSIDERATIONS:

An Unclassified Conditional Use Permit may be approved only if the five Findings specified in
the Fresno County Zoning Ordinance, Section 873-F are made by the Planning Commission.

The decision of the Planning Commission on an Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application
is final, unless appealed to the Board of Supervisors within 15 days of the Commission’s action.
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

CEMEX, (rock, sand, and gravel mining operation) and its predecessors-in-interest have been
continuously mining for rock, sand, and gravel encompasses approximately 490.9-acre total
aggregate within the unincorporated area of Fresno County, on two properties, Rockfield Quarry
(Quarry) (operating since 1913) and the Plant Site (Site) (operating since 1924) at the existing
location between North Friant Road and the San Joaquin River, between the northern city limits
of the City of Fresno to the south and the unincorporated community of Friant to the north.
These mining and processing operations have been in continuous operations at the two sites for
over 109 years (1913-2023).

Current operations at Rockfield main quarry portion of the operations were approved under
Unclassified Conditional Use Permits (UCUPs) 367, 2032, 3063, and 3093.

Current operations at Rockfield plant site and previous minor quarry portion were approved
under several UCUPs:

e UCUP 367 was approved on October 6, 1960, by the Board of Supervisors. The
approved permits included the five parcels that makes up the existing Quarry and Plant
Site. The approval preceded the adoption of the California Environmental Quality Act in
(CEQA) in 1970.

o In 1969, the Board of Supervisors adopted Zoning Ordinance Section 858 entitled
“Regulations for the Development of Material Extraction Sites in all Districts” (formerly
codified Section 857.1). Section 858 required submittal of an operational and
rehabilitation plan to the County for an extraction site or a non-conforming extraction site
within one year of the effective date of the ordinance change.

e UCUP 2032 was filed and approved on September 4, 1984, to allow for a rock, sand,
and gravel extraction operation with an estimated expiration date of 15 years (1999).

In 1985, UCUP 367 was revised under the terms of a settlement with the County of
Fresno limiting the processing plant, asphalt and concrete batch plant operations, and
excavation activities to 20 years (2005).

e UCUP 2209 was approved by the Board of Supervisors on June 10, 1986, amending the
hours of operation for the existing cement batch plant.

e UCUP No. 2235 was submitted in 1986 to allow excavation of rock, sand, and gravel
with incidental gold recovery on an approximate 251-acre parcel located adjacent to the
northernmost excavation site approved under UCUP No. 367. An associated EIR was
also prepared to consider and mitigate environmental impacts related to expansion of
the mining operation.

e UCUP 2241 was filed in August 1986 to allow processing of the excavated material at
the Plant Site. A supplemental draft EIR was prepared dated April 1987. UCUP 2235
and UCUP 2241, along with the Final and a Supplemental EIR were approved by the
Board of Supervisors on July 28, 1987. (www.fresnocountyca.gov/CEMEX)

e UCUP 3063 and 3064 approved October 21, 2004 extended the permit for an additional
18 years to July 28, 2023; it was approved on October 21, 2004. UCUP 3064 was for the
northern portion of the quarry, the excavation was completed and the land reclaimed in
2009.

o UCUP 3093 and 3094 proposed increasing the number of truckloads generated from the
excavation site from 180 to 225. It was approved by the Board of Supervisors on
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October 21, 2004. UCUP 3094, like UCUP 3064, was for the northern portion of the
quarry, the excavation was completed and the land reclaimed in 2009.

Existing permitted and accessory uses at the Rockfield Quarry include, in addition to mining and
reclamation: aggregate; asphalt, and ready-mix concrete processing; as well as ancillary uses
such as aggregate stockpiling, sales, and equipment storage and maintenance.

This application UCUP 3755 identified as UCUP 3755-A to represent the plant site and UCUP
3755-B to represent the active mining area, proposes to extend existing operations only for an
additional four years, until July 28, 2027. No changes are being proposed to area or operation of
the mine and reclamation plan. All prior conditions of approval and mitigation measures for
UCUP 3093 (and related permits) will apply.

On these two sites, there is a separate application currently in process for UCUP 3763 which
proposes to expand the existing mining and processing operations at the plant and quarry sites
and lengthen the operating period for a number of years. That project, which requires
amendments to operator’s current land use entitlements includes the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), pursuant to CEQA, to address the entire existing and
proposed expanded operations.

This separate application (UCUP 3763) includes the following two project life stages that are
estimated to span 100 years:

Stage 1: Continue operations at both the Quarry Site and the Plant Site for up to 30 years.

Stage 2: Expansion to hard rock mining up to 600 feet in depth, and processing operations
only at the Quarry Site for approximately 70 more years. The existing ready-mix
concrete plant and hot-mix asphalt plant would be relocated from the Plant Site to the
Quarry Site.

The current efforts on the preparation of the EIR for the application UCUP 3763 are not
expected to conclude until after expiration of existing UCUPs 3063 and 3093 on July 28, 2023.
This being the case, the current Application UCUP 3755 has been submitted.

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

In conjunction with applications for CUP 2235 and CUP 2241, a Final and Supplemental EIR
and the CUPs were reviewed and approved by the Board of Supervisors on July 28, 1987.
Subsequent entitlements have also relied on these documents. Staff has determined that the
proposed unaltered extension of the existing operation does not present a significant material
situation that warrants not using the previous adopted environmental documents for the project.

Comments have been received both supporting and questioning this reliance of the previous
Final and Supplemental EIR and calling for new studies. A crucial point in considering the use of
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Section 15162 is that the determination of new
impacts etc. must be based on “Substantial Evidence” not just assertions or conjecture. The
base line for evaluating this Project is not the total impact of the existing use or prior
entitlements, but how the proposed application to extend for a finite period the uses as currently
permitted could alter the impacts on the environment. There has been no “substantial evidence”
presented to indicate that the extension request would lead to an alternate conclusion under
Section 15162.

The existing EIR will be utilized for the current proposal pursuant to Section 15162 of the CEQA.
Section 15162 of CEQA states that no Subsequent Environmental Impact Report or
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Negative Declaration shall be prepared unless the lead agency determines, on the basis
of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

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

Discussion: The Applicant is not proposing any changes to the operation, expansion of the
mined area, or modifications to the existing operations, conditions of approval, or mitigations
measures. Nevertheless, several comments in opposition to this project have identified what the
commenter believes to be a change or revision to the project.

For example, the August 2020 analysis prepared by Dr. Penbera (Exh. 11) discusses what the
author identifies as numerous changes. However, on closer review, Dr. Penbera confuses the
issue by combining the proposed project discussed in this Staff Report with another project
proposed by the Applicant, for an expansion of activities at the project site; these are two
separate projects, neither of which is dependent on the other, for which the County is
conducting separate environmental review.

In addition, the City of Fresno has also identified purported changes to the traffic generated by
the project. In comment no. 1 of its March 1, 2023 letter (Exhibit 11), the City asserts that the
truck trips and personal vehicle trips are undercounted. In comment 6 of its March 15, 2023
letter (Exhibit. 11), the City cites to additional personnel proposed under the proposed project.
As discussed more fully in finding 2 below, Staff has not identified a violation of the existing
CUPs in terms of traffic generated by the project, nor does the project propose additional trips.
The City’s assertions of increases are anecdotal and fail to raise substantial evidence of the
purported changes, and do not identify how they will require “major revisions” to the existing
EIR. The total truck trips remain the amount allowed under the 2004 CUP.

Conclusion: Staff believes that, because the Applicant has proposed no changes whatsoever to
the project presently before the Commission, there can be no involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects requiring substantial changes to the existing EIR due to substantial changes to the
project. The commenters have failed to provide substantial evidence to the contrary.

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

Discussion: Although conditions surrounding the mining operation continue to change as
residential uses move into the area of the existing mine, there has been no significant
exacerbation of conditions, and the conditions of approval and mitigation measures attached to
the existing mine will remain an effective tool to keep significant environmental impacts from
appearing or substantially increasing as a result of the proposed project.

Roadway and intersection modifications since 1987 and 2004 respectively have improved
safety. Review of available traffic information and nearby traffic studies did not identify any
increased traffic attributed to the Plant and Quarry sites. As discussed under Finding 2 below
the traffic studies on this segment of the road indicate that it is operating at a level C and no
hazards have been identified. In fact, based on the discussion in Finding 2 below, road
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conditions have markedly improved since 1987. This rebuts the unsupported arguments
included in the City of Fresno comment letters. (See Exhibit 11, 3/1/23 Letter, Nos. 1-4; see also
Exhibit 11, 3/1/23 Letter, Nos. 4, 6.)

As discussed above, the August 2020 Dr. Penbera analysis (Exhibit 11), while it appears more
scientific in nature, confuses this proposed project with another.

Other commenters raised concerns over increased impacts due to changed circumstances.
Many of these comments consist of arguments or unsubstantiated anecdotes which do
introduce any evidence at all, let alone raise substantial evidence of a new or more significant
environmental impact, which might call into question the existing EIR. (See, e.g., 2/27/23
McNally Letter (Exhibit 11) [“The Quarry is invasive to the surrounding wildlife, human life, and
our geological treasure, the San Joaquin River”].)

Conclusion: There is not substantial evidence in the record of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects
resulting substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR.

3. New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not
have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
previous EIR was certified as complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted,
shows any of the following:

i.  The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
previous EIR or negative declaration;

Discussion and Conclusion: Staff explained above that neither substantial changes to the
project nor substantial changes to the circumstances under which the project was undertaken
point to the inadequacy of the previous EIR. Similarly, there is no substantial evidence of “new
information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified” which
shows that the project will “have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR.” Nor does any commenter raise such an argument. To the contrary, staff believes that the
proposed project will maintain the environmental baseline.

ii.  Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than
shown in the previous EIR;

Discussion and Conclusion: Staff explained above that neither substantial changes to the
project nor substantial changes to the circumstances under which the project was undertaken
point to the inadequacy of the previous EIR. Similarly, there is no substantial evidence of “new
information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified” which
shows “significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in
the previous EIR.” Nor does any commenter raise such an argument. To the contrary, staff
believes that the proposed project will maintain the environmental baseline.
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iii.  Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would
in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative; or

Discussion and Conclusion: Staff explained above that neither substantial changes to the
project nor substantial changes to the circumstances under which the project was undertaken
point to the inadequacy of the previous EIR. Similarly, there is no substantial evidence of “new
information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified” which
shows “mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.” Nor does any
commenter raise such an argument. To the contrary, there were no mitigations measures
proposed that were rejected and are now feasible, but were rejected by the application
proponents.

iv.  Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from
those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more
significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to
adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.

Discussion and Conclusion: Staff explained above that neither substantial changes to the
project nor substantial changes to the circumstances under which the project was undertaken
point to the inadequacy of the previous EIR. Similarly, there is no substantial evidence of “new
information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified” which
shows “mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.”
Nor does any commenter raise such an argument. To the contrary, there have been no different
mitigation measures proposed that would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on
the environment, but were rejected by the application proponents.)

ANALYSIS/DISCUSSION OF CUP FINDINGS:

Finding 1: That the site of the proposed use is adequate in size and shape to
accommodate said use and all yards, spaces, walls and fences, parking,
loading, landscaping, and other features required by this Division, to adjust

said use with land and uses in the neighborhood.

Current Standard: Proposed Operation: Is Standard
Met (y/n)
Setbacks Minimum building setbacks | No Change Yes

to property lines:
Front Yard: 35 feet

Side Yard: 20 feet

Rear Yard: 20 feet
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Current Standard:

Proposed Operation:

Is Standard
Met (y/n)

Parking

One parking space for
every two employees

No Change

Yes

Lot Coverage

No requirements

No Change

Yes

Space Between
Buildings

No animal or fowl pen,
coop, stable, barn or corral
shall be located within forty
feet of any dwelling or
other building for human
habitation.

No Change

Yes

Wall Requirements

Plant Site: UCUP 2235
COA#6-8 Landscape and
noise attenuation berms
along Friant Road
Frontage.

Quarry Site: UCUP 2032
COA# 9 Five-foot-high
screening berm along
Friant Road Frontage and
a 15-foot-high screening
berm along the south
property line.

No Change

Yes

Septic Replacement
Area

100 Percent Replacement

No Change

N/A

Water Well Separation

Septic Tank: 100 feet
Disposal Field: 100 feet

Seepage Pit: 150 feet

No Change

N/A

Reviewing Agency/Department Comments Regarding Site Adequacy:

Although comments were received relating to the adequacy of the environmental document,
there were no comments from reviewing agencies or departments specific to the adequacy of
size and shape needed to accommodate the uses, and the adequacy of yards, spaces, walls
and fences, parking, loading, landscaping, and other features, to adjust the uses with land and
uses in the neighborhood. Some comments received acknowledged no objection to the
additional operating time provided the mining operation continue to comply with existing

conditions of approval.

Opposing Comments Regarding Site Adequacy:

The comments in opposition to the project were not specific to site adequacy.
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Finding 1 Analysis:

The subject properties are on the west side of Friant Road, with the southernmost point
approximately one mile north of the City of Fresno continue to operate within its current
approved footprint without the need for additional stockpiling or parking area. All existing
structures meet required setbacks from property lines and approved UCUPs permitted materials
excavated from the quarry area to be processed at the existing plant site to the south.

Approximately 700 acres have been mined and reclaimed since commencement of mining
activities in the area and are now under management and ownership of the State of California
with approximately 105 of these acres being mined and reclaimed since approvals in 1987,
which last expanded the mining footprint. Approximately 500 acres remain to be mined and
subsequently reclaimed. It is estimated that a total of 12.9 million tons have been mined from
the site, and average annual production has remained below the average production maximum
of 1.4 million tons per year.

The approved reclamation plan identifies additional, future ponds and indicates portions of the
site will also be utilized for grazing and farming as well as riparian habitat created by a number
of ponds located in former areas of excavation. The approved reclamation plan identifies
additional, future ponds and indicates portions of the site will also be utilized for grazing and
farming. There were no adverse comments received specifically on the suitability of the site.
Staff has no history of violations at the site or any identified deficits with the site related to the
current permitted operations and has no basis to suspect that that situation would change as
long as operations remain the same.

The current application proposes to permit continued excavation and processing activities for a
limited period of time not to exceed four years. No other changes are proposed. Prior approval

of the existing UCUPs, most recently UCUP Nos. 3093, 3094, 3063 and 3064 found the sites to
be adequate for the proposed uses.

Recommended Conditions of Approval:
None.

Finding 1 Conclusion:

Because the current applications request is for a limited period of continued operation staff
believes that Finding 1 can continue to be made.

Finding 2: That the site for the proposed use relates to streets and highways adequate
in width and pavement type to carry the quantity and kind of traffic
generated by the proposed use.

Reviewing Agency/Department Comments Regarding Adequacy of Streets and
Highways:

The California Department of Transportation, California Highway Patrol, and the Road
Maintenance and operations Division of the County of Fresno’s Department of Public Works
and Planning reviewed the proposed extension of the UCUP’s expiration date and did not
state any concerns.

The City of Fresno indicated in a March 15, 2023 comment letter that the existing EIR is no
longer adequate for the proposed project because substantial changes have occurred with
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respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken. The City also notes
changes in traffic on Friant Road, and the impacts on the City of Fresno, and that pedestrian
and bicyclist volumes along the Friant Road corridor have increased due to Woodward Park
and the trail facilities in the area.

The Transportation Planning Section of the Public Works and Planning Department
indicated that there has not been a substantial change to existing operations at the plant
and the quarry sites that warrant a Traffic Impact Analysis. The high traffic counts on Friant
Road, south of Willow Avenue, noted by the City of Fresno’s letter, dated March 1, 2023, are
primarily due to approved city entitlements.

No other comments specific to the adequacy of streets and highways were expressed by
reviewing Agencies or Departments.

Opposing comments regarding adequacy of streets and highways:

Concerns about traffic volumes and increases in cycling activity along Friant Road were
expressed by members of the public and the City of Fresno. The applicant has also submitted
rebuttal comments on these subjects. (See Exhibits 11, 12 and 13).

Finding 2 Analysis:

The project Plant site takes public road access through two driveways on Friant Road. The
northern most driveway allows access to the area of current mining operations. The
southernmost driveway allows access to the asphalt and concrete batch plants and crushing
operations. Trucks loaded with excavated material travel from the northern driveway a distance
of approximately two miles on Friant Road to the southern driveway access to the processing
plant. The existing permits limit the number of daily truck trips of excavated material to 225.

The project Quarry site takes public road access through two driveways on Friant Road. The
northern most driveway allows access to the area of current mining operations. Trucks traveling
from the area of excavation to the processing plant are limited through the existing use permits
to a maximum of 225 round trips per day. No changes in the maximum number of truck trips are
proposed. In accordance with conditions of approval of UCUP Nos. 367 and 2032, the applicant
dedicated additional right-of-way to the western side of Friant Road and has constructed
acceleration and deceleration lanes to reduce potential traffic impacts on Friant Road. These
lanes accommodate trucks entering Friant Road and accelerating from the northern point of
access and as well as slowing down to enter the southern access point. UCUP No. 2241 also
required that "traffic warning" signs be posted along Friant Road in both directions from the
entrances to the sites.

The most recent traffic studies identify the section of road between the Quarry Site and the
Plant Site as operating at a level C, which is within the Traffic standards set by the County.
Further, no potentially significant traffic impacts related to the continued operation in daily
truckloads were identified.

Overall, while residential and commercial development in the area has altered the nature of
Friant Road, most notably by widening and signalization, there is no evidence that road
conditions have deteriorated due to CEMEX’s continued operation. Since 1987 a number of
improvements have occurred to address development-related impacts within the City of Fresno
including: widening of Friant Road south of its intersection with Willow Avenue, intersection
signalization at Copper Avenue, Champlain Avenue, Fort Washington Road, Shepherd Avenue
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and Audubon Drive (including an overpass over State Route 41), and significant interchange
improvements at State Route 41 and Friant Road/Blackstone Avenue. From Friant Road
northbound, there is now a left turn queuing lane for entry into the Quarry site. Exiting the quarry
site onto Friant Road southbound, there is now a long acceleration/merge lane for trucks. There
has not been a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified impacts, which would
warrant a new study and potentially new mitigations. In fact, based on a Traffic Impact Study
prepared for a different project (Friant Ranch Project) on October 28, 2009 by Peters
Engineering Group, the segment of Friant Road from Road 206 to Willow Avenue was
determined to be operating at an acceptable Operational Service level of “C.”

Recommended Conditions of Approval:

None.

Finding 2 Conclusion:

The proposed continuation of the current operations would not sustain an existing deficit in
levels of service on County Roads. Hence, the streets are adequate in width and pavement type
to continue to carry the quantity and kind of traffic generated by the existing use and Finding 2
can be made.

Finding 3: That the proposed use will have no adverse effect on abutting property and
surrounding neighborhood or the permitted use thereof.

Reviewing Agency/Department Comments:

The Development Engineering Section of the Public Works and Planning Department
indicated no objection to the request of extending the operational time limit of an existing
aggregate (sand and gravel) operation for additional years for the Unclassified UCUP 3755,
provided that all previous Conditions of Approval shall remain in full force and effect and
grading import/stockpiling of material (e.g., sand and gravel) should not be allowed within
the flood zone as to not cause an impact to the determined area of flooding.

The Water and Natural Resources Division of the Public Works and Planning Department
has determined that the mining operation is being conducted in compliance with SMARA,
the County Ordinance, and conditions of approval.

Opposing comments regarding effects on neighboring Properties:

Concerns were expressed by the members of the public and the San Joaquin River Parkway
and Conservation Trust, Inc. regarding water quality and quantity, loss of wildlife (potential
listing of new species including the California Tiger Salamander, the reappearance of special
status species such as Swainson’s Hawk and Bald Eagle in the project vicinity) air quality from
automobile and operational activities, being adverse to the health and safety of the community,
insufficient aesthetics (landscaping berm inadequate to reduce both noise and unsightly
appearances diminished property values resulting in the continued mining operation, recreation
limitations and comments regarding a tangential EIR application currently being prepared
pursuant to CEQA to address the entire proposed operation. Some of the concerns expressed
were more relevant to the related but separate application and EIR that would expand the
existing operation.

Concerns were raised in public comments (See Exhibit 11) about reports of dust issues and

“numerous complaints to the Air Pollution Control District” County Staff has confirmed that both
the Quarry and the Plant Sites have current Permits with the Air District. A search from the Air
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District resulted in five records of complaints about dust that were investigated, and no
violations were substantiated; and one complaint about a Non-certified phase | vapor recovery
system on the fueling station resulted in a notice of violation being issued.

The applicant has submitted rebuttal comments on these subjects. (See Exhibit 13
Correspondence).

Finding 3 Analysis:

Within the County jurisdiction, development in the vicinity of the project site since the 1987
approval of UCUP Nos. 2235 and 2241 includes a 12-lot subdivision approved through
Tentative Tract No. 4669 in 1994 located on the east side of Friant Road directly east from a
portion of the subject property. Anticipated residential development within the City of Fresno has
been well-documented with a combined total of 27,575 residential units forecasted between the
Woodward Park Community Plan and Copper River Ranch. Copper River Ranch is also
forecasted to be developed with 250,000 square feet of mixed-use office/commercial
development. Since approval of UCUP 3093 in 2004 the development of the Copper River
Ranch has expanded the city limits to within a mile of the existing processing plant. Overall, the
intensification of development in this area and the resulting additional residents has increased
the interaction between those residents and the existing surface mining and processing
operation.

As indicated in the Environmental Determination Section above, other than the City of Fresno
and San Joaquin River Parkway and Conservation Trust, staff did not receive comments or
concerns from key reviewing agencies such as the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District, Caltrans or the California Regional Water Quality Control Board. The City concerns
were primarily associated with traffic and have been discussed in more detail in Finding No. 2.

Concerns expressed by the general public attached to Exhibit 11 centered on a number of
issues. As an example, concerns were expressed regarding impacts to biological resources.
Staff notes that the limited extension of operation would not expand the area and depth of the
project, and key resource and Trustee Agencies including the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife and the United State Department of Fish and Wildlife did not comment on the proposal.

Concerns related to the health, safety, air quality from automobile and operational activities
were reviewed by the Fresno County Water and Natural Resources Division, Road Maintenance
and Operations Division, Transportation Division, and Department of Public Health, and
Environmental Health Division of whom did not present concerns towards the continued limited
operation of this project.

Concerns related to the aesthetics of the operation such as providing landscaping as an
effective means to screen the view of the operation and the stockpiles from the roadway were
previously addressed in prior UCUPs related to this project. The applicant will conform to the
landscaping and noise attenuation mitigation measures and conditions of approval of which is
meant to reduce excessive noise and provide a physical barrier shielding the operation from
view.

The existing use was found to be compatible with the neighborhood when the project was
approved in 1987, extended in 2003 and modified in 2004. Since 2004 increased urban
development has occurred within the project vicinity with the development of Copper River
Ranch, which, along with the construction of other residential and commercial developments to
the south within the City of Fresno, has resulted in substantial improvements to roadway
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widening, signalization, construction of sound walls and landscaping buffers, bike lanes, and
grade-separated multi-use trail development. Staff does not believe the proposed additional
time extension presents a compatibility issue and notes that no noise related complaints from
operations have been received. Still, although increased development since 2004 has not
triggered the need for additional environmental analysis for limited continued operations,
continued urbanization is likely to occur within the City of Fresno which could result in potential
future compatibility concerns. As such, staff is supportive of a limited extension of operating time
for a period not to exceed one year but cannot support continued operations for the four-year
period requested by the operator.

Recommended Conditions of Approval:
None.

Finding 3 Conclusion:

Based on the above information, with adherence to the Conditions of Approval and limitation on
the maximum extended operating period of one year with operations to cease on July 28, 2024
(unless UCUP 3763 to expand operations is approved), staff believes the proposal will not have
an adverse effect upon surrounding properties.

Finding 4:

That the proposed development is consistent with the General Plan.

Relevant Policies:

Consistency/Considerations:

General Plan Policy HS-B.1:

The County shall review project proposals
to identify potential fire hazards and to
evaluate the effectiveness of preventative
measures to reduce the risk to life and

property.

The project proposal was reviewed by the
Fresno County Fire Protection District who
determined all previous mitigation
measures, conditions of approval and
regulatory requirements shall apply.

General Plan Policies OS-C.3 and C.5:
Reclamation of surface mines shall be
consistent with the State Surfaces Mining
and Reclamation Act (SMARA) as well as
Ordinance provisions.

The subject properties are inspected
annually by the County for compliance with
SMARA, the County's Ordinance, and
project conditions. The County Water and
Natural Resources Division has determined
that the mining operation is being conducted
in compliance with SMARA, the Ordinance,
and conditions of approval.

General Plan Policy LU-C.2:

Within the San Joaquin River Corridor
Overlay, the County shall accommodate
agricultural activities with incidental
homesites, recreational uses, sand and
gravel extraction, and wildlife habitat and
open space areas.

The continued operation for a limited time
period supports this policy.

General Plan Policy LU-C.6:

The County may allow the extraction of
rock, sand, and gravel resources along the
San Joaquin River consistent with the

The proposed extension of operating time is
consistent with this Minerals Resources
section policies of the Open Space and
Conservation Element.
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Relevant Policies: Consistency/Considerations:
Minerals Resources section policies of the
Open Space and Conservation Element.

Goal OS-C The limited extension of mining operations is
To conserve areas identified as containing supported by this policy while conserving
significant mineral deposits and oil and gas the extraction of a significant mineral
resources for potential future use, while deposit. As recommend by staff in Finding
promoting the reasonable, No. 3, additional operating time under this
safe, and orderly operation of mining and extension should not exceed two years to
extraction activities within areas address issues of adjacent land use
designated for such use, where compatibility.

environmental, aesthetic, and adjacent land
use compatibility impacts can be adequately
mitigated

Reviewing Agency Comments:

No adverse or unique comments specific to General Plan Policy were expressed by
reviewing Agencies or Departments. The Resources, and Water and Natural Resources
Divisions of, the Public Works and Planning Department, Fresno County Department of
Public Health, Environmental Health Division, and Fresno County Fire Protection District
have all affirmed the proposed continuation of operations as being consistent with the listed
applicable County General Plan Policies above.

Opposing Comments Regarding General Plan Consistency:

There were no comments in opposition to the project that were specific to consistency with the
General Plan.

Finding 4 Analysis:

The subject property is designated Agriculture in the General Plan and is located within the
San Joaquin River Corridor Overlay, adjacent to the San Joaquin River. Land uses in the
general area include a mixture of agricultural, single-family residential, and resource
conservation lands and mineral extraction including sand and gravel. The existing sand and
gravel extraction operations are considered compatible uses in areas designated
Agriculture in the San Joaquin River Corridor Overlay.

Further, Policies LU-C.2, LU-C.5, and LU-C.6, concerning River Influence Areas, allow
extraction of rock, sand, and gravel resources along the San Joaquin River consistent with
the Minerals Resources Section policies of the Open Space and Conservation Element.
Policies OS-C.3 and OS-C.5 of the General Plan require the operation and reclamation of
surface mines to be consistent with the State Surfaces Mining and Reclamation Act
(SMARA) as well as Ordinance provisions. The subject properties are inspected annually by
the County for compliance with SMARA, the County's Ordinance, and conditions imposed
through the Conditional Use Permit and Site Plan Review. The Water and Natural
Resources Division of the County’s Department of Public Works and Planning states that
the mining operation is being conducted in compliance with SMARA, County Ordinance,
and conditions of approval.
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Fresno County has been a leading producer of minerals because of the abundance and
wide variety of mineral resources that are present in the county. Extracted resources
include aggregate products (sand and gravel), fossil fuels (oil and coal), metals (chromite,
copper, gold, mercury, and tungsten), and other minerals used in construction or industrial
application (asbestos, high-grade clay, diatomite, granite, gypsum, and limestone).
Aggregate and petroleum are considered the county's most significant extractive mineral
resources and represent a significant economic commodity.

The anticipated demand for aggregate in the Fresno region for the next 50 years was
estimated by the California Department of Conservation in 2018 to be 6.1 million tons per
year. The aggregate resources on the San Joaquin River, which has been the primary
source of construction materials for almost all construction in the Fresno region, are almost
depleted. The applicant's request to continue extraction activities is consistent with the
economic policies of the General Plan, which place emphasis on coordination of economic
development resources and business retention. Economic Development Policy ED-A.9
states that the County shall participate in regional business retention and expansion
programs.

The Mineral Resources Section of the Open Space/Conservation Element of the General
Plan identifies sand and gravel as a valuable economic resource to the County and
encourages the development of mineral resources when conflict with surrounding land use
and the natural environment can be minimized. It further identifies the San Joaquin River
bottom area, including the project site, as one of three principal locations for sand and
gravel resource extraction. Among its objectives and policies are the conservation of the
resource, protection of existing or potential resource sites from incompatible uses in the
surrounding area; new operations should be located adjacent to existing or worked out
mining operations; and the requirement for the rehabilitation and reuse of the mining site
after recovery of the resource. The proposed time extension for operation of the existing
project is consistent with the goals and policies.

The existing mining use was found to be consistent with the General Plan through
Conditional Use Permit Nos. 367, 2032, 2235, 2241, 3063, and 3064, approved in 1960,
1984, 1987, and 2003, respectively. The current proposal seeks to increase the limit on
excavation and processing from 180 truckloads per day to 225. Further, Policies LU-C.2,
and LU-C.6, concerning River Influence Areas, allow extraction of rock, sand, and gravel
resources along the San Joaquin River consistent with the Minerals Resources Section
policies of the Open Space and Conservation Element.

Policies OS-C.3 and OS-C.5 of the General Plan require the operation and reclamation of
surface mines to be consistent with the State Surfaces Mining and Reclamation Act
(SMARA) as well as Ordinance provisions. The subject properties are inspected annually by
the County for compliance with SMARA, the County's Ordinance, and conditions imposed
through the Conditional Use Permit and Site Plan Review. The County Resources Division
has indicated that the mining operation is being conducted in compliance with SMARA, the
Ordinance, and conditions of approval.

Fresno County has been a leading producer of minerals because of the abundance and
wide variety of mineral resources that are present In the county. Extracted resources
include aggregate products (sand and gravel), fossil fuels (oil and coal), metals (chromite,
copper, gold, mercury, and tungsten), and other minerals used in construction or industrial
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application (asbestos, high-grade clay, diatomite, granite, gypsum, and limestone).
Aggregate and petroleum are considered the county's most significant extractive mineral
resources and represent a significant economic commaodity.

Recommended Conditions of Approval:

None.

Finding 4 Conclusion:

Finding 4 can be made based on a limitation of one additional year of operating time. The
existing mining use was found to be consistent with the General Plan through Conditional Use
Permit Nos. 367, 2032, 2235, 2241, 3063, and 3064, and 3093 approved in 1960, 1984, 1987,
2003, and 2004 respectively.

Finding 5: That the conditions stated in the resolution are deemed necessary to
protect the public health, safety and general welfare.

Finding 5 Analysis:

The proposed mitigation measures and conditions of approval were developed based on studies
and consultation with specifically qualified staff, consultants, and outside agencies. They were
developed to address the specific impacts of the proposed project and were designed to
address the public health, safety, and welfare. Additional comments and project notes have
been included to assist in identifying existing non-discretionary regulations that also apply to the
project. The Applicant has signed an acknowledgement agreeing to the proposed mitigation
measures and has not advised staff of any specific objection to the proposed conditions of
approval.

Finding 5 Conclusion:

Finding 5 can be made based on staff's analysis and with staff's recommended continued
operating period to July 28, 2024. The conditions stated in the resolution are deemed necessary
to protect the public health, safety, and general welfare.

SUMMARY ANAYSIS and CONCLUSION:

The three major considerations associated with the proposed request include:

1. Does this extension to the expiration of the permits require any additional Environmental
studies beyond what was previously adopted for the project?

As discussed in the Environmental Analysis section the proposed unaltered extension of
the existing operation does not present a significant material situation that warrants not
using the previous adopted environmental documents for the project. There are
comments from the public and the City of Fresno that disagree with this determination
and would want the project reviewed on a much broader scope, as is being done for the
associated Application that looks at an expanded use of the facilities. However, there
does not appear to be substantial evidence to support the assertions and warrant new
studies for the limited scope of this application.

2. Can the five findings required by the Zoning Ordinance to approve a CUP be made?

Based on the factors cited in the analysis, the required Findings for granting the
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit can be made, subject to the recommended
conditions of approval.
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3. Should the extended operation period be the full requested four years?

A clear basis for the entire four years of extended operations requested in the
application is not apparent, approval of a lesser term, of one additional year would
appear to be adequate as that should provide ample time for the associated UCUP 3763
and EIR to be completed and considered by the Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors, if necessary.

PLANNING COMMISSION MOTIONS:
Recommended Motion: (Approval Action — One Year Extension)

e Determine that in accordance with Section 15162 of CEQA that the project is not subject
to preparation of a supplemental EIR and the previously prepared EIR may be used for
consideration of this proposal.

¢ Move to determine the required Findings can be made within the staff report and
approve Unclassified Conditional Use Permit No. 3755 subject to the Conditions of
Approval and Project Notes listed in Exhibit 1 with a maximum extended operating
period of one additional year to cease on July 28, 2024; and

o Direct the Secretary to prepare a Resolution documenting the Commission’s action.

Alternative Motion: (Approval Action — Four Year Extension)

e Determine that in accordance with Section 15162 of CEQA that the project is not subject
to preparation of a supplemental EIR and the previously prepared EIR may be used for
consideration of this proposal.

e Move to determine the required Findings can be made within the staff report and
approve Unclassified Conditional Use Permit No. 3755 subject to the Conditions of
Approval and Project Notes listed in Exhibit 1 with a maximum extended operating
period of four additional years to cease on July 28, 2027; and

o Direct the Secretary to prepare a Resolution documenting the Commission’s action.

Alternative Motion: (Denial Action)

o Move to determine that the required Findings cannot be made (state basis for not
making the Findings) and move to deny Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application
No. 3755 and

e Direct the Secretary to prepare a Resolution documenting the Commission’s action.
Mitigation Measures, Recommended Conditions of Approval and Project Notes:
See attached Exhibit 1.

ER:jp
G:\4360Devs&PIN\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3700-3799\3755\Staff Report\CUP 3755 Staff Report.docx

Staff Report — Page 19






EXHIBIT 1

Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3755-A & 3755-B

Conditions of Approval

1. The operation shall be in substantial accordance with the Site Plans, Elevations and Operational Statement as approved
by the Commission.

2. All conditions of Conditional Use Permit Nos. 367, 2032, 2209, 2235, 2241, 3063, and 3093 shall remain in full force and
effect.

3. The permits shall expire on July 28, 2025

Notes

The following Notes reference mandatory requirements of Fresno County or other Agencies and are provided as information to the project Applicant.

1.

Grading import/stockpiling of material (e.g., sand and gravel) are prohibited within the flood zone as to not cause an impact
to the determined area of flooding.
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EXHIBIT 2

CUP 3755 LOCATION MAP
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CUP 3755

EXHIBIT 3

EXISTING LAND USE MAP
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EXHIBIT 4
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EXHIBIT 6

Location Map

Existing CUPs/Vicinity Land Use
PLANT SITE Existing Conditions
QUARRY SITE Existing Conditions
PLANT SITE — Existing Site Plan
QUARRY SITE — Existing Site Plan
Existing Conditions Photos

Title
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R Regolution #87-310

Han 5 ﬁ@énﬁa ?

Dote:  July 28, 1987 (Continued from Suly 14, 1987) ' i
To: Bosrd of Supervisors ‘
| From: Planning Commission

Subject: RESOLUTION NO. 9985 - l.kCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
APPLICATION NO. 2235 end ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 3157;
UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NO. 224)
end ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ND. 3174

Unclassified-Conditionsl Use Permit Application No. 2235 end relstec
Environmentsl Impaci Report filed by Stephen Beck to sllow the -
excavetion of rock, ssnd, snd gravel, with incidentsl gold recovery,

on 8 25l-scre parcel of land in the AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultursl,

20-scre minimum parcel size) District loceted on the west side of

Friant Rosd sdjscent to Lost Leke Reglionsl Park (Jjust east of Lost

Leke), spproximstely one-helf mile south of the unincorporsted

community of Frient (15755 Frisnt Rosd) (SUP. DIST.: 5) (APN

300-160-45 snd 46); and

Unclassified Conditionral Use Permit Applicetion No. 2241 snd relsted
Supplement Environmentel Impact Report filed by Lene Ster Industries,
Inc. proposing to ellow rock, sesnd, and gravel excavsted from the
above referenced property to be processed in sn existing processing
plent locsted on sn spproximste 185-scre psrcel of lend in the AE-20
(Exclusive Agricultural, 20-scre minimum parcel size) District on the -
west sice of Frisnt Rosd directly rorth of Willow Avenue (13475
Friant Rosd) (SUP. DIST.: 2) {APN 300-040-18; 300-070-04, 05, 10, 12,
14, 15, 25; 300-080-Q1; 300-250-07, 08, 09, JD 11, 12; 300-310—0])

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

At its hesring of June 11, 1587, the Commission considered the Staff Reports
and Environmentsl Impsct Reports prepsred for the projects snd testimony
(Summarized on Exhibit "A"). A motion was msde end seconded to deny the
applicstions besed on 8 determinstion thst Findings 2, 3, and 4 could not be
made. The motion fsiled on 8 three-to-three vote:

YMINISTRATIVE OFFICE REVlE’N_éQ%Mm‘M*__M Page | ot _ <
YARD ACTION: DATE ___July 28y / APPROVED ASRECOMMENDED _______ OTHER_X

T e ARV S 5y o
LI LI P -'14 e s
.I.‘.‘. XN witd e .

UPHELD APPEALS: CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; ADOPTED
RESOLUTION APPROVING FINDINGS AS REQUIRED BY CEQA AND ZONING
ORDINAWCE; APPROVED CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS WITH CONDITIONS AS

LA 13
I8
A

435
3

RECOMMENDED IN EXHIBITS "A' AND "B" OF RESOLUTION NO. 87-310. :%

. A s

NANIMOUS _ANDREEN _NO-_ conrap_AYe  xouigian_ AV LEVYabSta)ﬁx}\%c}:\CHER__yi §
EX A 7
N | . B 2 PAGE 1
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Yes: Commissioners Radics, Stephens, Breemer

: Commissioners Furgurscn, Lihoo, McCrummen

Absent: Commissioners Cruff, Orosco, Quist

A motion wes then mede end seconded to epprove the spplications. The motion

" felled on e three-to-three vote, thus constituting denisl of Unclessified

. ronditionel Use Permit Applicstien No. 2235 end Unclessified Conditionsl Use
Perinit Application No. 2241

- VOTING: Yes' Commissioners Linpo, Furgurson, McCrummz2n

Nc Cbmmissioners Breemer, Radics, Stephens e

Absent: Cnmmissioners Cruff, Orosco, Quist

1 rector

. :
Public rks & Development Services Depsrtment
Secretary-Fresno County Plsnning Crnmission

NCTE : The Planning Commission sction is finsl unless appeeled to the Boerd
of Supervisors within 15 dsys of the Commission's action.

RDW :RB:uz "

1856K
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UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE

. {P-“"\ g/ t ]
BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF THE COUNTY OF FRESND
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of
UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT APPLICATION NO. 2235
RESOLUTION MAKING FINDINGS

AND APPROVING CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT APPLICATICNS

Stephen Beck, ano

PERMIT APPLICATION NG. 2241

Lone Star Industries

e e Nt N N N N N N S N s e

WHEREAS, Unclassified Cunditionai»Use Permit Application No. 2235 hag
been fiied by Stephen Beck proposing to allow the extraction of rock, sand,
and aravel with incidertal colo recovery on a 251—acré parcel of land in the
AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural, 2C-acre minimum parcel size) District on the
west side of N. Friant Road. anpproximately one-half mile south of the
unincorporated community of Friant; and

WHEREAS, Unclassified Conditional Use Fermit Applicastion No. 2241 bes
been filed by Lone Star Industries proposing to allow rock, sand, ano aravel
excavasted from the ahove-referenced property to be proceszed in an existing
processing olant lccateo on an approximate 1€5-acre parrcel of lano 1n the
PE-20 (Exclusive Agricu’tural, Z0-acre winimum parccl size) District on the
west sicge of Friant Road directly north of Willuw fvenue; 2rd

WHERZAS, said spplications were heard by the Fresno Ceurty Planring
Commission on the 1lth day of Jurme, 1%€7; that a motion to approve said
applications wis made ard seconded tut fsiled on 3 three-to-three vele, thus

anstitutiro cenisl; end
//I‘

/17
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WHEREAS, an Envirommentsl Impsct Report (EIR) and 8 SupD]ementaJ"

Environmental Impact Report have been prepsred for Unclsssified Conditional

Use Permit Application No. 2235 and Unclassified Concitional Use Permit

Application No. 2241; anc

WHEREAS, Section 15090 of the California Envircommental Qmality Act

(CEQA) Guidelines reauires that the Board certify that the Fipal

~Environmental - Impact Report anduthe“Supplemental,Ehyirormental Impact Report

was completed in compliance with CEWA, 2nd that the Board has reviewed and
cenaidered the informstion contained in the Fingl Environmental Impact
Report and the Supplemental Environicental Impsct Report prior tq approvai of
the project; eang

WHEREAS, Section 15091 of the State CEQA Guidelires Teauires that
the Boarg, whem considering a project for which anr Environmental Impsct
Repcrt has been prepared, shall not spprove said project without making ore
or mere of the fol owing findings for any identified significant effect:

(a) Chanpes “ave teen recuired in the prcject to aveid or
substantially lessen the siognificant effect.

(b) Arotrer apency has responsibiiity to reauire appropriste
changes ang has or should require such change:.

(c) Specific economic, social, or other corsideraticrs make
mitigatjon measures o) project alternstives infeasible; and

WHEREAS, the following impacts were identifiec as sionificant for
Unclassifieo Conditionmal Use Perimit Application No. 2235: (1) erosion; (2)
excavetian will intercect arourdweter level; (2) wastewater cischaroe; (&)
lake eutronhication; (5) oust; (&) wilolife; (7) noise; (8) safety hararcs
from excavation pits; (9) trarfic; (1N) temnorary cdisruption of recreatioral

ueers at Lost Lake Park; and (1)) aecthetics; and

/11 ,
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1 WHEREAS, the‘following impacts were identified ss sionificant for
2 Unclassified Conditionsl Use Permit Applicetion No. 2241: (1) increase in
3 use of water; (2) air auality; (3) noise; (4) traffic; (5) disruwption to
4 . recreational use of Lost Lake Park; ano (6) sesthetics; and
5 WHEREAS, Section 15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines reauires that
6 where the decisiqn'of_a public agency allows the occurrence of significant
7 effects which are identjfied”in the Final EIR and Supplements] EIR, but are
é notkét leaét substantially mitigated, the approval must contain a finging
9 that the benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse
10 environmental effects; ang
iR WHEREAS, aesthetic impects have been identified as a sionificant
12 effect, which cannol be substantially mitigateo,for Unclessifiec Conoitional
13 Use Permit Application Nes. 2235 and 2241; and
14 WHEREAS, Section 873 of the Fresno County Ordinance Code prescribed
15 findinos to he made In correction with the subject conditional use permit
16 applications; ano
17 ; WHEREAS, _his ratier came on sppeal by the applicants for heariro
18 i befcre this Bosro on the 14th ano 26th oays of July, 1987, at which time it
19 i consideresd 8ll testijPy and evidence relating to said conditional use
20 { permit spplications, aro the Final EIR and the Supplemental EIR;
21 NCW, THEREFORE, EF 1T RESOLVED that the Board certifies the Final
22 i Environmental Inpact Report ano Supplemental Environmental Impact Repori as
23 5 specified im Section 144N of ihe State CECA Guidelines.
24 % BE IT FURTHLCR Fe3CLVED that this Board mekes a finding as to CECA
25 ; Sectiaon )JENG) for Unclacssifiec Conditioral Use Fermit Application Ne. 2235
26 5 that changes have heen Teroired in the project ta ovoid or substantial ly
27 q lessen the cinnificant effeots or inpacts icentified as 1 throuoh 1IN above,
28 i 17/
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hE it
and that economic and physics] limitatiors make mitigstion messures for'
potential adverse aesthetic impacts infrzasible. |

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED thst this Board makes a finding as to CEQA
Section 1509] for Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 2241
that changes have been reauirec¢ in the project to avoicl or substantially
lessen the signifioant effects or impacts identified as 1 through 5 above,
and that ecoromic and physical liritations mske mitigation messures for
potential adverse aesthetic impacts infeasible.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Board has cetermined that the
rock, sand, and gravel material on the Beck Ranch is a finite resource of
high auality sind is ar econcmic asset to the communify at.lsroe. Failure to
extract the material now may preclude extraction at a later time due to
competing land uses as arowth occurs on adjacent properties. Failure tu
allow the utiliratlon of rock, sand, and gravel on the Beck Ranch will
hasten the day when rack, sand, and gravel will have to be transported to
the Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Ares from more distant sources. The
additioral transportation costs would increase the costs of constructing
roeds, housing, ang other projects. Wher the rock, sang, and oravel
operations are completed, planned reclamation will result ir additicnal
riparian hahitat ano recrestional resources for the community at larce.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED trat this Beerd makes a finding as to
Section 15052 that the berefits of Unc . s=3zit{iec Coroitional Use Parmit
Application No. 7225 gnd Urclessifieg Corditioral Use P ogenlication No,
2z24]) outweigh the unsveicable sove e environmresisl! el

DL IT FURTHER RESOUVDT tie s s nde ToaTa ?o:' P o
findincs teor the subject coroit! O

particuiarly set forth below:
/17
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»1 4 = Finding 1:  All site improvements and excavation areas st the Beck Ranch

2 | are set back from property lines as required. Sufficiznt sres
3 is availsble to carry out the types of activities proposed.

4 The site is adeauste in size ano shape for the proposed use.

é The Lore Star Industries plant site is of adeauate size and

& shape to asccommodate éll existirg uses. The applicant does

7 not propose to add any new plant eguipment as a result of

‘8 prdcessing the néw materials from the Beck Ranch, nor does the
9 applicant intend to incresse plant cspacity. Therefore, the

10 site can be found to be adeouate in size ano shape.

11 Finding 2: -~ Access to the sites is via friant Road which is classitied as
%2 ) " an Expressway cn the Fresno County Gereral Plan. This stretch
13 of Friant Roao carries ar average daily traffic volume of

14 |- _ 4,530 (1985) vehicles per day.

15 According tu the applicants, the capacity of the processing

16 pilant will remain unchanged, thus Iimiting traffic to a

17 maximur of 180 truck losds per day. The Development

18 Engineeriag Secvion has indicsteo that Friant Roao is of

19 adeouate wicth ang pavemert type to accommodate this traffic,

20 | and that the existing sccess rosos are aoeauste ts handie the

21 | ‘ proposeg truck trat ‘c. i
22 ‘ Firtding 3: g Beck Ranch site iv Joéatec nortts of sn approved rock, !
23 sarc', and oravel operation, and Lost Lske Reqionai Park is

24 aojaent to the north ano wesl. Acress Friant Roed to ilhe l
25 ﬂ zosl are resigertia) bonesite marcels, ard a residential

26 l cuhsivizion has heen grprov.) by Magera County to the west on

27 tie river hioff. i
28 || /1)

| EXHIBIT 9 PAGE 23 i
Frasnn




The £nvironmental Impact Reports prepared for these projects

identified the following potential adverse impacts that might "

occur from the extraction of resource msterisl on the Beck
site: (1) erosien; (2) excavation will intersect groundwater
level; (3) was!=water discharge; (4) lske eutrophication; (5)
dust; (6) wildlife; (7) noise; (8) safety hazards from

excavation pits; (9) traffic; (10) temporary disruption of

recreaticnal users at Lost Lake Park; (11) removal of resource

materisl from the site; (12) minor loss of water to
evaporation; (13) reduction in use of riparisn water; (1&)
loss of soricultural land; (15) aesthetics. Numerous
conditicns have been developed to sddress these concerns. If
operated subject to these conditions, the material extraction
projeét will not have any sdverse impscts.

The Lone Star processing plart site is located within the San
Josauin River Bottom Ares and is overlcoked by the river
bjuffs on either side of the San Joaauin River. The
procgssing plant site is adjecent to two large previocusly
mired open-space aress to the north and west, asariculture to
the soutn, and orazing to the east across Friant Road.

As noted in the Envirommenta) Anslysis Secticn, the
Supplemental Envirunmental impact Péport p}epared for the
project identified several potentisl]l impacts related t&
nineral resources, water, sir ouality, roise, traffic and
circulatior, ancd aesthetics. Numercus conditions have heen

ceveloped to acscress these concerns. 1f operated subject to

. these congiticns, the processimo plant operation will nit have

any acveroe ingaote,
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*Finding 4:
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The Mineéé; xesources Section of the Open ;ce/Conservation
Element’of the Fresno County General Plan encourages the
development of mineral resources when conflicts with
surrounding land uses and the natural environmental can be
minimized.' The Beck Ranch and Lone Star Industries sites lie
within one of three areas in the County identifiec as
principal locations for commercially suitable sanc and
aravel. Conditions designed to minimize cbnflicts with
surrounding lard uses and the natural envirciment will be
imposed on these projects. IT operated in conformance with
these conﬁitions, the uses will be consistent wit~ the Gereral
Plzn.

Both the Beck Ranch and Loﬁe Star Industries properties are
desicrated or ti.e General Plan as part of the San Josuuin
River Influence Area. Existing policies recugnize the
multinle use values of thz river valley. Because of the
unigue characteristics of relief, wildlife, vegetation, and
natural beauty of tt.is region, it 1s essential that any
develeprent reguire careful planning, Based on the plen of
operation and reisbilitation proposed for the Leck Ranrch, snd
the controls imgarea by the conditions of approval, the

extraction use will be in conformsnce with the River Influence

Ealic?
s0L1C

3

es. The vliinzte rectaratinn of the sit? to productive
aoricultural use ano wildlife lakes will assure the
maintenance of the oper-space crzracter of the river ares in
conformasnce ~ith the River Influence Policies. The conditions

of apcroval as reoguired fo:  be Lene Star Industries
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srocessing plant will mitigste potentisl adverse impacts, and

thus ensure that this use will remsin in conformance with tHe
River Influences Policies.
Friant Road i1s oesignated as a Scenic Highway on the Scenic
Highways tlement of the Fresno County Genersl Plan Trom the
City of Fresno to Lost Lake. Portisns of the Beck Ranch
matesisl extraction cperaticr will be visible from Friart
Road. The abblicaﬁt haé bfabésed tb’liﬁif‘é¥££é¢£5oﬁ by.
providing & 50-foot setback from Friant Road &nd use existing
rut trees and additional landscaping as a visual buffer. The
east porticn of the property would be rehshilitated for
agricultural purposes duriﬁg<and after the complztion of the
project. The Lone Star processing plant is visible from
Friant Road; however, no expansion of the plant equipment is
proposed.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Unclassified Conditional Use Permit
Application Nos. 2235 ang 2241 be and are hercby approved, sioject to these
conditl._ns éef forth in Exhibits "A" anq_"B" attached hereto and

incorporated herein by reference.
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L1 _ THE FOREGOInG Resolutinn was passed snd adopted by the folloving vote
2 of the Boaro of Superviscrs of the County of Fresno this 28tk day of July,
3 ! 187, to-wit:
4o AYES: Supérvisors Conrad, Koligian, Ramacher
5 i NOES: Supervisor Andreen

¢ PABSTAINED: Supervisor Levy
I .
7 & ABSENT: None
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A”TEST

SHART GREENWOCD, Clerk
Board-of Supe*v1sars
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EXHIBIT "A"

Conditions of Approvsl

Unclessified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 2235 - Stephen Beck

1.

Development snd operstion of the use shall conform to the plan and
operational steterent spproved by the Commission, except as modified by
the conditions of approval.

A Site Plan Review shzll be submitted in accordsnce with the provisions
of Section 874 of the Fresno County Zoning Ordinance.. Approval of the
Site Plan Review shall be made by the Bosrd of Supervisors. The site
plan shell be a Master site Plen combining the extraction operstions
suthorized under Unclassified Conditionsl Use Permit Nos. 367, 2032, and
2235. The "Master Site Plan" shall indicate phasing, timing, progression
of extraction, and rehabilitstion of the three properties as one combired
operation. The Master Plsn shall conform with 8ll conditions of spprovel
of each vonditional use permit snd the spproved Rehabilitation Plans,

The applicant sihzil sllow the’County staff to periodicslly monitor the

" proposed use zo assure 3ll spplicsble stsndards of the Gerersl Plasn Noise

Element snd the Noise Ordinance sre being met. A recorosble agreement
allowing for ssid monitoring must be executed before excavation
suthorized by this permit is begun. Cost of said periodic monitoring
shsll be at the expense of the spplicsnrt.

Unclassified Conditionsl Use Permit Applicstion No. 2235 shall expire
concurrently with Unclasssified Conditionsl Use Permit No. 367 (Year 2005).

Excasvation operstions shsll be limited to weekdsys during the hours of
7:00 s8.m. to 6:00 p.m. Routine maintenrance of excavation eauipment shall
be sllowed Monoay through Sunday limited to the bours of 7:00 s.m. to
8:00 p.m.

A 100-foot wide buffer zorme with g minimum ten-foot high berm in the
center shall be constructed priocir io excavation of each phase and
maintained alona the west, north, and east property line of the subject
parcel, except for thet portion of the east property line common with
triant Road. The berms shall not exceed sn 8-inch loose maximum, and
slopes shall be constructed no steeper than 2:1 horizontsl to vertical,
and no flatter than 3:1. The berm shall be landscaped with grasses,
shrubs, anO specimen size conifers in groves plsntec st 40-foot
intervals, or other landscaping as acceptable to the Parks snd Recrestion
Division. The lanoscspe plan shgll be subject to approval by the Psrks
and Recreation Division, ang shall include various species that improve
food and shelter for animals. All planting shall be completed withir 30
dsys following berm construction. At the west and north property lires
adjacent to Lost Lske, the ten-foot high berm shall toe the west property

“Jire, and shall have a 1.5:1 slope to discourasge pedestrian access, The

developer shall have the optiorn ¢f continuing the ten-foot high berm
along the rorth boundsry, sdjscent to the lske, to the western most
boundary line of the subject parcel, or to exteno the berm southerly,
alorg the west boundary of Phase 1 3s shown on the plan, to s point that

will completely screen the plant §ite from Lost Lake Park users.




7.

10.

11.

lz.

13.

14,
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A 50-foot setback shall be maintained on the common boundary with Frisnt
Rosd. Existinp trees within the 50-foot setback shsll remsin, snd
additionsl landscaping shell be provided st such a time to ensure thst
the site is totslly screened from the motoring public when Phase 4
commences. The landscaping plan and planting scheduled shall e
submitted to the Depsrtment for aspproval through the Site Plan Review
process. :

A noise sttenustion berm shsll be constructed slono the east property
line from Frisnt Rosd to the northeasl corner of the property. The berm
shall be a mirimum of 15 feet in bheight or at least five feet higher than
the effective height of the noise source. The slcpe of the berm shall be
3:1 or flstter, snd shsll be rounded or contoured to minimize the
sppearance of being an artificislly constructec barrier.

A guslified professional experienced. in. groundwater shall estshlish the
historical high groundwater level and shall submit such documentation
with the Site Plan Review spplicstion.

The maximum depth of excavation shall be determined by conditions of the
Site Plan Review, based on the historical high groundwster level and the
amount of topsoil or overburden svailsble on the site to backfill the
farm srea to five feet sbove said water level. The calculations will be
done by 8 professional engineer ano submitted to the County under the
Site Plsn Review application. ,

The excavated area to be rehabilitated to fermland shall he backfilled
with the stored toosoil or overburden to a height five feet above the
historical high groundwater level of the subject parcel.

The use shsgll be opersted in such 8 manner as to sveid creating 8 noise
nuisance.

Loaders and a8ll other diesel or gasoline-powered eaguipment shall be
eauipped with mufflers ss spproved by the Fresno County Health Department.

The operstion shsll include measures to ensure that dust 1s kept to a
minimom. In psrticular, truck parking andg circulation areas shall be
treated with 8 dust palliative, and repeated as necessary, to prevent the
creation of dust by vehicles.

A dust pallistive shall be applied to all haul roads as freauently as
necessary to control dust. Dust palliatives may include roasd oil, water
mgonesium chlorige, or cother proven materials.

The use shall be operated in compliance with the reauirements of the
Fresmo County Air Pollution Control District.

A orip irrigation system or its eauivalent approveo by the Director of
the Public Works & Development Services Department shall he :rovided to
ensure maintenance of all lanodscaping.
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18.

13,

20.

21.

.24,

26.

27.

28.

A e

)
= L

All wster bodies shsll be designed to svoid stsgnsnt water or shall be
improved with onpropriaste circulstion systems.

Height of the topscuil stockpiles shall be restricteo as not to he visible
from Frisnt Resc or Lost Lake Psrk. The stockpiles shall be contoured as
to blend with the surrounding sreas and to avoid the appearance of being
commercislly estshlished storsge sreas confljctino with the rural

character of the community.

A detai]ed'rehabi]itation plan shall he submitted prior to excavstion.
The plan shall show the number of lakes and islands, and proposed final
=lopes, contours, snd landsceping of the site. Slopes shell be 3:1 or
less, ano contouring shall provide an appearance consistent with the
surrounding ares. - Landscaping shall -be desigred by an -srchitect or- - :
lsndscape srchitect snd shall include riparisn-type species.

Rehabilitstion work in any phase shall proceed in such s manper that no
excavated ares is sllowed to remain in sn unrehshilitsteo state for more
thar three years. Rehsbilitation of any phase shsll be completed within
one year of commencing excsvstion in a subsequent phase.

A1l rehabilitation backfill msteriels shall be subject to appfoval by the
Fresno County Health DepartmEﬂt :

The transport of material shall be conchted in s mepner so ss to avoid
spillage on County roads. If spillsge does occur, the-spplicant shall
provide for removsl of send and gravel from the roadway between the
extraction site asccess rosd ang the plant site as freauently as needed.
A cash deposit shsll be mainteined in an smount of $1,000 to sllow the
County to remove sand and gravel, if corrective sction is not taken by
the operator within 24 hours cf notificstion by the County.

Access to Friant Road shall be limited to the existing access road
locsted on the sdjacent property located approximstely 1,500 feet to the
south.

Traffic warning signs, as deemed necessary by the County, shall be posted
along Friant Road in both directions from the access road intersection to
warn motorists of merging truck traffic. The placement, size, wording,
and number of these signs shall be aspproved by the Qirector of the Aublic
works & Development Services Department.

Structural design of ali improvec roads shall be in accordance with
County standaros and approved by the Director of the Public Works &
Development Services Department.

The perimeter o7 the site shall be enclosed with a harbwire fence snd
maintaineo in good condition, excepting that portion adjacent to Lost
Lake and the southerly property boundary.

The maximum number of daily truck loads generated from the site shall not
exceed 180.




Boundsries of the property adjscent to Lost Lske Park shasll be posted
with "no trespass" siagns spaced every 150 feet.

NOTES:

1. All operstions and rehabilitstion sctivities shall conform to the
Development snd Rehsbilitation Standsrds, end Specisl Conditions
subsection of Section 858 of the Zoning Ordinance, as specified on
Attschment "A",

2. Discherge of water into the San Josouin River shall' be subject to s
permit from the Cslifornia Regional Water Quality Control Bosrd.

2 A reclemation plan for the Surfsce Miring snd Reclamstion Act must
be submitted to the Cslifornia Division of Mines sno Geology.
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. Sufficient topsoil shall be saved to perform site rehabilitation in

. Al]1 reasonahle andg practical measures shall be takern to protect the

Attschment "“AY ' ?
Unclassiffed Condifional Use Permit #pplication No. 2235

Applicabie Staendards and Conditions . Es
of Zoning Ordinance Section 858-C and E

Skt

No extraction of materisl or overburden shéll be permitted within 25 feet
of any property boundary nor within 50 feet of & boundary contiguous with
8 public rosd right-of-way or recorded residential subdivision. 2

No stockpiled soil or matéerial shall .be placed closer than 25 feet from a B
property boundary. :

No production from an open pit shall create a slope steeper than 2:1 :
within 50 feet of a property boundary nor steeper than 1-1/2:1 elsewhere ﬁ
on the property, except steeper slopes may be crested in the conduct of 2
extraction for limited periods of time prior to grading the slope to its e
rehabilitation configuration, and slopes of 1:1 may he maintained five :
feet below the lowest water table on the property experienced in the f
preceding three years. 3

The first 100 feet of access road(s) intersectinp with &
County-maintained road shall be surfaced in a manner approved by the

Board snd shall not exceed at two-percent orade and shall have a width of ;%
not less than 24 feet. b
Traffic control and warning signs shall be instslled as reocuired by the j%
Comnission at the intersection of &ll private rosds with public roads. 7.

The placement, size, and wording of these signs shsll be approved by the
fresno County Public Works & Development Services Department.
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Cecurity fencing, feour fccot in beight, consisting of not less than three B
strands of barbwire or an approved eguivslent, shall be placed slong any i
property lime sbutting a public right-of-way.and around any extraction £
area where slopos steeper than two feet horizontsl to one foot vertical i
are maintained. Such interior fencing will not be reouired where b3
exterior fencing surrouncs the property. £

The operstor shall comply with all existing and future laws, ordinances,
regulations, orders, and cgecrees of bodies or tribunals.

accoroance with the rehabilitation plan.

habitat of wilolife.

Temporary stresm or watershad diversion shall be restored. %»
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2.

Security, as herein specified, shall be deposited hy the operator of s
permanent materisl extraction site in the event sny phase of the
rehgbilitstion plan is not completed in accordsnce with the spproved
permit, snd upon notificstion of the smount of security by the Director.
Pending the deposit of security, the operstor shall not conduct sny
further sctivity on or from the premises. Said security shall be in the
form of cash deposited by the operator with the Courty or in sn spproved
irrevocable escrow cor its eouivalent snd shall be in an amount determined
by the Director eaual to 100 percent of the total ccst of completinp the

. subject phase of rehabilitation. Ssid sscurity may be partislly relessed

during the proaress of rehabilitstio~ es lono as the same ratio is
maintained on deposit for sll completed work.

where the rehabilitstion work as to sny phase is not completed wjthan the
time period set forth in the spproved rehabilitstion plan or as extended
by the Director, the County msy enter upon the operstor's premises to
perform said work snd use said funds deposited as security to pay for the
cost thereof. In the event the operstor feils to complete rehabilitation
woTk 8s reguired herein and has not deposited security as specified .
herein for the cost of rehsbilitation work, the operstor shsll then be
lisble to the County for the cost of any rehabilitation work reauired to
be performed by the County in sccordance with the rehabilitstion plen.
where the County 1s suthorized to enter upon property to csuse
rehsbilitstion work to be done, the Conditional Use Permit.msy be revoked
by the Bosrd of Supervisors upon 30 days' written notice first being
aiven to the operstor.

Ail msteris! extrection sites in the County of Fresno are subject to s
periodic inspzction once every two vears or such other period as reouired
jn & Conditional Use Permit to determine complisnce with operations] snd
rehabilitation plans.

The reoulired periodic inspections shsall not lmpair the County's right to
perform additional on-site inspections as may be necesssry and
appropriste to ensure compliance of the reouirement of the Conditional
Use Permit or other provisions of law. The Board of Supervisors may
sdopt by resolution a schedule settimp forth the fees that may be Iimposed
for reouired periodic inspections.
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EXHIBIT "B"

Conditions of Approval

Unclassified Conoitionsl Use Permit Applicstion No. 2241 - Lone Star Industries

1.

Development snd operstion of the use shall conform to the plan snd
operational ststement spprovec by the Commission, except as modified by
the conditions of aspproval.

The conditions of approval for Unclassified Conditional Use Permit
Application No. 367 snd 2032 shall remain in full force and effect.

The operation shall be limited to a maximum of 180 tFijck 16sds per day.

The applicaent shall modify existing plant eauipment by installing rubber
liners on the hoppers and utilizino rubber-coated screens. The applicant
shall provide an earthen berm or other similar sound-reducino
improvements around the core crusher to sttenuste noise. The size,
location, and construction of such berm or improvements shall be spproved
by the Fresno County Health Department end the Fresrmo County Fublic Works
& Development Services Department prior to construction. All
improvements shall be made within 120 dsys of commencing the extraction
of material spproved in Unclsssified Conditional Use Permit Application
No. 2235.

Traffic warnino sions, as deemed necessary by the County, shall be posted
slong Frisnt Rosd in both directions from the plant entrsnce. The
plscement, size, wording, end number of these sions shall be approved by
the Road Maintenmance and Operations Division of the Fresmo County Fublic
Works & Development Services Department prior to installation.

All vegetation existing along Friant Road north of the plant site thst,
in the opinion of the Rosd Maintenance and Operations Division, decreases
visibility st the plant site entrance shall be removed withip 120 days of
commencing excavation of material approved in Unclassified Congitional
Use Permit Application No. 2235. .

This permit shall be subject to satisfactiorn of Conditior No. 2 of
Unclassified Conditicnal Use Permit Application No. 2235.

The operstor shall be resporsible for the costs of maintainirg the
existing sccess road improvements at the plant site ano excavstion site,

"including the accelerstion and deceleration lanes within the

right-of-way, which were previously reguired by Corditional Use Permit
No. 2032. Details as to how the maintenance work will be accomplished
shall be determired by the Director of the Public Works & Development
Services Department prior to the performance of sry maintenance worl-.
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EXHIBIT "6"

g
UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO.( 367

Conditions for Area "A"

Extraction operations shall be allowed for a maximum of
20 years from the date extraction commences pursuant to
Conditional Use Permit No. 367 (as modified hereby) or
Conditional Use Permit No. 2032. -

Excavation operations shall be limited to weekdays
during the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., except that
within a 700-foot radius of the southwest corner of »PN
300-310-17, the hours of operation shall be 7:00 a.m.
o0 4:30 p.m. Routine maintenance of excavation equip~
ment shall be allowed Monday through Sundey limited to
the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.

No extraction shall be allowed east of Friant Road.

All extraction operations, including stockpiling, shall
be set back a minimum of 200 feet from the existing San
Joaquin River Channel. Riparian vegetation within 200
feet of saié Channel shall not be disturbed.

any areas of significant riparian vegetation within the
site and not within said 200 foot river setback shail
be preserved until sand and gravel excavation regquires
removal or destruction.

A berm shall be construed between the 310-foot and
320-foot contour lines on the north property line
adjoining Lost Lake Park.

A 50-foot wide setback shal’ be provided from the
Friant Road right-of-way line which will be astablished
by the Site Plan Review. A berm and/or landscaping
consisting of trees and shrubs shall bte prcvided within
the setback area to effectively screen the extraction
site from Friant Road. The Director of the Resources
and Development Department may allow the width of the
bexrm or landscaped area tuo be less than 50 feet if
effective screening can be demonstrated. The berm
and/or landscaping shall be completed witihin six months
from the date excavation commences pursuant to Condi-
tional Use Permit No. 2032 or Conditional Use Permit
No. 367 (as modified hereby]).

A single, two-way driveway access shall be allowed on
Friant Road at a point approximately 1,400 i1eet north
of the socuth boundary of Section 19. The cornection to

EXHIBIT 9 PAGE 35




10.

12.

13.

14.

17.

e (Y

Friant Road shall be designed with a free right-turn
minimum design radius of 30 mph. :

A 150-foct, leift-turn storage lane shall be constructed
on Frian: Road at the entrance to the extraction site.

A 2,500-foot acceleration lane, 14 feet in wifth, shall
be constructed on Friant Road to acccamnoda—e irucks
leaving the extraction site. The 2xisting five-foot
wide southbound bike lane shall be relocated and
separated from the acceleration lane by a distance of
ten f{eret o the west. :

Note: Approximately 1,000 feet of *he acceleration
lane may b2 on-site.

Additional right~of-way for Friant Road shall be
dedicated to the County as determined by the Site Plan
Review approval.

Stockpiling of ma%terial shall not be allowed within 200
feet of Friant Road or that portion of the north
property line adjoining Lost Lake Park unless Permittee
screens any such closer stockpiling with approved
landscaplng so that it is not visible from Friant Read
apdmtre north Drooerty line of Lo§t_Lake.?ark.

A dust palliative shail be applied to all haul rozés as

. frequeantly as necessary to .control dust. Dust pallie-

tives may include road oil, water, magnesium chloride,
or other proven materials.

The use shall be cperated in compliance with the
requirements of the Fresno County Air Pollution »ontro*
District.

The use shall be operatad in such a manner as to avoid
creating a dust or noise nuisance.

The Permittee shall allecw the County Staff to periodi-
cally monitor the proposed use to assure all applicable
standards of the General Plan Noise Element and the
Noise Ordinance are being met. A recordable agreement
allowing for this monitoring must be executed before
excavation authorized by this permit is begun. Cost of
this periodic monitoring shall be at the expense of the
Permlttee. B

A drip irrigation system or its equivalent approved by
the Director c¢f the Resources and Development Depart-
ment. shall be provided to ensure maintenance of all
landscaping.
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19.

21.

22.

23.

26.

A detailed rehabilitaticn plan shall be submitted prior
The plan shall specify proposed phasing
and show the number of lakes and islands, and proposecd
final slopes, contours, and landscaping of the site.
Final slopes above the seasonal lowest water line shall
be 3:1 or flatter, and contouring shall provideé an

t® excavation.

rppearance consistent with the surrounding area.
Landscaping shall be designed by an architect or
landscape architect and shall include riparian-type

species.

Each ghas2 rmst be rehabilitated in accordance with the
rehabilitation plan within one year after initiation of
The berm cn the north prcoperty
line shall be retained until rehabilitation of entire
site is completied.

the subsequent phese.

The transport of material shall be conducted in a
mannexr sn as to avoid spillage on County roads. If

the Parmittee shall provide for
removal of sand and gravel frcm -he roadway between the
extracticn site access road wnd the plant site as

2 casii deposit shall be main-
tained in an amount of $1,000 to allow the County to
remove sand and gravel if corrective actioa is not
tzken by the operator within 24 hours of notification
by the County.

spirllage dnes occur,

frequently as needed.

A1l water bodies shall be designed to avoil stagnant
wat-r or shall be improved with appropriate circulation

systems.

An archaeological survey shall ke conducted prior to

excavation.

211 equipment shall be equipped with mufflers to -
minimi:e noise generation. :

Prior to excavation, a Site Plan Review Application
shall have been submitted to and approved by the
Director c¢f Resources and Development pursuant to
Section 874 of the Zoning Ordinance. ‘

Structural design of all improved public roads shall be
in accordance with County standards and approved by the
Director of Fublic Works.

The pzrimeter of the site shall be enclesed with a
barbwire fence and maintained in gosd condition.
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NOTES:

1. The proposed use is also subject to the mandatory
conditions and standards of Zoning Ordinance ’
Sect.on 858 as specified on the attachment.

2. Discharge of water into the San Joagquin River
shall be subject to a permit from the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board.
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~days of tliz date of this agreement

UNCLASSIFIED c(f *TIONAL USE PERMIT No. 36/

. >
Conditions for Area "B"

1fhé processing plant operation shall be discontinued

‘upon completion of material extractior allowed pursuant

to Conditional Use -Permit No. 2032, :’onditional Use
Permit Mo. 367 or upon the twentieth (20th) annlversary
of the date of County approval of. these Conditions,

_whichever occurs last. In no event shali the life of
‘;the operation exceed 20 years.

All operations shall be limited to weekdays durlng the
hours of 6:00 @a.m. to 6:00 p.m. except that in the

fﬂevent of any emergency as determined by any govern-
“mental body or agency, excaviation and processing may
‘proceed as needed notwithstanding the aforesaid.

Except for the main sand pile, the height of material
stockplles shall not exceed 25 feet unless the Permittee
is able to satisfy Ccunty that it will plant

‘landscaping which will, within five (5) years of
‘'planting, effectively screen such stockpiles from view

from Friant Roada.

‘Landqﬁaplng cons;stlng of riparian-type trees shall be

~provided along the frontage of Friant Road and Rirkhead
‘Avenue to elFectmvely screen the view of the plant and

..the stockpiles from the highway user within five years.
“A landscape plan shalji he prepared by an architect or

landscape architect ard shali be submitte& within 90

The landscaping
shall be completed witnin six months of the approval of

" the plan.

A dust palliative shall be applied to all interaxl
circulation roads as frequently as necessary to control
dust. Dust palliatives may include road oil, water,
magnesium chloride, or other proven materials.

- The use shall be operated in compliance with the

requirements of the Fre:no County Air Polluticn Control
District.

The use shall be operated in such a manner as to avoid
creating a dust or noise nuisance.

The Permittee shall allow the County Staff to periodi-
cally monitor the proposed use to assure all appL,cable
standards of the General Plan No:se Element and the
Noise Ordinance are being met. A recordable agreement
allowing for this monitoring must be executed before
excavation authorized by this permit is begun. Cost of

this periodic monitoring shall be at the expense of the
Permittee.
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A drxip irrigation system or surface ditch irrigation

system or their eguivalent approved by the Director of
tne Resources and Development Department shall be
provided to ensure maintenance of all landscaping.

Within 90 days of the date of approval of this agree-

ment, a Site Plan Review Application shall have been
submitted to the Director of Resources and Development
pursuant to Saction 874 of the Zoning Orcinance.

A detailed rehabilitation plan shall be submitéed as

part of the required Site Plan Review. The plan shall
show the number of lakes and islands, and proposed
flnal slopes, contours, and landscaping of the site.
Slopes shall be rounded and contoured to provide an
appearance consistent with the surrounding area. The

"fehabilitation work shall be done in such a way as to

preserve ex1°t1ng riparian vegetatlon. AlY rehabilita-
tion work in areas where mining activity has been

:,completed shall be flnlshed within one year of the date

of plan approval.

~.Subject to the approval of the Director of Development,
Fermittee shall take such corrective measures as may be

necessary, if at all, to eliminate any stagnant water

~conditions in any existing or pioposed ponds created oo

130
: " .barbwire fence and maintained in good condition.

14

‘to be created by Permittee.

The perimeter of the site shall be enclosed with a

Structural design of all improved public roads shall be
in accordance with County standards and approved by the
Director of Public Werks.

Road improvements shall be made by Permittee in accord-
ance with the schematic plan attached hereto and marked
as Exhibit A. 1In no evenrt shall Permittee be requireqd

to expend more than. ;RO 000 on such improvements.

..Notes:

1. The proposed use is also subject to the mandatory
conditions and standards of Zoning Crdinance
Section 858 as specified on the attachment.

2. Discharge of water into the San Joaquin River
shall be subject to a permit from the Callfornla
Regional Water Quality Control Board.

‘ EXHIBIT 9 PAGE 40



/r‘}i»

IV '.:"‘3' /- / ;’ ) :
2R 4
s Sy 1// // A
@ ) L
e~ i

\ |

.

e
S
R

\ : \\\

N
N
N
N




1.

2.

3.

8.

S.

©

EXHIBIT *B"

tnclassified Conditional Use Permit No. 2032

"Unclassified Conditional Use Permit No. 2032 shall expire eight years from
. the date excavation commences or upon expiration of Conditionsl Use Pemit
~Mo. 367, whichever date is later, provided that in any event Unclassified
‘“qc*tional Use Peomit No. 2032 shall expire 15 years from the date of
“this resolution of &pproval. :

Excavation operations shall be limited to weekdays during the hours of
7:00 a.m. tc 6:00 p.m.., except that within the southerly 700 feet of the
property the hours of operation shell be 7: 00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. Routine
maintenance of excavation equipment shali be allowed Monday through Sunday
limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Stockpiling of material shall not be allowed within 200 feet of the south
property line, nor shall any excavation be aliowed within a 260-foot
radius of the front entry of the residence on the adjoining property to
the south.

Haul roads Shalljbé désigﬁ°d in'a manner that will direct traffic away
from the south pr operty line.

A dust palliative shall be applied to all haul roads as frequently &
necessary tu control cust. Dust palliatives may include road o:l water,
magnesium chloride, or ather proven materials.

Sprinklers or other devices approved by the Resources and Development
Department shall be utilized as needed in Phase I to minimize dust
generation.

The use shall be operated in compliance with the requirements of the
Fresno County Air Pollution Control District. (The applicant must file an
application for authority to construct with the Fresno County Air
Pollution Control District.)

The use shall be operated in such a manner as to avoid creating a dust or
noise nuisance.

Prior to initiation of Phase I, a noise sttenuation berm shall be :
constructed along the south property line and along the westerly boundary
of the extraction site a distance of 400 feet from the south property
line. The berm shall be & minimum of 15 feet in height, or al least five
feet higher than the effective height of the noise source. That portion
of the south berm sdjacent to landscaping on the edjolning homesite shall
have 8 slope of 3:1 or less and shall be landscaped wi ith trees and/or
shrubs similar to those on the homesite. The remaining portion of the
berm shall be planted with native grasses.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.
18.

19.

BTN

The applicant shall allow the County Staff to perlodically monitor the
proposed use to assure all epplicable standards of the General Plan Noise
Element and the Noise Ordinence are being met. A recordable agreement
allowing for this monitorirg must be executed before excavation suthorized
by this permit is begun. Cost of this periodic monitoring shall bevat the
expense of the applicant

A 50-foot wide setback shall be provided from the Friant Road right-of~way
line which will be established by the Site Plan Review. A berm and/or
landscaping consisting of trees and shrubs shall be provided within the

setback area to effectively screen the extraction site from Friant Road.

The Director of the Resources and Development Department may allow the
width of the berm ox landscaped area to be less. than 50 feet if effecrive

screening can be demonstrated.

A drip irrigation system or its eguivalent éﬁprovedyby the birééfor'of the

- Resources and Development Depaltment shall be provided to ensure

maintenance of all landecaping

"A detailed rehabilitation plan shall be submitted prior to excavation

The plan shall show the nunber of lakes and islands, and proposed final
slopes, contours, and lerdscaping of the site. Slopes shall be 3:1 or
less, and contouring shall provide an apoearance consistent with the
surrounding area. Landscaping shall be designed by an architect or
landscape architeut and shall include Iiparian—type species

All water bodies shall be designed to avoid stagnant water or shall be
improved with appropriate circulation systems. Corrective measures shall
be taken to eliminate the stagnant conoition of the pond adjacent to the

plant site.

All-extrabtion ocperations, including stockpiling, shall be set back a
minimum of 200 feet from the existing San Joaguin River Charmel. Riparian
vegetation shall not be disturbed.

An archaeclogical survey shall be conducted prior to excavation.
All equipment shall be equiped with mufflers to minimize noise generation.

Esch phase must be rehabilitated in accordance with the rehabilitation
plan within one year after initiation of the subsequent phase. The berm
on the south property line shall be retained until rehabilitation of
entire site is completed.

The transport of material shall bé conducted in a manner so as to avoid
spillage on County roads. If spillage does occur, the applicant shall
provide for removal of sand and gravel from the roadway between the
extraction site access road and the plant site as frequently ss needed. A
cash deposit shall be maintained in an amount of $1,000 to sllow the
County to remove sand and gravel if corrective action is nct taken by the
opcrator within 24 hours of notification by the County.
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22.

23.

24,

27.

28.

25.

Any areas of significant riparian vegetation within the site shall be
preserved. Extraction shall be prohibited in these areas.

Prior to excavation, © Site Plan Review Application shall have been
submitted to and approved by the Director of Resources and Development
oursuant o Section 874 of the Zoning Ordinence.

A single, two-way driveway access shall be allowed on Friant Road at a
point approximately 1,400 feet north of the south boundary of Section 19,
Township 11 South, Range 26 East. The connection to Friant Road shall be
designed with a free right-turn minimum design radius of 30 mph.

A 150-foot, left-turn storage lane shall be constructed on Friant Road at
the entrance to the extraction site. .

A 2,500-foot acceleration lane, 14 feet in width, shall be constructed on
Friant Road to accommodate trucks leaving the extraction site. The
existing five-foot wide southbound bike lane shall be relocated and
separated from the acceleration lane by & distance of ten feet to the west.

Note: Approximately 1,000 feet of the acceleraton lane may be on-site.

Additional right-of-way for Friant Road shall be dedicated to the County
as detemined by the Site Plan Review approval.

. A stop sign shall be instziled at the processing plant access driveway on

Friant Roao to control traffic leaving the plant in & northerly direction.

& 200-fcot, southbound deceleration lane shall be constructed at the
entrance to the processing plant.

Structural design of all improved roads shall be in accordance with County
standards and approved by the Director of Public Works.

The perimeter of thea site shzll be enclosed with a barbwire fence and
maintained in good condition.

NOTES:

1.  The proposed use is also subject to the mandatory conditions and
standards ¢t Zoning Orginance Section 858 as specified on the
attachment.

2. Discherge of water into the San Joaquin River chall be subject to a
peirmit from the California Regionzl water Quality Control Board.
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FROM:

SUBJECT:

Inter Oﬂice Memo

October 21, 2004

Board of Supervisors

Planning Commission

RESOLUTION NO. 11848 - INITIAL STUDY APPLICATION NO. 5169,
UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS.
3093 AND 3094

APPLICANT: RMC Pacific Materials, Inc.

UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 3093

REQUEST: Amend Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Nos.
367, 2032, 2241, and 3063 to increase the daily
mining and processing of sand and gravel
materials for existing mining and processing
operations resulting in an increase in the
maximum daily allowable truckloads from 180
trucks per day to 225 frucks per day.

LOCATION: On the west side of N. Friant Road, between N.
Willow Avenue and Lost [L.ake Road,
approximately two and one-half miles north of the
City of Fresno (13475 N. Friant Road) (SUP.
DIST.: 2 & 5) (APN: 300-070-56s — 60s; 300-
040-19, 20; 300-080-01; 300-250-12).

UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 3094

REQUEST: Amend Unclassified Conditional Use Permit No.
2235 and 3064 to increase the daily mining and
processing of sand and gravel materials for
existing mining and processing operations
resulting in an increase in the maximum daily
allowable truckloads from 180 trucks per day to
225 trucks per day.

LOCATION: On the west side of N. Friant Road, between Lost
Lake Road and Bluff View Avenue,
approximately five miles north of the City of
Fresno (16356 N. Friant) (SUP. DIST.: 5)(APN:
300-160-46, 51).
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PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

At its hearing of October 21, 2004, the Commission considered the Staff Report and
testimony (summarized in Exhibit "A").

A motion was made by Commissioner Phillips and seconded by Commissioner Laub to
determine that in accordance with Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines that
preparation of a Supplemental EIR is not required and that the existing EIR is adequate;
to adopt the recommended findings of fact in the Staff Report; and to approve
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application Nos. 3093 and 3094 subject to the
recommended conditions as listed in the Staff Report and as listed in Exhibit “B”.

This motion passed on the following vote:

VOTING: Yes: Commissioners Phillips, Laub, Abrahamian, Downing,
Ferguson, Hammerstrom
No: None
Absent: Commissioners Hall, Milligan, Pierce
Abstain: None

Andrew E. Richter, Interim Director
Department of Public Works and Planning
Secretary-Fresno County Planning Commission

NOTES: . ' The nning Commission action is final unless appealed to the
Board of Supervisors within 15 days of the Commission's action.

2. The approval of this project will expire two years from the date of
approval unless substantial development has occurred. When
circumstances beyond the control of the applicant do not permit
compliance with this time limit, the Commission may grant an
extension not to exceed one additional year. Application for such
extension must be filed with the Department of Public Works and
Planning before the expiration of the Conditional Use Permit.

BJib
(G:\4360Devs&PIN\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3000-3095\3093 & 3094\reso.doc

Attachments
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RESOLUTION NO.: 11848
EXHIBIT "A"

Initial Study Application No. 5169

Classified Conditional Use Permit Application Nos. 3093 and 3094

Staff:

Applicant:

Others:

Correspondence:

LP:b

The Fresno County Planning Commission considered the Staff
Report dated October 21, 2004, and heard a summary presentation
by staff. Staff responded to the Commission’s questions related to
increased traffic impacts to Friant Road and road improvements
that have been made to Friant Road by the applicant.

The applicant and the applicant's representatives concurred with
the Staff Report and the recommended conditions. They described
the project and indicated that regional demand for sand and gravel
necessitates this application. .

The Project Plant Manager spoke in support of the application and
offered the following information:

» New electric conveyor systems have allowed us to retire diesel
powered front-end loaders, and the batch plant will soon be
replaced with an electric driven system.

» Best practices are utilized in reducing potential dust. Materials
are pre-watered prior to loading and haul roads are also
routinely watered. Disturbed slopes are hydro-seeded to
mitigate dust impacts.

One individual presented information in opposition to the
application. He indicated that the existing extraction operations
have caused dust impacts to his property. He also indicated that
the increased traffic would compound current traffic problems along
Friant Road.

Two letters were presented in opposition of the application.

G:\4360Devs&PIN\PROJSECIPROJDOCS\CUPY3000-3099\3093 & 3094\reso.doc
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RESOLUTION NO. 11848
EXHIBIT "B"

Conditions of Approval
Initial Study Application No. 5169
Classified Conditional Use Permit Application Nos. 3093 and 3094

1. All conditions of Conditional Use Permit Nos. 367, 2032, 2235, 2241, 3063, and
3064 shall remain in full force and effect except as modified by the condition

below.

2. The maximum number of daily truckloads generated from the excavation sites
shall not exceed 225 and the processing operation shall be limited to 225
truckloads per day.

LP:ib
G:\4360Devs&PIMPROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3000-309813093 & 3094\reso.doc
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Counf‘y of Fresno

Department of Public Works and Planning
Andrew E. Richter, Interim Director

November 22, 2004

RMC Pacific Materials
6601 Koll Center Parkway
Pleasanton, CA 94566

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 11848 - INITIAL STUDY APPLICATION NO. 5169,
UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS.
3093 AND 3094

On October 21, 2004, the Fresno County Planning Commission approved with
conditions you Classified Conditional Use Permit applications. A copy of the Planning
Commission resolution is enclosed.

Since no appeal was filed with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors within 15 days the
Planning Commission’s decision is final.

The approval of this project will expire two years from the date of approval unless
substantial development has occurred. '

Jen ‘?urs,
Lew Pond, Planning & Resource Analyst
Development Services Division

LP:b
G:\4360Devs&PINPROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3000-3095\3093 & 3094\resa.doc

Enclosure

C: Mr. Warren Ball
Mr. Richard D. Welton

iomia 3375 RO by BAABEo .
2220 Tutare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 937 5 62-4029 / 262-4302 / 262-4022 FAX 262-4893
Equal Employment Opportunity » Affirnative Action » Disabled Employer
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10.

2

13.

14.

17.

o SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 84-547
CUP 367 January 1, 1985

Friant Road shall be 6651gned with a free right-turn
minimum design radius oif 30 mph.

A 150-foct, lert-turn storage lane shall be constructed
on Frianv Road at the entrance to the extraction site.

A 2,500-foot acceleration lane, 14 feet in width, shall
be constructed on Friant Road to acccanods—e irucks
leaving the extraction site. The 2xisting five-foot
wide southbound bike lane shall be relocz2ted and
separated from the acceleration lane by a distance of
ten fret to the west.

Note: Approximately 1,000 feet of the acceleration
lane may ba on-site.

Additional right~of-way for Friant Rcad shall be
dedicated to the County as determined by the Site Plan
Review approval.

Stockpiling of material zhall not be allowed within 200
feet of Friant Road or that portion »f the north
property 1in° adjoining Lost Lakp Park unless Permittee

landscaplng so that it is not v151b1e from Frlant Reoad
and ithe north property line of Lost Lake Park.

A dust palliative shail be applied to all haul roads as
freguently as necessary to ontrol dust. Dust pallie-

tives may include road oil, water, magnesium chloride,

or other proven materials.

The use shall be operated in compliance with =he
requirements of the Fresno County Air Pollution Control
District.

The use shall be operatzd in such a manner as to avoid
creating a dust or noise nuisance.

The Permittee shall allow the County Stafi to periodi-
cally monitor the proposed use to assure all applicable
standards of the General Plan Noise Element and the
Noise-Ordinance- are- being met.-— A.recordable_agreement
allowing for this monitoring must be executed before
excavation authorized by this permit is begun. <Cost of
this periodic wmonitoring shall be at the expense of the
Permittee.

A drip irrigation system or its equivalent approved by
the Director c¢f the Resources and Development Depart-
ment snhall be provided tc ensure maintenance of all
landscaping.
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e F SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 84-547
CUP 367 January 1, 1985

L]

_8. A detailed rehabilitaticn plan shall be submitted prior
to excavation. The plan shall specify proposed phasing
and show the number of lakes and islands, and proposed
final slopes, contours, and landscaping of the site.
Final slopes above the seasonal lowest water line shall
be 3:1 or flatter, and ‘contouring shall provide an
sppearance consistent with the surrounding area.
Landsceping shall be designed by an architect or
lanédscape architect and shall include riparian-—type
species.

19. Each gphas=2 rmst be rehabilitated in accordance with the
rehabilitation plan within one year after initiation of
the subsequent phese. The berm cn the north property
lina shall be retained until rehabilitation of entire
site is complel=d,.

20. The transpoxt of material shall be conducted in a
maaner sn as to avoid spillage on County roads. If
spillage dnes occur, the Pzrmittee shall provide for
removal of sand and gravel from :-he roadway between the
extracticn site access road wnd the plant site as
frequently as needed. 2 cash deposit shall be main-
tained in an amount of 51,000 to allow the County to
remove sand and gravel if corrective actioa is not
tzken by the operator within 24 hours of notification
by the County.

21. A1l water bodies shall be designed to avoid stagnant
wat-r or shall be improved with appropriate circulation
systems.

22. An archaeological survey shall be conducted prior to
excavation.

23, 211 eq“ipment shall be equipped with mufflers to
minimize noisze generation.

24. Prior to excavation, a Site Plan Review Application
shall hava been submitted to and approved by the

e i reuvtor-cf -Resources and Development pursuant to

Sertwon 874 of the Zoning Ordipmancer——— . =

25. Structural design of ail improved public roads shall be
in accordance with County standards and approved by the
Director of Fublic Works.,.

26. The perimeter of the site shall be enclosed with a
barbwire fence and maintained in good condition.
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B SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 84-547
CUP 367 January 1, 1985

NCTES:

1. The proposed use is also subject to the mandatory
conditions and standards of Zoning Ordinance
Sect.on 858 as specified on the attachment.

2. Discharge of water into the San Joaguin River

shall be subject to a permit from the California
Regional Watexr Quality Control Board.

EXHIBIT 10 PAGE 8
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UNCLASSIFIED c(’ "ITIONAL USE PERMIT RG. 367 SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 84-547

, » CUP 367 January 1, 1985
Conditions for Area "B"

“The processing plant operation shall be discontinued

upon completion of material extractior allowed pursuant
Permit No. 367 or upon the twentieth (20th) anniversary

whichever occurs last. In no event shall the life of
All operations shall be limited to weekdays during the
mental body or agency, excavation and processing may

Except for the main sand pile, the height of material
stockpiles shall not exceed 25 feet unless the Permittee

planting, effectively screen such stockpiles from view

Landscaping consisting of riparian—type trees shall be
provided along the frontage of Friant Read and Birkhead
Avenue to ELFPCtIVPly screen the view of the olant and
the stocckpiles frem the highway user within five years.
B landscape plan shall be prepared by an architect or
landscape architect ard shali be submitted witbhin 90
days of the date of this agreement. The landscaping
shall be completed within six months of the approval of

circulation roads as frequently as necessary to control
dust. Dust palliatives may include road oil, water,

requirexents of the Fre¢no County Air Polluticn Control

The use shall be operated in such a manner as to avoid

5-
to Conditional Use Permit No. 2032, :londitional Use
of the date of County approval of these Conditions,
the operation exceed 20 years.

24
hours of 6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. except that in the
event of any emergency as determined by any govern-
proceed as needed notwithstanding the aforesaid.

Sl
is able to satisfy Ccunty that it will plant
landscaping which will, within five (5) years of
from Friant Road.

1)
the plan.

5. A dust palliative shall be applied to all interaal
magnesium chloride, or other proven materials.

6. The use shall be operated in compliance with the
District,

7' :.
creating a dust or noise nuisance. - “

8.

The Permittee shall allow the County Staff to periodi-
cally monitor the vpropossed use to assure all applicable
standards of the Ceneral Plan Noise Element and the
Noise Ordinance are being met. A recordable agreement
allowing for this monitoring must be executed before
excavation authorized by this permit is bequn. Cost of
this periodic monitoring shall be at the expense of the
Permittec.
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10.

11.

r SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 84-547
h CUP 367 January 1, 1985

A drip irrigation system or surface ditch irrigation
system or their equivalent approved by the Director of
tne Resources and Development Department shall be
provided to ensure maintenance of all landscaping.

within 90 days of the date of approval of this agree-
ment, a Site Plan Review Application shkall have been
submitted to the Director cof Resources and Development
pursuant to Section 874 of the Zoning Orcinance.

A detailed rehabilitation plan shall be submitted as
part of the required Site Plan Review. The plan shall
show the number of lakes and islands, and proposed
final slopes,; contours, and landscaping of the site.
Slopes shall be rounded and contoured to provide an
appearance consistent with the surrounding area. The
rehabilitation work shall be done in such a way as to
preserve existing riparian vegetation. All rehabilita-

- tion work in areas where mining activity has been

completed shall be finished within one year of the date
of plan approval.

Subject to the approval of the Director of Development,
Fermittee shall take such corrective measures as may be
necessaxy, if at all, to eliminate any stagnant water
con@itions in any existing or pioposed ponds created oI
to be created by Permittee.

The perimeter of the site shall be enclosed with a

.barbwire fence and maintained in good condition.

Structural design of all improved public roads shall be
in accordance vith County standards and approved by the

" Director of Public Werks.

Road improvements shall be made by Permittee in accord-
ance with the schematic plan attached hereto and marked

as Exhibit A. In no event shall Permittee be required
. to expend more than.$50,000 on such improvements.

- Notes:

oo 1.  The.proposed.use--is—also-subject—to—the-mandaktcry—— -

conditions and standards of Zoning Crdinance
Section 858 as specified on the attachment.

2. Discharge of water into the San Josgquin River

shall be subject to a permit from the Callfornla
Regional Water Quality Control Board.
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CUP 367 January 1, 1985
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4,

3 ' CUP 2032 June 7, 1984

EXHIBIT ™3n
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit No, 2032

“Uhclassiftied Conditional Use Permit No. 2032 shall expire eight years from
~the date excavation commences or upon expirestion of Congditionsl Use Permit
~ho. 367, whichever date 1s later, provided that in any event Unclassified

LConoitional Use Peomit No. 2032 shall expire 15 years from the date of

“this resolution of epproval.

Excavation operations shall be limited iv weekdays during the hours of
7:00 a.m. to &:00 p.m., except that within the southerly 700 feet of the
property the hours of operation shell be 7:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. Routine
maintenance of excavation equipment shall be allowed Monday through Sunday
1imited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Stockpiling of material shall not be allawed within 200 feet of the south
property line, nor shall any excsvation be allowed within a 260-foot
radius of the front entry of the residence on the adjoining property to
the south,

Haul roads shall be designad in & manner that will direct traffic away
from the south property line.

A dust palliative shall be zpplied to all hsul roads as freguently &as
necessary tu control cust. Dust palliatives may include road oil, water,
magnesium chloride, ar ather proven materials.

Sprirklers or other devices approved by the Resources and Development
Department shall be utilized as needed in Phase I to minimize dust
generation.

The use shall be operated in compliance with the requirements of the
Fresno County Air Poliution Control District. ({(The applicant must file an
application for authority to construct with the Fresmo County Air
Pollution Control District.)

The use shall be operated in such a manner as to avoid creating a dust or
noise nuisance.

Prior to initiation of Phase I, 8 noise sttenuation berm shall be

constructed along the south property line and mlong the westerly boundary
of the extraction site a distance of 400 feet from the south property
line. The berm shall be a minimum of 15 feet In height, or st least five
feet higher than the effective height of the noise source. That portion
of the south berm adjacent to lendstaping on the adjoining homesite shall
have a slope of 2:1 or less and shall be landscaped with trees and/or
shrubs si{milar to those on the homesite. The remaining portion of the
berm shal) be planted with native grasses.
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0.

1,

1.

13,

14,

15:

16.
17.

18, Esch phase must be T

19.

& CUP 2032 June 7, 1984

The applicant shall sllow the County Staff to perlodically monitor the
proposed use to assure all applicable standards of the General Plan Noise
tlement and the Noise Ordinence are being met. A recordable sgreement
allowing for this monitorirg must be executed before excavation authorized
by this permit is begun. Cost of this periodic monitoring shall be st the
expense of the spplicant.

A 50-foot wide setback shall be provided from the Friant Road right-~of-way
1line which will be established by the Site Plan Review. A berm and/or
landscaping consisting of trees and shrubs shall be provided within the
setback area to effectively screen the extraction site ¥from Friant Road.
The Director of the Resources and Development Department may &llow the
width of the berm or landscaped area to be less than 50 feet if effective
screening can be demonstrsted.

AR drip irrigation system or its equivalent spproved by the Director of the

. Resources and Development Department shall be provided to ensure

maintenance of g1l landscaping.

A detalled rehabllitation pilan shall be submitted prior to excavation.
The plan shall show the nunber of lakes end islands, and proposed final
slopes, contours, and lerdscaping of the site. Slopes shall be 3:1 or
less, and contouring shall provide an apoearance consistent with the
surrounding area. Landscaping shall be designed by an erchitect or
landscape architect and shall include riparian-type specles.

All water bodies shall be designed to svoid stagnant water or shall be
improved with appropriaste circulation systems. Corrective measures shall
be taken to eliminate the stagnant conoition of the pond adjacent to the
plant site. '

All extraction operations, including stoclkpiling, shall be set back a
minimum of 200 feet from the existing San Joaquin River Charnel. Riparian
vegetation shall not be disturbed.

An archaeological survey shall be conducted prior to excavation.

All equipment shall be equiped with mufflers to minimize noise gemeration.
‘ “in- with-the-rehadilitation

plan within one year after initiation of the subssquent phase. The berm

on the south property line shall be retained until rehabilitation of
entire site is completed.

The transport of material shall be conducted in a manner so &8s to avoid
spillage on County roads. 1f spillage does pccur, the applicant shall
provide for removal of sand and gravel from the roadway between the
extraction site access road and the plant site as freguently as needed. A
cash deposit shall be maintained in an emount of $1,000 to sllow the
County to remove sand and gravel if corrective action is nct taken by the
pperator within 24 hours of notificatior: by the County.
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21.

22.

23,

24,

27.

2B.

25.

CUP 2032 June 7, 1984

Any areas of significant riperian vegetstion within the site shall be
preserved. Extraction shall be prohibited in these aress.

Prior to excevation, ¢ Site Plan Review Application shall have been .
submitted to and spproved by the Director of Resources and Development
nur —uant to Section 874 of the Zoning Ordinence.

A single, two-way driveway access shall be allowed on Frient Road at s
point approximately 1,400 feet north of the south boundary of Section 19,
Township 11 South, Range 26 East. The connection to Friant Road shall be
designed with & free right-turn minimum design radius of 30 mph.

A 150-foot, left-turn storage lene shall be constructed on Friant Roac st
the entrance to the extraction site.

A 2,500-foct acceleration lane, 14 feet in width, shall be constructed on
Frisnt Road to accommodate trucks leaving the extraction site. The
existing five-fpot wide southbound bike lane shall be relocated and
separated from the acceleration lane by a distance of ten feet to the west.

Note: Approximately 1,000 feet of the acceleraton lare may be on-site.

Additional right-of-way for Friant Road shall be dedicated to the County
gs determmined by the Site Plan Review approval.

. A stop sign shall be instziled at the processing plant sccess driveway on

Friant Road to control traffic leaving the plant in & northerly direction.

A 200-feot, southbound deceleration lane shall be constructesd at the
entrance to the processing plant.

Structural design of all improved roads shall be in accordance with County
standards and approved by the Director of Public Works.

The perimeter of the site shall be enclosed with a barbwire fence and
maintained in good condition.

NOTES:

© Y. —The-proposed-use—is-also-subject-to-the-mandatory-conditions.and. . _ .

standards of Zoning Ordinance Section 858 as specified on the
attachment.

2. Dischzrge of water into the San Joaquin River chall be subject to a
permit from the California Regionzl water Quality Control Board.
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Board of Supervisors Resolution
November 7, 1960

Conditions of Approval CUP 367

That the applicant and the owners of the subject property develop a plan for the orderly
development of the property by stages.

That a margin of land be provided on the periphery of the property sufficient to prevent
hazard to abutting properties, subject to approval of the Fresno County Public Works
director.

Southern and western boundaries to be fenced except along the river.

Norther area approved, subject to examination of methods of operation at a future date.
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EXHIBIT 11

From: Catherine McNally

To: Racusin, Elliot

Cc: District 4; District 3; District 1; District 2; District 5

Subject: For the love of Fresno County and our River....please make the right decision.
Date: Monday, February 27, 2023 7:46:15 PM

Attachments: C.C.McNally.FresnoCountyl etter.pdf

Importance: High

CAUTION!!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

Dear Mr. Racusin,

This letter is in response to the public comment period relating to the Unclassified Conditional Use
Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341; Amendment of
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit 3093-Extension of 4 Years to July 28, 2027, hereby referred
to as the CEMEX Extension.

| am writing to strongly oppose this catastrophic project’s continuation, extension, or any
expansion thereof, high or low. | live and work from home in the River View Ranch community
directly across the street from the CEMEX quarry site along Friant. The Quarry is invasive to the
surrounding wildlife, human life, and our geological treasure,

the San Joaquin River.

Fresno County has the information required to reject this application. You have clear
evidence, invaluable community input, stacks of unanswered complaints, and mounds of
intellectual reasoning to prevent this from going any further.

We, the public, have done our part in providing you with this data. Please, offer us the same
transparency by honestly listening to our input on this critical and obvious decision.

Sincerely,

A Fresno County TaxPayer,
Catherine C. McNally

ATTN: ELLIOT RACUSIN, PLANNER,

Development Services and Capital Projects Division
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning,
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor, Fresno, CA 93721

(559) 600-4245 | eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov
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mailto:eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov
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CATHERINE CROCKETT CURRY MCNALLY
15310 BLUFF VIEW AVENUE | FRIANT, CA 93626
559.978.1816 | CATCURRYDESIGN@GMAIL.COM

FEBRUARY 27, 2023

ELLIOT RACUSIN, PLANNER,
Development Services and Capital Projects Division
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning,

2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor, Fresno, CA 93721
(559) 600-4245 | eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov

Dear Mr. Racusin,

This letter is in response to the public comment period relating to the Unclassified Conditional

Use Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341; Amendment of
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit 3093-Extension of 4 Years to July 28, 2027, hereby referred to as
the CEMEX Extension.

| am writing to strongly oppose this catastrophic project’s continuation, extension, or
any expansion thereof, high or low. | live and work from home in the River View Ranch
community directly across the street from the CEMEX quarry site along Friant.

The Quarry is invasive to the surrounding wildlife, human life, and our geological treasure,
the San Joaquin River.

Fresno County has the information required to reject this application.
You have clear evidence, invaluable community input, stacks of unanswered complaints,
and mounds of intellectual reasoning to prevent this from going any further.

We, the public, have done our part in providing you with this data. Please, offer us the same

transparency by honestly listening to our input on this critical and obvious decision.

Sincerely,
A Fresno County TaxPayer,

C akiai C. /‘\fc/\)du—a,

Catherine C. McNally






CATHERINE CROCKETT CURRY MCNALLY
15310 BLUFF VIEW AVENUE | FRIANT, CA 93626
559.978.1816 | CATCURRYDESIGN@GMAIL.COM

FEBRUARY 27, 2023

ELLIOT RACUSIN, PLANNER,
Development Services and Capital Projects Division
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning,
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor, Fresno, CA 93721
(559) 600-4245 | eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov

Dear Mr. Racusin,

This letter is in response to the public comment period relating to the Unclassified Conditional

Use Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341; Amendment of
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit 3093-Extension of 4 Years to July 28, 2027, hereby referred to as
the CEMEX Extension.

| am writing to strongly oppose this catastrophic project’s continuation, extension, or
any expansion thereof, high or low. | live and work from home in the River View Ranch

community directly across the street from the CEMEX quarry site along Friant.

The Quarry is invasive to the surrounding wildlife, human life, and our geological treasure,
the San Joaquin River.

Fresno County has the information required to reject this application.

You have clear evidence, invaluable community input, stacks of unanswered complaints,

and mounds of intellectual reasoning to prevent this from going any further.

We, the public, have done our part in providing you with this data. Please, offer us the same

transparency by honestly listening to our input on this critical and obvious decision.

Sincerely,
A Fresno County TaxPayer,

Catherine C. McNally
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CATHERINE CROCKETT CURRY MCNALLY
15310 BLUFF VIEW AVENUE | FRIANT, CA 93626
559.978.1816 | CATCURRYDESIGN@GMAIL.COM

FEBRUARY 27, 2023

ELLIOT RACUSIN, PLANNER,
Development Services and Capital Projects Division
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning,
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor, Fresno, CA 93721
(559) 600-4245 | eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov

Dear Mr. Racusin,

This letter is in response to the public comment period relating to the Unclassified Conditional

Use Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341; Amendment of
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit 3093-Extension of 4 Years to July 28, 2027, hereby referred to as
the CEMEX Extension.

| am writing to strongly oppose this catastrophic project’s continuation, extension, or
any expansion thereof, high or low. | live and work from home in the River View Ranch

community directly across the street from the CEMEX quarry site along Friant.

The Quarry is invasive to the surrounding wildlife, human life, and our geological treasure,
the San Joaquin River.

Fresno County has the information required to reject this application.

You have clear evidence, invaluable community input, stacks of unanswered complaints,

and mounds of intellectual reasoning to prevent this from going any further.

We, the public, have done our part in providing you with this data. Please, offer us the same

transparency by honestly listening to our input on this critical and obvious decision.

Sincerely,
A Fresno County TaxPayer,

Catherine C. McNally
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Analysis of Cemex Proposed extension of its current surface operations and its current plant at Willow
and Friant, and Cemex proposed blasting and expanded Quarry mining operations along Friant adnd
the San Joaquin River.

This analysis was prepared by Dr. Joseph Penbera, Chairman of The California Energy Investment Center,
former dan of the Craig School of Business, and a Director Emeritus of the San Joaquin River Parkway.

The following information has been prepared to better inform the public, and various stakeholders,
including organizations, officials, agencies, and the media, about the key issues and the threat that the
Cemex project poses to the quality of life in the Fresno region. As The Fresno Bee put it so succinctly:
“We've arrived at the moment when the community must stomp down its collective foot and tell those
who want to continue stripping California’s second longest river and pillaging her for profit, ‘That’s
enough.” (Columnist Marek Warszawski, June 28, 2020)

What Cemex Wants: International conglomerate, Cemex, has submitted a project description to the
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning for what it calls a “Modification” of its Existing
Rockfield mining operations as part of the CEQA process. The project description is available by
contacting: Chrissy Monfette, Planner, at 559-600-4245, or by email at cmonfette@fresnocountyca.gov,
or through this link: https://www.co.fresno.ca.us/departments/public-works-and-planning/divisions-of-
public-works-and-planning/development-services-and-capital-projects/planning-and-land-
use/environmental-impact-reports/cemex-rockfield-expansion

Project Description: https://www.co.fresno.ca.us/home/showdocument?id=45062

Cemex claims that this is an “extension” of its current aggregate surface mining operations and its
current plant at Willow and Friant; in fact, it is not. Cemex wants to obtain a conditional use permit for
100 years which would permit it to blast a 600 foot deep, 110 acre hole in the land in the San Joaquin
River bottom for hard rock mining at what it is calling a “quarry site”, and to move all of its operations
and with it a massive amount of buildings and equipment to that site. Cemex wants to more than double
rock production to 3 million metric tons annually and double the amount of direct and collateral truck
trips, and do all of this within 200 feet of the San Joaquin River and within 50 feet of Friant Road (the
current plan is more than % mile from the road) which is both the main artery along the River Parkway
and also facilitates the growth and development of communities above and below the Friant Dam at
Millerton Lake. Operations would go on for 17 hours per day. Cemex has retained consultants to tell a
story which, essentially, masks this project not as a major new undertaking, but as just an extension, and
to make claims that there are no substantial adverse impacts on habitat, people, visual effects, air
quality, pollution, noise, safety, planning, quality of life, property, or anyone or anything for that matter.

The Community is the Underdog. On June 24, 2020, just a few days prior to The Fresno Bee’s plea to
“leave the poor San Joaquin river alone”, a Zoom meeting was held by the County to seek input into the
scope of the CEQA. If you are interested in hearing the public comments, you need to request the
recording from Ms. Monfette because, so far, the County has not posted a link. Also, you cannot obtain
copies of the technical studies that Cemex cites in the project description; these studies are going
through third party review and will not be made available until there is a draft Report. Most concerning
is the timetable for the release of that Report, forwarding to the Planning Commission, and a vote by the
County Board of Supervisors. All of this is proposed to occur in less than one year, or as early as June
2021. In the midst of a pandemic and obvious limits on the public meeting, the project seems to be on a
fast-track despite it being a wrong idea, in the wrong place, and at the wrong time.
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Initial Public Reaction: During the CEQA scoping zoom call, many very serious concerns were voiced
about the effects of the Cemex proposal; there was a virtual total absence of public support for it.
Community groups have been meeting to review the implications of the project and to organize
opposition. Some of the public comments which capture the general reaction to the project include that
it is a “monstrous abomination”, a prospective “man-made natural disaster”, a “new nightmare for
Fresno”, and “contrary to everything that the River Parkway and the community wants to do.”

Attached is picture of the quarry site and some key bullet points relating to evaluating the Cemex
project. There is a lot at stake. Please be moved to act. Think about resources and contacts that you
may have. Resolve to help defeat this. And please join a BE WARY OF THE QUARRY community action
group as they form and are made public.

Cemex Quarry Impacts

The attached Map is a representation of the quarry location. You will note that the quarrying site is
smack in the midst of the San Joaquin River Parkway (SJRP), a 23-mile stretch of land along the San
Joaquin river which is the 3™ longest river in California. The SIRP incorporates core values of
preservation and public stewardship of various natural habits, public parks, and open space and its
creation is the result of decades of dedicated efforts by community volunteers, enlightened state, local
and Federal officials, and through the investment of millions of dollars of public and private funds. The
SJRP professional staff and board of directors work diligently towards educating and involving the public
through events held at the Hallowell Center (about 3 miles from the quarry site), and in public buildings
and in private homes. Among the Parkway major goals that will be inhibited by the Cemex project is
finishing a continuous trail so that various points along the river bottom can be experienced.

There is little doubt that the river and the Parkway together represent the region’s greatest and most
recognizable local natural asset and a common means of bringing together people from all walks of life.
For example, during the pandemic, many people have used the beauty of the Parkway as a respite.
Bicyclists often comment about how much they enjoy the “nature ride” on Friant Road from Woodward
Park to Millerton Lake. Families spend time at Lost Lake Park which borders the proposed quarry
operations. As you will see on the Map, the quarry site is only 200 feet from the river itself. It impacts
the peace and serenity of the bordering Ledger Island Nature Reserve and the Beck Ranch Nature
Reserve, as well as adjacent and proximate ag land and private homes which were built on large parcels
in order to preserve the open space quality of the land on both sides of the river.

Concerns. Here is a brief list concerns that can be viewed as talking points about the Cemex project.

e Impairment of the peace and tranquility and visual quality of the river bottom. The project
will disturb riparian wildlife habitat for many decades. Currently, there are many species of
animals that migrate throughout the river bottom which would be impacted by bringing,
essentially, all of Cemex’s operations to a quarry site and turning 349 acres of open space into a
major industrial site. Here is just a short list of the equipment and other things that will mar the
landscape: bull dozers, loaders, haulers, excavators, haul trucks, water trucks, conveyors,
screens, screening towers, crushers, washers, soil cyclones, tanks, sheds, elevators, light poles,
pumps, dumpsters, maintenance sheds, fuel tanks, silos, burners/dryers, and graders. Visualizing
these things on the site Map if Cemex gets its way creates a very ugly picture.
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Air quality will be degraded from air pollutants, and greenhouse gas emissions will increase.
Fresno has one of the worst air qualities in the nation, and one of the highest incidences of
asthma and lung disease. We also have one of the highest incidences of children with breathing
problems. Preserving the river bottom and keeping it free from industrial development —
especially industries which create dust and other collateral pollutants from operations —
preserves the river as a biome which helps produce more oxygen which, in turn, helps reduce
our body’s stress caused by “bad air days”. Think of the river bottom as producing fresh air.
Some of Cemex’s claims regarding the project having “no substantial” effect on air quality and
noise from the blasting effects are nothing more than advocacy statements. For example, it is
disingenuous for Cemex to suggest that increasing the number of annual average daily truck
trips from 690 to 1076 does not add pollution to the air. This truck trip count does not even
include what Cemex failed to quantify in terms of other trucks bringing in “imported” concrete
and asphalt, or visitors vehicles coming in to buy direct, or supplier vehicles. Internal dirt roads
are a mere 50 feet from Friant road and throw up dust clouds over berms that are just five feet
in height. Dust from crushing operations create dust clouds. Operating heavy equipment for
many hours increases pollution. Pushing operating times so that excavating can go on for 13
hours per day (6 am to 7 pm) and trucking for 17 hours per day (4 am to 9pm) (or even later for
suppliers) and from a plant much closer the road increases the number of pollutants. Cemex can
only make these types of claims by defining “no substantial” through applying ill-defined
technical, geographical and population parameters, or proposing that it “mitigates” adverse
effects as the project “progresses”. The problem with these limitations is that nature doesn’t
strictly observe them, particularly with respect to open air mining. Dust and emissions drift and
this is why we see pollution trails in the sky. Right now, despite its claims otherwise, dust
clouds form along the internal roads, drift on to and across Friant Road and are blown into
residences by winds which routinely blow across open space.

When the economic benefits of the quarry are weighed against the costs, it is easy to
determine that this project is all about money-- money for a foreign conglomerate and not for
the people of the region. Other than some supply purchases that may be made locally and a
small stated increase in employment (from 92 to 97 people), there is no significant direct
economic benefit to Fresno County at least in proportion to the amount of revenues and profits
generated. Cemex refers to a certain “multiplier” effect, yet economic theory and practice
posits that for the multiplier effects to actually occur the revenues should flow through the
region. In this case, revenues do not stay in the region, but, instead, flow back to Cemex
operations outside of the U.S. and as foreign profits. Any tax contribution from property and
other taxes collected pales in comparison to the amount of revenue to be generated. There are
also economic offsets to be considered as they relate to health effects, safety issues, road
damage, and diminished property values and related loss of property tax revenues, as well as
costs relating to monitoring operations and dealing with violations, and the valuation of risk
associated with not having the resources to reclaim the land should Cemex not have the interest
or wherewithal to restore the land after 100 years. One of the silliest scenarios suggested by
Cemex is that the project falls under some business “retention” guidelines. Aggregate mining is
enormously profitable. The idea that Cemex would abandon aggregate mining if it does not get
to do deep hard rock mining and cannot move its plant is patently ridiculous and contradicts its
own discussion of demand. Their demand assumption is based on a 50-year projection, albeit
from an unidentified source. Cemex would be foolish to abandon its current operations entirely.
It clearly has aggregate to mine using surface operations. The thing driving the horrendous over-
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reach into deep pit mining and moving the entire operation is a form of extreme economic
benefit commonly known as greed.

Cemex quarry operations will pose serious safety hazards. Dust clouds on Friant road rise
above the mere five-foot berm between Friant road. Dirt trails on the roads and the rocks that
come from the Cemex trucks hit cars and windshields. In its project description, Cemex touts
that Friant road from Copper to Friant was widened from 2004 to 2008 and, thus, it increased its
truck trips. But this road was not improved for the exclusive use of Cemex. The road was
widened to account for significant population growth, access to the Friant dam, and for various
other purposes. There are now many more users of Friant road than there were in 2008,
including from many more existing and planned new homes, more Millerton Lake users, more
casino patrons (and still more to come when the major Table Mountain Casino development is
completed), many more people using Friant as an artery to reach the 168 incline, more bicyclists
than at any time in the past, and the like—all of which suggests that the tonnage and truck load
trips that would occur at the quarry site should be capped well below that which Cemex
proposes. Some planners might reasonably argue that Cemex’s current truck trips should be
decreased, and that the current plant operations should be reviewed and an extension of the
current permit beyond 2023 denied as industrial operations in the river bottom are
incompatible with the growth and development of the region as it exists.

Water quality, hydrology, and water use will be impacted. Cemex has already dug two wells
on the quarry site as well as 14 so-called monitoring wells. 90% of the wash water used in rock
processing will be sent to silt ponds. The total water consumption will increase significantly (by
at least two to three times current use) and to an estimated 240 acres feet of water. As the
hard rock mining pit gets deeper and deeper, it will most certainly fill up with water because
current wells are proximate to the river and riparian areas and locate water at relatively shallow
depths. The quarry 600 foot deep pit will be dug in 50 foot deep steps, and ultimately to depths
where flooding is routine. Strata fracturing can affect water quality. Also, since water in
California is gold, there is nothing preventing Cemex from selling water derived from the pit, or
depleting the aquifer. In any event, there is estimated net loss of water because 10% of the
water is lost by processing or product water retention. If significant amounts of water are
drained from that section of the river bottom, local residences and ag land nearby could be
without water making the properties uninhabitable and leaving them vulnerable to fire either by
lack of water or from reduced water pressure. The silt ponds are an additional hazard because
of the proximity to the river. Silt ponds leak and berm holding areas break.

Light and glare and noise pollution will also have wide-ranging effects. Lights at the quarry
site will be on and visible from both Madera ad Fresno homes above the quarry site virtually all
night and every night and for many miles. These lights will be very visible and totally change the
peaceful night sky and a serene setting. The noise from excavating will start at 6 am and not
end until 7 pm; trucking noise will start at 4 am and not end until 9 pm. There will be lights on
quarry trucks as well as third-party trucks making supply deliveries at “nighttime”. Given the
extent of roads and operations, even directed light will necessarily be visible. Cemex over-
reaches when it comes to increasing operating hours and truck trips, but seriously understates
the effects. For example, Cemex’s hired expert states that despite all of the equipment and
activity there would be no “substantial” degrading of the existing visual character. Yet another
expert states that noise “could exceed applicable noise standards”, but fails to acknowledge the
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fundamental activities that makes mitigation in open air mining difficult. And, as to what
appears to be made as a side comment, Cemex wants permission to use “drop ball and hydraulic
breaker” crushing methods if the hard rock resists quieter methods. Nowhere in the comment
relating to the noise study is that method discussed. Currently, the light and noise from the
plant near Willow and Friant is fronted by a high hilltop and with no residences immediately
facing the plant, and residences to the east shielded by the hilltop. There is no such shielding at
the quarry site; residences on both side of the river will look directly down into the quarry.
Some residences are within mere yards of the site and will not only have to deal with noise and
light and dust pollution, but also with the prospect of diminished value of their home.

0 Other concerns. Several other major concerns have been voiced. One includes the
potential impact of blasting within just a few miles of Friant Dam. The dam may have
already exceeded the timetable for repairs or retrofitting. If there is a serious breach of
the dam, either from blasting or seismic disturbance, the quarry would produce an
enormous debris field which would have devasting effects on people and property as
water proceeds toward Fresno. The liabilities in this regard would be enormous.

0 The current zoning and associated limits with regard to the current use permit are
defined as follows: “surface mining operations and related activities are permitted in
the AC=20 district subject to a CUP (conditional use permit).” This land is, essentially, ag
land. What is around it is reasonably purposed for the development of the parkway and
ag use. There is nothing in the zoning implying or encouraging industrial use.

0 The quarry proposal represents a very costly and dangerous legacy for future
generations to deal with. The project encompasses 100 years. Reclamation by Cemex
occurs only after the operations are completed. Additionally, while the project
“progresses”, there is nothing in the CEQA process that creates a nexus between
Cemex’s many claims and promises and the consequences of unprovable claims and
broken promises. The inappropriateness of a massive new industrial plant site in the
river bottom and hard rock deep pit mining is obvious, even to young people. Future
generations will have to deal with the consequences of a bad decision made now. This
is not the legacy that we should be leaving.
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February 22, 2023

Mr. Elliot Racusin,

Planner, Development Services and Capital Projects Division,

Fresno county Department of Public Works and Planning

2220 Tulare Street, 6™ Floor

Fresno, CA 93721'559-600-4245 Email: eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov

Re: Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No.
8341; Amendment of Unclassified Conditional Use Permit 3093-Extension of 4 Years to July 28, 2027

This letter is in response to the comment period relating to above referenced matter, hereby
referred to as the Cemex requested extension or the Extension. As a brief background, | am the
Chairman of the California Energy Investment Center which has projects located in several parts of the
State, including Fresno County, and Chairman of PenberaParis which has provided forecasts, reports,
and studies to local, State, and Federal agencies, and international organizations. | served as Dean of
The Craig School of Business at CSU, Fresno, and as a Senior Fulbright Scholar, and conducted regional
economic studies for virtually all counties of the Central Valley and the first comprehensive statistical
abstract. | have been a resident of Fresno County for more than 30 years, raised my children here, and
reside in River View, the community directly across from the Quarry site along Friant Road.

In my opinion, and | can assure you that of many other people, both the request for extension of
the Cemex current Plant Site and the request for the Quarry site should be summarily denied. As | will
explain, it can be reasonably argued that the proposed extensions should not even be under
consideration. The Plant Site was originally proposed to have a limited life; it has been extended before
and to a period exceeding 100 years. When an industrial site approval carries with it a statement of an
end time, this expectation should not be ignored; in fact, it should take precedent. As to the Quarry site,
this was proposed by Cemex years ago. There was to be an attendant EIR: to my knowledge, it has never
been completed. Yet Cemex has been pre-emptively developing the site in negatively impactful ways. In
response to Cemex’s consultants representations, | provided detailed, written counter points to each of
the claims made by Cemex relating to noise pollution, air pollution, water contamination, traffic, among
others, and a review of the purposefulness of the River Parkway such that no industrial site should exist
in the river bottom. I have attached the analysis to this letter.

| have reviewed the entire 57-package of materials related to the extension request. |
appreciate that the focus is around ascertaining the significant effects and aspects of mitigation.
However, among other things, the EIR for the Quarry review process was to determine the significant
effects of mining operations and a new plant site there; one has to wonder how that EIR will relate to
the extension and if the Quarry EIR will be forthcoming. But, to be frank, | think there could well be
interventions by the State and Federal governments and legal action if this is not clarified.
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Conditions over the last 100 years ago, or even 40 years ago, have changed so significantly that
it seems neither desirable nor realistically plausible to approve the extension and then try to mitigate
the effects on the environment. Even the suggestion of the possibility that the County would not find
substantial evidence of effects since the establishment of the Rockfield Quarry in 1913 (the previously
approved conditional permit) would make the County look ridiculous; | don’t want my government to
appear that way. Common sense would suggest that the proposed extended conditional use permit
(CUP) should be viewed as a long-shot since things have markedly changed over the last 110 years in big
ways. Just about every single factor associated with environmental impact has changed: a significant
population increase, significant residential development, significant changes in air quality, significant
increases in traffic, significant changes in water resources, and, of course, the impacts on the purposeful
planning and development of the Parkway as a protected, environmental corridor.

But there are things that have occurred which cause me and others to think that not only are
the extensions not long-shots, but that they are already in motion. By allowing Cemex to develop the
Quarry site over the last 2 years, and remembering that the EIR reporting was to have already been
done, and by the County not issuing even one interim report, the entire process seems very cloudy, if
not dark. Cemex has, for example, built high dirt domes around the property, including along Friant
Road. I am in receipt of an email from local residents that the dust and dirt has significantly increased
over the past year and that diesel fume exhaust from trucks is evident. They have made numerous
complaints to the Air Pollution Control District. The activity is relocated directly across the street in
front of our community. An inspector stood in the residents back yard and observed the diesel
emissions, and although he validated their concerns, he implied that he didn’t have the authority to do
anything to correct the situation. | can also tell you that sediment in the water has markedly increased
as the topography of the Quarry site has changed.

Was it reasonable for 10-foot piles of dirt—un-landscaped and without irrigation — to be piled
along Friant Road? What happens if Cemex convinces the staff that it can mitigate impacts: does the
public have to wait four years to challenge this? And if there is no enforcement, what’s the value of
proposed mitigation if there Is no regular monitoring, no timely sanctions and no financial reserve
contributed by Cemex? | respectfully ask that the County staff consider these questions as well as the
larger one of what should be done to have the kind of river parkway that our citizens will use, admire,
and deserve. That is what professional public planning should be all about.

Finally, let’s not think that Cemex and the County does not have other options than a 4-year
extension. In my opinion, Cemex could be given one year for the purpose of ending the Willow Friant
plant site while the County completes the EIR on the Quarry site. You will note that there is earth
products industrial activity now going on along 145, away from any river and residential development. If
Cemex wants to act responsibly, it has options to move the existing plant site and forego trying to push
it on to the Quarry site as that part of their plan will have tremendous opposition. In the meantime, it
would be good to see the County take citizen concerns more seriously by sending inspectors out to the
Quarry site that do have the power of enforcement, including, for example, to stop operations when
pollution is evident.

Sincerely,

Joseph J. Penbera, Ph.D.
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From: James R Durando

To: Racusin, Elliot
Subject: CEMEX PROJECT
Date: Sunday, February 26, 2023 8:58:44 AM

CAUTION!!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

To Mr. Elliot Racusin,

We live only about 150 feet from the edge of the Cemex property. We have lived in
this home for 40 years. We have seen much growth in the Friant over these years.
We were very disappointed with Fresno County giving the community no written
notification of Cemex’s planned 4 year extension. This would seem to be hiding
from the public your ulterior motives. Please respond to the lack of written
notification to area residents and your justification for this move.

I would hope you would understand our alarm when a 600 foot open hard rock pit
mine with blasting, crusher and the processing operations processing is planned for
our neighborhood.

This area is a small valley bordered by hills. The water and air pollution will be
increased due to the topography of the basin. It will trap particulate created by the
industrial plant and its operations. Currently we experience air pollution from dust
and sound pollution from the current operations. If a 600 foot mine is allowed what
will happen to our domestic wells? Who will be responsible to migrate losses of
potable water, and lowering of the water table?

The dig has continued to operate outside of the start and end times. When this was
brought to the county's attention two years ago Cemex stopped only for a few short
weeks, then started right back to working outside of the permitted hours of
operation. Is this the kind of deceptive operation that we want to allow to continue
in Fresno County? Cemex's history of violations at other US plants confirms they
ignore regulations and environmental safeguards. In their proposal two years ago
they requested a 17 hour period of operation. Is this consistent with a residential
neighborhood?

| believe the Public deserves to read the current environmental studies that have

been done. These must not be sponsored or paid for by Cemex as they were in the
original plan we were able to read two years ago. The evaluations must and should
to be conducted by independently qualified companies. It is unconscionable on the

county’s part to not see the need for the independent and proper studies to safeguard
the health and safety of the public and the San Joaquin River.

Cemex is currently digging steep walled pits, and dumping ragged mud barriers that
will hide their activities. Cemex appears to be steaming ahead with their plans as if
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they all ready know they are being approved. The current plant area has polluted
soil, a quick look by a novice will tell you nothing grows there.

Cemex is a Mexican international corporation with numerous violations both
environmental and operational in other US locations. Elevated Cadmium levels in
domestic wells already exists near the current plant. The current CUP allowed for
only surface extraction of sand and gravel, the permit ends June of 2023. By my
observation remediation of soil or rehabilitation to previously mined surfaces has
not been done. Feel free to visit the sites for your own confirmations for the lack of
remediation as is currently required the current CUP. Just another point that Cemex
has no plans to follow current regulations. Does the next four year phase allowing
for blasting and rock extraction at this site? No plan for the four year extension has
been made publicly available to read. How can this be?

The planning commission over the last 40 years have allowed for residential homes
on this corridor. How is a industrial plant of this magnitude even being considered
for a residential area? Would the commission personnel or County Supervisors
allow this in their neighborhoods?

| did a quick look at studies for home values near open pit mining. Scientific studies
show the home values within one mile of an open a pit mine declining 30%. How
much will the value of our homes decrease that are only a few hundred feet away?
Since the county zoning allowed residential homes and now has switched its
priorities who’s responsibility will it be to compensate the unknowing and innocent
residents who built their homes here for this monetary loss? Cemex? This must be
in writing and legally binding in any plan.

The current CUP allowed for only surface extraction of sand and gravel, not hard
rock mining and blasting.The Beck Ranch Project of 1986 adjacent to the current
project asked for the processing facilities on the Beck site also. This was denied.
The current Cemex permit ends June of 2023. Please stop this gross invasion of an
industrial plant in a residential area on the scenic and beautiful Friant byway.

| would appreciate responses to my questions and written notification of future
plans in a timely manner.

Diane Durando

15462 N Friant Road.
559 676-0190
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From: Jim Durando

To: Racusin, Elliot; District 5; District 4; District 3; District 2; District 1

Subject: Lack of Notification to Stakeholders/Residents adjacent to Cemex Rockfield Project
Date: Monday, February 27, 2023 5:27:40 PM

Attachments: Cemex Rockfield February 27, 2020.docx

CAUTION!!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

Re: Non-Notification of Stakeholders/Cemex CUP Extension-Rockfield

To: Elliot Racusin, Planner
Development Services and Capital Projects Division
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor

Fresno CA 93721

As a Stakeholder in the Cemex Proposed Rockfield Quarry Modification Project and the
modifications requested on both the EIR 7763 and the Unclassified Conditional Use Permits
Applications 3666 and 3667 | find it unthinkable that notification was not made to inform me,
or the other stakeholders/residents adjacent to the site. My property in less than 200 feet from
the project. That document was received by CEQA on June 5, 2020. Why weren’t we notified?

Your recent notification that was sent out omitted all of the residents along Friant Road
adjacent to the proposed “new” project which will include hard rock extraction, processing,
and transporting it off the site. The proposed project is nothing like the current CUP was
written for. This is a major project and a novel approach to extend the mining of a piece of
property since the majority of the sand and gravel has been extracted as the current CUP nears
expiration. The new CUP needs to be written for the actual methods and problems relative to
them, not the document that is decades old.

Major concerns were shared in the summer of 2020 and mostly centered on the following
items.

Air Quality-from disturbed particulate, particulate creating during processing, airborne
blasting contaminants, and engine exhaust emissions. Health impacts from these exposures
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Re: Non-Notification of Stakeholders/Cemex CUP Extension-Rockfield



To:	Elliot Racusin, Planner

Development Services and Capital Projects Division

Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning

2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor

Fresno CA 93721



As a Stakeholder in the Cemex Proposed Rockfield Quarry Modification Project and the modifications requested on both the EIR 7763 and the Unclassified Conditional Use Permits Applications 3666 and 3667 I find it unthinkable that notification was not made to inform me, or the other stakeholders/residents adjacent to the site. My property in less than 200 feet from the project. That document was received by CEQA on June 5, 2020. Why weren’t we notified? 



Your recent notification that was sent out omitted all of the residents along Friant Road adjacent to the proposed “new” project which will include hard rock extraction, processing, and transporting it off the site. The proposed project is nothing like the current CUP was written for. This is a major project and a novel approach to extend the mining of a piece of property since the majority of the sand and gravel has been extracted as the current CUP nears expiration. The new CUP needs to be written for the actual methods and problems relative to them, not the document that is decades old. 



Major concerns were shared in the summer of 2020 and mostly centered on the following items.

Air Quality-from disturbed particulate, particulate creating during processing, airborne blasting contaminants, and engine exhaust emissions. Health impacts from these exposures will occur.



Water Table impact-who is responsible if water table levels drop due to the mining? Will bonds be held to compensate stakeholders if their wells fail, or there is contamination of the water table?



Property Value-These houses have been here for years and it is documented that a mine as is proposed will lower property values/



Aesthetic Impact-Noise, Light, Water, and Air pollution impacts will create a less desirable living environment. 



We were being kept informed on the project through the summer of 2020 and then all communication from your office ceased. Cemex has been prepping the site for the last two years with visual barriers of earth piled up on the east side of the property, as if they are certain that it will be approved.



I’m disappointed that you did not include the nearby residents of both Fresno and Madera counties in a timely manner as is most likely required by law. In the spring and summer of 2020, we were given opportunities to raise question and concerns and those were sent to your office. Have those concerns and questions been addressed by someone at your end, shared with others, or just ignored? We never were given a response by anyone as to those concerns.



I hope that more transparency and timely communications are forthcoming from this point forward. Please take this seriously as it will have lasting significant impacts for generations to come.



Sincerely,

Jim Durando

15462 N. Friant Road

Friant CA 93626














will occur.

Water Table impact-who is responsible if water table levels drop due to the mining? Will
bonds be held to compensate stakeholders if their wells fail, or there is contamination of the
water table?

Property Value-These houses have been here for years and it is documented that a mine as is
proposed will lower property values/

Aesthetic Impact-Noise, Light, Water, and Air pollution impacts will create a less desirable
living environment.

We were being kept informed on the project through the summer of 2020 and then all
communication from your office ceased. Cemex has been prepping the site for the last two
years with visual barriers of earth piled up on the east side of the property, as if they are
certain that it will be approved.

I’m disappointed that you did not include the nearby residents of both Fresno and Madera
counties in a timely manner as is most likely required by law. In the spring and summer of
2020, we were given opportunities to raise question and concerns and those were sent to your
office. Have those concerns and questions been addressed by someone at your end, shared
with others, or just ignored? We never were given a response by anyone as to those concerns.

I hope that more transparency and timely communications are forthcoming from this point
forward. Please take this seriously as it will have lasting significant impacts for generations to
come.

Sincerely,
Jim Durando
15462 N. Friant Road

Friant CA 93626
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Kevin and Marisa Ploog
15150 Mesa View Avenue
Friant, CA 93626
559-900-4234

February 22, 2023

Mr. Elliot Racusin, Planner

Development Services and Capital Projects Division,
Fresno county Department of Public Works and Planning
2220 Tulare Street, 6th Floor

Fresno, CA93721

Dear Mr. Racusin,

This letter is in response to the public comment period relating to the Unclassified Conditional Use Permit
Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341; Amendment of Unclassified
Conditional Use Permit 3093-Extension of 4 Years to July 28, 2027, hereby referred to as the CEMEX
Extension.

My husband and | reside in the River View Ranch community directly across from the Quarry site along
Friant Road mined by CEMEX. We would like to express our absolute opposition to the CEMEX contract
extension.

Approximately three years ago public comment was solicited for a separate contract submitted by CEMEX
to extend operations and an EIR was initiated. We have not been notified of the status of progress on this
EIR but expect that Fresno County has failed to complete the process as of the date of this letter.

We experience the impact of CEMEX’s daily operations and have experienced significant negative impact of
their operations over the last several years. Increased noise and air pollution from high levels of dust and
diesel fumes from equipment are among our observations. We have made numerous complaints to the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SIVAPCD) since the activity has relocated directly across the
street in front of our community. CEMEX claims in the attached application that they have not received ANY
complaints from the SIVAPCD; this is emphatically inaccurate and an outright lie!

We have repeatedly shared our concerns regarding excessive dust in the air and high levels of diesel
emissions expelled from their equipment that have been substantial over the past year. We actually had an
inspector stand in our back yard and observe the diesel emissions we were concerned about.
Unfortunately, while he validated our observations, he implied he had no authority to enforce our
concerns. We also have significant concerns regarding the potential impact of CEMEX’s mining on our
existing water tables.

In reviewing the proposed extended conditional use permit (CUP) it states that “no subsequent
environmental impact report or negative declaration shall be prepared unless the lead agency determines,
on the basis of substantial evidence in light of the record, ...” that

e there are no new significant environmental effects or substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects, or
e there is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not be
known at the time the previous EIR was certified including:
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o one or more significant effects notv discussed in the previous EIR or Neg. Dec.
o Significant effect previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous EIR

Mining operations have occurred at the Rockfield Quarry since at least 1913 with the current active
contract commencing in the 1980’s. This is more than 110 years of mining operations over the quarry’s
lifetime. To suggest that no significant changes in environmental impact have taken place over the last 40+
years, since the completion of the last EIR, seems in and of itself ludicrous. | can name numerous
environmental changes. This property was in the middle of nowhere when operations first began, it is now
extremely populated. There are certainly remarkable changes due to urban sprawl including significant
increase in traffic on Friant, dependency on existing water, and direct impact on the noise and air quality
are among the first that come to mind. When no-one lived around the quarry, there was little to no direct
human impact; increase population and traffic alone is a significant change.

We would also like to empress upon you that to the best of our knowledge, there is no monitoring of
CEMEX’s operations to hold them accountable to the operational commitments they agreed to in their
original contract. We have observed their operations commencing prior to the 7:00 am start times. The 5’
berms they note in their application were only recently put in place; there was little to no concern about
meeting this requirement until they knew they would be applying to extend their agreement. Traffic
mitigation issues are completely obsolete; we routinely observe traffic incidents on Friant, some of which
have included trucks operated by CEMEX.

The formerly approved agreement included a commitment mine and rehabilitate excavation areas within
one-year after the completion of excavation. However, CEMEX operates across the entire span of the
quarry ensuring that they never “complete” excavation and thus never rehabilitating the mined area of the
qguarry. The mining area has so become so expansive and has substantially degraded the natural landscape.
There was a commitment to build a 50-foot-wide berm with groundcover, shrubs and trees. This proposed
landscaping was intended to provide further screening from their unsightly activity; but all we see are piles
of dirt eroding from recent rainfall, and of course the mining pit!

We also wish to point out that the request for public comment was not extended to those most directly
impacted by CEMEX’s operations; most of which who have attended public meetings regarding the existing
contract proposal that still has a pending EIR

We respectfully request that you strongly consider our concerns outlined in this letter and not simply
rubber stamp the approval of this contract extension. If the county requires additional time to complete the
work of the previous EIR an extension of time not to exceed one year would be more appropriate. A four-
year extension suggests passive support by the county of a the new contract currently pending EIR. We
expect the county to do its due diligence in competing the requirements in a timely manner; four years is
not considered timely.

Respectfully,

Kevin and Marisa Ploog
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From: Leslie Iskenderian

To: Racusin, Elliot
Subject: CEMEX Cont. Mining near San Joaquin River
Date: Thursday, February 23, 2023 12:45:24 PM

CAUTION!!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

As a Clovis resident, | sure resent the fact that ongoing practices that have a negative environmental
impact continue to be permitted to take place. | believe in balance of human residence and nature-
but with all the desk pounding taking place about going green, saving water, mandating electric cars,
banning gas ....everything, even stoves..... we permit the gravel mining along the beautiful San
Joaquin River????!!!1]

This is a serious disruption to the wildlife, water quality and conservation practices of that area.

| am really disgusted with the “almighty dollar” driving decisions that cause permanent
damage/harm then the residents of the area have to repair or live with the consequences. STOP
ALREADY!! If we continue to divert water from the valley to the Bay and L.A. area, starve our
residents/farmers of the water- why are we continuing to encourage more growth in this area if we
do not have the water to support it?

Stop shoving GO Green restrictions on us when something of THIS magnitude is being done that is so
disruptive and even damaging!!!

L.
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Surjit And Kanwal Singh

15320 Mesa view

Friant, CA 93626

February 24,2023

Mr. Elliot Racusin, Planner

Development Services and Capital Projects Division
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning
2220 Tulare Street,6" Floor

Fresno,CA 93721

Dear Mr., Racusin,

This letter is in response to the public comment period relating to the Unclassified Conditional Use
Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341; Amendment of Unclassified
Conditional Use Permit 3093-Extension of 4 Years to July 28, 2027, hereby referred to as the CEMEX
Extension.

My husband and | reside in the River View Ranch community since 2006. We bought this house with our
hard-earned money and enjoying every bit of it in this pretty neighborhood. We have not been notified
of the status of progress on this EIR but expect that Fresno County has failed to complete the process as
of the date of this letter. We experience the impact of CEMEX's daily operations and have experienced
significant negative impact of their operations over the last several years. Increased noise and air
pollution from high levels of dust and diesel fumes from equipment are among our observations the
past year.

This property was in the middle of nowhere when operations first began, it is now extremely populated.
There are certainly remarkable changes due to urban sprawl including significant increase in traffic on
Friant, dependency on existing water, and direct impact on the noise and air quality are among the first
that come to mind. When no-one lived around the quarry, there was little to no direct human impact;
increase population and traffic alone is a significant change. We would also like to empress upon you
that to the best of our knowledge, there is no monitoring of CEMEX’s operations to hold them
accountable to the operational commitments they agreed to in their original contract. We have
observed their operations commencing prior to the 7:00 am start times Please stop this, We bought this
house because it is healthy environment, but due to this it not healthy anymore.

Respectfully

Surjit And Kanwal Singh
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From: Warner, Venus

To: Racusin, Elliot

Subject: Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341;
Amendment of Unclassified Conditional Use Permit 3093- Extension

Date: Wednesday, March 1, 2023 4:15:38 PM

CAUTION!!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

Venus Warner
15264 Mesa View Ave
Friant, CA 93626

02/27/2023

Mr. Elliot Racusin, Planner
Development Services and Capital Projects Division,
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning

2220 Tulare St, 6" Floor
Fresno, CA93721

Dear Mr. Racusin,

This letter is in response to the public comment period relating to the Unclassified Conditional
Use Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341; Amendment
of Unclassified Conditional Use Permit 3093- Extension of 4 Years to July 28, 2027, hereby
referred to as the CEMEX Extension.

| live with my husband, our daughter, and my mother in the River View Ranch community that
is directly across from the CEMEX Quarry site alongside Friant Road, in Fresno County. We are

all absolutely opposed to the proposed 4-year extension of this quarry site and mine, as
well as the 100-year extension CEMEX proposed over a year ago!

When my husband and | bought our home 3 years ago we were under the impression that all
quarry operations at this site would cease in early 2023. We have yet to see this happen! Had
we known that such ludicrous proposals to extend quarry and mining operations by possibly 4-
100 years and also dig/blast 600 feet down for raw material, directly across from our “new
home” would be entertained by CEMEX, Fresno City and County Officials we would have
thought differently about buying a home in this area of Fresno County.

Since moving to this community 3 years ago, my family and | as well as our neighborhood
friends have repeatedly shared the following concerns regarding the Quarry site adjacent to
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our homes via phone calls, emails and Zoom call/meetings when asked to do so, though our
chance to respond is always given last minute and the timeframe to respond is very limited,
usually about two weeks to respond. | will do my best to address each of my concerns on how
deep quarry mining could impact the following:

1. We oppose the 4-year extension, due to CEMEX not being able to provide a current
EIR.

1. This vital document, the EIR, should be current and available for us to review
before the 4-year extension is passed, so we can know how our quality of life may
be affected, due to the drastic eradication CEMEX is proposing on our
environment.

2. We oppose the 100-year extension, due to CEMEX not being able to provide a current
EIR.

3. What are Cemex’s specific guidelines for Hard Rock Mining for this specific quarry
site?

1. How can | receive a copy of these guidelines?

2. When can | receive a copy of these guidelines?

4. Water Quality

1. Since my family and | moved to this neighborhood 3 years ago, we have already
experienced significant water issues, low pressure to no pressure (no water),
significant amounts of sand and tiny pebbles in the water lines. Fresno County is
aware of these issues because they are who we are to call when something goes
wrong, which it has!

2. There has never been deep quarry mining near any part of the San Joaquin River,
per a recent article in The Fresno Bee.

3. How is Cemex going to assure us that the aquifer water levels will not be
significantly reduced or depleted altogether for my neighborhood, the
surrounding homes and housing developments within a few miles away (Friant,
Fresno & Madera), due to quarry dewatering and rock removal at the Quarry site?

i.  Note: The only homes that were notified of the possible CUP for the deep
quarry mining were only within 1 mile from the quarry site, and only on Fresno County’s side,
not Madera County. This is appalling, because the homes and agricultural businesses on the
Madera County side also rely on water and good water at that!

4. How is Cemex going to assure my neighborhood, the surrounding homes and
housing developments within a few miles that our water quality will not be
contaminated?

i. Note: See above note.

5. Does Cemex have a plan to provide an alternative water supply to property
owners in the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and Madera) whose wells
will be significantly impacted, due to Cemex blasting a 600-foot deep mine?

EXHIBIT 11 PAGE 21



6. Does Cemex know if there will be Temperature Changes in the ground water?

i. How often will Cemex or a third party be monitoring the Temperature
Changes in the ground water?

ii. Has Cemex conducted research (EIR) on the effects of Temperature Changes
to the ecosystem and aquatic life in and around the San Joaquin River? Is Cemex prepared
financially to continue the use of the thermal impact monitoring at the quarry site after the
project ends in 100 years? Will the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and Madera) be
notified if Temperature Changes occur? Who will be notified if Temperature Changes occur?
How will the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and Madera) be notified if Temperature
Changes do occur?

7. Does Cemex know what the possible affects deep quarry mining might have on
the ground-water flow paths for the San Joaquin River. How do they plan to
monitor any possible changes in the ground-water flow path? How often will they
monitor any possible changes in the ground-water flow path? Will they use Dye
Tracing to monitor any changes? Is Dye Tracing safe or unsafe for humans, the
ecosystem, aquatic life, and other wildlife such as deer, birds, coyotes, foxes,
rabbits, squirrels, lizards, and snakes? Will the surrounding communities (Friant,
Fresno and Madera) be notified if Dye Tracing needs to be used to monitor the
ground-water flow path? Who will be notified if there are changes to the ground-
water flow path? How will the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and
Madera) be notified?

8. How is Cemex already handling stagnation on ground water in the “reclaimed
ponds”?

i. s stagnated ground water good for wildlife because we know it’s not for
humans?

9. Blasting at the quarry site could cause increases in turbidity levels. Is Cemex going
to monitor the turbidity levels and how often? Will the surrounding communities
(Friant, Fresno and Madera) be notified if the turbidity levels increase or
decrease? What Turbidity Levels are considered safe by the State and local
governments? What Turbidity Levels are considered unsafe by the State and local
governments? How will the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and
Madera) be notified of the safe or unsafe Turbidity Levels?

5.Air Quality
1. What are safe and unsafe air quality measurements for Fresno and Madera Counties?

i.  Can we receive information on the safe and unsafe air quality measurements
for Fresno and Madera Counties?
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2. Good Safe air quality is important no matter who you are or where you live, but
especially to those that live with severe respiratory diseases.

3. Nine out of ten people now breathe polluted air, which kills 7 million people every
year, per the World Health Organization (WHO)*.

i.  *The health effects of air pollution are serious — one third of deaths from
stroke, lung cancer and heart disease are due to air pollution.

4. The winds in our area typically come in on a southwesterly route, so any dust,
dirt, or debris will typically be pushed into the path of our neighborhood (homes).
How is Cemex going to mitigate the air pollution that could be caused by this
quarry site?

5. Has Cemex completed a neutral study on air quality for this area and the adverse
impacts on humans near the proposed quarry and for the type of work they are
proposing to do such as; deep mine blasting, an asphalt plant, crushing of large
rocks into smaller gravel or pebbles, bringing in reclaimed cement to break it up,
and all transportation vehicles and heavy equipment that might be used to bring
the material to the surface?

i. If Cemex did complete a neutral study on air quality for this area for the type
of work they are proposing, then who reviewed this possible report? What were their
findings? Were/will any of the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno & Madera) be notified
of this possible air quality report?

6. There is a proposed residential Retirement Community for 5,000 residents called

Friant Ranch that will be within a mile or two of this proposed quarry site, they

are currently being challenged, due to questions of impact to air quality in this
area?

i.  Since the proposed Friant Ranch Retirement Community is being challenged
due to their possible impacts on this areas air quality, the County of Fresno and Cemex both
need to take serious looks at the potential impacts that the deep mining quarry will have on
our areas air quality.

1. If health issues do arise for people that live in the surrounding communities
(Friant, Fresno & Madera) from the proposed deep mining quarry, then how does
Cemex plan to compensate those people and within what time frame?

8. Does Cemex have any proposed plans to monitor the air quality that might cause
unwanted air pollution from the type of work they are proposing such as deep
mine blasting, an asphalt plant, crushing of large rocks into smaller gravel or
pebbles, bringing in reclaimed cement to break it up, and all transportation
vehicles and heavy equipment that might be used to bring the material to the
surface?
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9. Does Cemex plan to monitor the air quality at this quarry site and the surrounding
communities (Friant, Fresno & Madera)?

i.  How long will Cemex have the air quality monitored for?
i. How many proposed monitoring locations will there be?

iii.  Where are the proposed locations for the air quality monitoring?

iv.  Will the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno & Madera) be notified of
the air quality monitoring by Cemex or a neutral party, the proposed monitoring locations and
how many locations there will possibly be?

10. Has Cemex conducted a study on how air quality might affect and wildlife, either
aquatic or on land?

i. If the wildlife, aquatic or on land, is affected by the air quality due to the
deep mining quarry, what is Cemex’s proposal to help the wildlife that has been affected? And
how do they plan to prevent health defects to any live beings in the future?
6.Aesthetics

1. There will be significant negative aesthetic to my neighborhood, my home, my
neighbor’s homes and let us not forget the San Joaquin River if this quarry site is
able to dig a 600-foot-deep hole! Talk about a devastating scar that will never go
away.

2. Due to a significant number of houses in and around, meaning high on the hills
that can already see the proposed quarry site,

3. The terrain, topography, wildlife, vegetation, and ecosystem will all be drastically
changed if there is a 600-foot-deep hole in the ground.

4. The wind in our area typically impacts come in on a Southwesterly route, so any
dust, dirt, or debris will typically be pushed in the path of our neighborhood. How
is Cemex going to mitigate the air pollution that could be caused by this quarry
site?

5. There is no barrier of large enough trees to stop the view of a possible 600-foot-
deep hole.

7.Property Values

1. How will deep quarry mining impact the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno
& Madera) property values?

2. Is Cemex willing to make the property owners of all the surrounding communities
(Friant, Fresno and Madera) whole, if their property values drop below a certain
percent in a reasonable Real Estate Market, due to the deep quarry mining?

3. We live in an HOA Community, our home prices are all independent of one
another, but they are closely related in upkeep and value, our home prices could
significantly drop in value, due to this possible deep quarry mining site.
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8.Noise Pollution

1. We can hear the dumping of gravel into the large gravel trucks from at least 3 of
four bedrooms (Master bedroom, our daughter’s room, and our son’s room) in
our home.

1. How does Cemex plan to mitigate this noise.

2. We can hear the dumping of gravel into the large gravel trucks from our back yard
and our front yard.

1. How does Cemex plan to mitigate this noise.

3. What are the Typical Sound Levels Measured in the Environment and for this type
of Industry that will be blasting, transportation of the “materials” from one site or
area to the next, idling of trucks before “work actually starts”?

4. How load will the blasting be at the quarry site?

5. How is Cemex going to mitigate the Noise Levels at nighttime, since the quarry
site will be in operation 17 hours a day and people react to nighttime noise
exposures as though they were twice as loud as daytime exposures.

6. How will Cemex mitigate the noise from blasting, heavy equipment and additional
gravel trucks that is being used at the quarry site or coming to and from the
quarry site?

7. Has Cemex conducted a study on how noise pollution might affect and wildlife,
either aquatic or on land?

8. Some people are sensitive to Vibration Noise, how will Cemex address this issue
for any of the people in the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and
Madera)?

9.Recreation

1. What types of environmental impacts could this deep quarry mining have
on Recreation along the San Joaquin River, Lost Lake, Millerton Lake, and
let us not forget the front and back yards of all the surrounding
communities (Friant, Fresno and Madera)?

2. Has anyone from Cemex talked to anyone with the San Joaquin River
Parkway about Cemex wanting to blast a 600-foot-deep hole next to the
river and two lakes?

3. Could possible blasting at the quarry site cause any or significant damage to
Friant Dam?

4. Will Cemex pay for a third-party inspection of Friant Dam, due to possible
blasting?

5. How often will Friant Dam need to be inspected, due to possible blasting?

6. Will the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and Madera) be notified
of the third-party inspection of Friant Dam?

7. How will the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and Madera) be
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notified of the third-party inspections and how often?
8. What would be considered safe or unsafe damage to Friant Dam, due to
possible blasting?
9. What possible impacts could ground-water flow paths have on the San
Joaquin River?
10. Could the blasting at the quarry site cause Headward erosion in the San
Joaquin River?
11. If Headward erosion is a possibility for the San Joaquin River, how does
Cemex plan to stop this?

10.Wildlife Preservation

. What possible impacts could changes to ground-water flow paths have on the

wildlife?

. Has Cemex conducted a study on how air quality might affect and wildlife, either

aquatic or on land?

1. If the wildlife, aquatic or on land, is affected by the air quality due to
the deep mining quarry, what is Cemex’s proposal to help the wildlife
that has been affected? And how do they plan to prevent health
defects to any live beings in the future?

Has Cemex conducted a study on how noise pollution might affect and wildlife,
either aquatic or on land?

He is Cemex already handling stagnation on ground water in the “reclaimed
ponds”?

1. Is stagnated ground water good for wildlife?

11. Transportation/Heavy Equipment

1.

3.

Has Cemex conducted a study on how air quality might be affected, due to
additional transportation and the added heavy equipment used to source the
materials.

How will Cemex mitigate additional gravel truck noises and heavy equipment
noises that they will make at the quarry site or bring to and from the quarry site?
There will be extra wear and tear on at least a 2 mile stretch of Friant Road from
all the additional hauls from the large gravel trucks and private vehicles that will
enter this possible quarry site. Will Cemex be responsible for the extra upkeep of
Friant Road?

. Since January 2020 there has already been at least 3-4 crashes or gravel spills

(gravel and large river rocks) all over Friant Road, due to the large gravel trucks
traveling from one site to the next. What is Cemex doing to make sure their
drivers are taking every driving safety precaution they can to prevent future
crashes or spills?

12. Safety Issues and Miscellaneous (Fly Rock Travel, Flooding, Earthquakes)
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. There are a number of homes within a mile or two of the quarry site, since they
are planning on blasting, what kinds of proper planning and protection is Cemex
willing to put in place so NO property damage or human casualties occur to these
surrounding areas, due to Flyrock?
. Our neighborhood already has erosion issues for a few homes, if there is blasting
at the quarry site, what types of impacts could the blasting have on these erosion
issues? If it is found that the blasting caused additional erosion issues, how will
Cemex remedy these issues.
. If there is damage done to Friant Dam, due to the blasting, how fast is Cemex
going to take to fix it? Will the surrounding communities (Friant, Fresno and
Madera) be notified of any damages to the Friant Dame, due to the blasting? How
fast will we be notified? How will we be notified?
. Will Cemex conduct seismic testing or monitoring, due to possible blasting and
being in such close proximity of Friant Dam? How often will Cemex conduct
monitoring of the Friant Dam for any damages that might have been caused due
to possible blasting?
. Could there be any possible chance of flooding, due to possible blasting at the
quarry site?

1. If a flood is found to be caused by Cemex and their blasting, how do

they plan to compensate those flood victims?

. Will there be an impact to the Surface Air Temperature, due to the deep quarry
mining?

Again, | am absolutely opposed to the 4-year extension request by CEMEX. All
work should be stopped at the Quarry site along Friant Road until a current EIR is
produced and provided to all residents and community members that can and will
be affected by the mining being proposed at the site.

It's disturbing and very disappointing that the request for public comment was
not extended to those most directly impacted by all CEMEX operations. At this
point in time, any extension approval would be outrageous since we have yet to
see the proposed EIR from over a year ago. Why is that? Could it be that the
destruction and devastation done to the environment would not allow for a good
report within the EIR, which in turn could completely halt all work at the quarry
site.

| respectfully request that you strongly consider my/our concerns before any
contract extension is approved especially since there happens to be a pending
EIR. Please understand, my husband and | are not against big business, nor do we
want to stand in the way of progress, if progress is in the best interest of all
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people not just a select few. Our expectation regarding the proposed 4-year
extension is that Fresno County officials will Not approve it until all party’s
involved, local residence too, receive the pending EIR. We are expecting that all
state and local offices do the proper due diligence before anything is approved.

Thank you for your time and crucial consideration into the health and wellbeing of
human lives, our wildlife, and our environment.

Best Regards,

Venus Warner
River View Ranch Resident
Friant, CA

Venus Warner

Enhanced Communications Manager
Venus.Warner@Ipl.com

7447 N First St #203, Fresno, CA 93720
Phone (559) 436-4717

www.warnerwealth.com

Connect:

Gary A. Warner, CFP®, CRC® is a registered representative with, and securities offered through LPL Financial,
Member EINRA/SIPC. Investment advice offered through Strategic Wealth Advisors Group, LLC, a registered
investment advisor. Strategic Wealth Advisors Group, LLC. and Warner Wealth Strategies are separate entities from
LPL Financial.

The information contained in this e-mail message is being transmitted to and is intended for the use of only the

individual(s) to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby

advised that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this message in error, please immediately delete.
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City of

EECR) 2

c_"ﬂ-—= S
rNESi<ws Planning & Development Department
2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor, Room 3043 Jennifer K. Clark, AICP
Fresno, California 93721-3604 Director

(559) 621-8003

March 1, 2023

Elliot Racusin, Planner, Department of Public Works and Planning
Development Services and Capital Projects, Fresno County

2220 Tulare St., 6th Floor

Fresno, CA 93721

RE: PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555

Traffic Operations and Planning staff has reviewed the Unclassified Conditional Use
Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341 to extend the
operational time limit for the CEMEX Plant and Quarry Sites (project) on Friant Road in
the County of Fresno. The extension would be from July 28, 2023 to July 28, 2027. The
Beck Ranch Sand and Gravel Permit CU 2235, EA 3157 Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) was also provided as part of the application and used for the environmental
assessment.

The City has determined that the existing EIR is no longer adequate for the proposed
project because substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances
under which the project is undertaken. These changes will require major revisions of the
previous EIR. While the City has requested an additional two weeks to provide additional
comments, our initial cursory review has identified the following:

1. The current application does not appear to be consistent with the project
operations description included in the July 1986 EIR. In the 1986 EIR, a total of
272 trips have been identified, including 260 truck trips and 12 automobile trips.
The current application has identified the existing trip generation for the Project to
be 690 truck trips and 110 employee trips

2. The 1986 EIR used a cumulative year of 2006 for traffic volumes and identified an
annual daily traffic (ADT) volume of 9,770 on Friant Road, south of Willow Avenue.
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PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555 pg 2
City of Fresno Response 3/1/2023

Count data collected by the City of Fresno in 2021 shows an ADT volumes of
approximately 64,500 along Friant Road, north of Audubon Drive. The ADT north
of Champlain Drive was approximately 22,000 in 2019.

The 1986 EIR fails to analyze the impact of traffic generated by the Project on
facilities within the City of Fresno.

Pedestrian and bicyclist volumes along the Friant Road corridor have increased
due to Woodward Park and the trail facilities in the area. The increased volumes
of pedestrian and bicyclists increases the probability of serious and/or fatal
collisions with pedestrians and bicyclists. There have been multiple pedestrian and
bicyclist fatalities along Friant Road in the last five (5) years. The increase in
pedestrian and bicyclist volumes is new information not available and/or not
addressed in the 1986 EIR.

If you have any further questions regarding this matter, please contact Jennifer Clark at
(559) 621-8003 or jennifer.clark@fresno.gov or Jill Gormley at (559) 621-8792 or
jill.gormley@fresno.gov.

Sincerely,

Cc:

nifer Clark

Georgeanne White, City Manager

Scott Mozier, Director, Public Works

Jill Gormley, Traffic Operations & Planning Manager
Kristi Costa, Senior Deputy City Attorney
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NOTE: Please type or write legibly in ink.

APPLICATION NO: PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555
QUESTIONNAIRE:

Based upon your review of the attached project information, please address the following questions and information.

(Check one)

1. The proposed project is within the scope of the existing EIR. The project will have no additional significant
environmental effects and no new mitigation measures are required.

2, "/ The existing EIR is no longer adequate for the proposed project because one or more of the following events as
specified in the Environmental Quality Act Section 15162 have occutred:

(Check all that apply. In addition, please indicate the basis for your selection and identify any additional
information that should be required.)

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

(b) \/ Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken
which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

(c) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or the
Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

- The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or
negative declaration;

- Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous EIR;

- Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

- Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in
the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

Check here if you need a copy of the environmental determination \/

Signal@’wa&l’v Agency C’:‘LMKOF F-TC‘; no
Date // V%!\\‘Q'Oaa Phonegﬁaf‘ 2\ - Ro |

Please provide your project comments (not related to the EIR) on a separate sheet of paper.
XX: (:\4360Devs&PIN\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP'3700-3799\3755\Routing\CUP 3755 Routing Lir -Updated with Additional Routing.doc
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Planning & Development Department

2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor, Room 3043
Fresno, California 93721-3604
(559) 621-8003

Jennifer K. Clark, AICP
Director

March 15, 2023

Elliot Racusin, Planner, Department of Public Works and Planning
Development Services and Capital Projects, Fresno County

2220 Tulare Street, 6t Floor

Fresno, CA 93721

RE: PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555

Dear Mr. Racusin:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide additional comments on the above referenced
matter.

The City of Fresno does not find the use of a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report
to be appropriate for the extension of the referenced Beck Ranch Sand and Gravel Permit
CU 2235, EA 3157 Draft Environmental Impact Report (DRAFT EIR EA 3157). In addition
to the prior letter (attached), the following comments are provided.

1. No Final EIR for noticed EA 3157 was provided to the responsible agencies notified.
Only Draft EIR EA 3157was included in the noticing packet.

2. The current application is not fully located within the boundaries of the Draft EIR EA
3157 provided with the notice.

The notice specifically calls out the use of Environmental Review 3157.
Draft EIR EA 3157was provided with the packet, no Final EIR was
provided to the responsible agencies noticed. The draft was considered
for approval in July 1986. This Draft EIR EA 3157 covered only the
property listed as the “Beck Ranch Sand and Gravel Permit”.
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PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555
City of Fresno Response 3/15/2023

Prior entitlement referenced as CU 367 appears to cover quarry property
immediately adjacent to the south of the Beck Ranch property and
additional property for a plant site further south on Friant Road. CU 367
was approved in 1960 and predated CEQA. Additional land was added to
the area and a Supplement to the Draft EIR EA 3157 was completed in
April 1987 (Supplemental EIR EA 3174) for CU 2241 for the processing
plant. However, there is no clear map showing the legal boundaries of
either Draft EIR EA 3157 or Supplemental EIR EA 3174.

The extension of time is requested for both the plant site and quarry site.
The Draft EIR EA 3157 covers only the Beck Ranch property. According
to the map in the application packet, time extension application CUP 3093
is outside of the noticed Draft EIR EA 3157 and cannot be found to be
consistent with the use of a subsequent Environmental Impact Report.

3. The subsequent CUPs 3063/3064 which were approved September 25, 2003 extended
the permits through July 28, 2023. There is no attached record of environmental review
which allows for the extension of time beyond the horizon year shown in either Draft EIR
EA 3157 or Supplemental EIR EA 3174.

4. The subsequent CUPs 3093/3094 which were approved on October 21, 2004
expanded the maximum number of daily truckloads to 225 truckloads per day from the
excavation sites and 225 truckloads per day from the processing operation. There is no
attached record of environmental review which analyzed the additional gravel truck
volumes shown in either Draft EIR EA 3157 or Supplemental EIR EA 3174.

5. The current application for a time extension is beyond the horizon year listed in the
Draft EIR EA 3157 and Supplemental EIR EA 3174 provided with the notice.

6. The current application for a time extension lists employees at 110 which is beyond the

scope of both the Draft EIR EA 3157 and Supplemental EIR EA 3174 provided with the
notice.
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PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555
City of Fresno Response 3/15/2023

If you have any further questions regarding this matter, please contact Jennifer Clark at
(559) 621-8003 or jennifer.clark@fresno.gov or Jill Gormley at (559) 621-8792 or
jiill.gormley@fresno.gov.

Sincerely,

Attachment: Letter Dated 3/1/2023

cc:  Georgeanne White, City Manager
Scott Mozier, Director, Public Works
Jill Gormley, Traffic Operations & Planning Manager
Kristi Costa, Senior Deputy City Attorney
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City of

EBE%_I_I%}%

k= Planning & Development Department
2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor, Room 3043 Jennifer K. Clark, AICP
Fresno, California 93721-3604 Director

(559) 621-8003

March 1, 2023

Elliot Racusin, Planner, Department of Public Works and Planning
Development Services and Capital Projects, Fresno County

2220 Tulare St., 6th Floor

Fresno, CA 93721

RE: PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555

Traffic Operations and Planning staff has reviewed the Unclassified Conditional Use
Permit Application No. 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341 to extend the
operational time limit for the CEMEX Plant and Quarry Sites (project) on Friant Road in
the County of Fresno. The extension would be from July 28, 2023 to July 28, 2027. The
Beck Ranch Sand and Gravel Permit CU 2235, EA 3157 Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) was also provided as part of the application and used for the environmental
assessment.

The City has determined that the existing EIR is no longer adequate for the proposed
project because substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances
under which the project is undertaken. These changes will require major revisions of the
previous EIR. While the City has requested an additional two weeks to provide additional
comments, our initial cursory review has identified the following:

1. The current application does not appear to be consistent with the project
operations description included in the July 1986 EIR. In the 1986 EIR, a total of
272 trips have been identified, including 260 truck trips and 12 automobile trips.
The current application has identified the existing trip generation for the Project to
be 690 truck trips and 110 employee trips

2. The 1986 EIR used a cumulative year of 2006 for traffic volumes and identified an
annual daily traffic (ADT) volume of 9,770 on Friant Road, south of Willow Avenue.
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PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555 pg 2
City of Fresno Response 3/1/2023

Count data collected by the City of Fresno in 2021 shows an ADT volumes of
approximately 64,500 along Friant Road, north of Audubon Drive. The ADT north
of Champlain Drive was approximately 22,000 in 2019.

The 1986 EIR fails to analyze the impact of traffic generated by the Project on
facilities within the City of Fresno.

Pedestrian and bicyclist volumes along the Friant Road corridor have increased
due to Woodward Park and the trail facilities in the area. The increased volumes
of pedestrian and bicyclists increases the probability of serious and/or fatal
collisions with pedestrians and bicyclists. There have been multiple pedestrian and
bicyclist fatalities along Friant Road in the last five (5) years. The increase in
pedestrian and bicyclist volumes is new information not available and/or not
addressed in the 1986 EIR.

If you have any further questions regarding this matter, please contact Jennifer Clark at
(559) 621-8003 or jennifer.clark@fresno.gov or Jill Gormley at (559) 621-8792 or
jil.gormley@fresno.gov.

Sincerely,

Cc:

nifer Clark

Georgeanne White, City Manager

Scott Mozier, Director, Public Works

Jill Gormley, Traffic Operations & Planning Manager
Kristi Costa, Senior Deputy City Attorney
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NOTE: Please type or write legibly in ink.

APPLICATION NO: PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555
QUESTIONNAIRE:

Based upon your review of the attached project information, please address the following questions and information.

(Check one)

1. The proposed project is within the scope of the existing EIR. The praject will have no additional significant
environmental effects and no new mitigation measures are required.

2. ‘/’ The existing EIR is no longer adequate for the proposed project because one or more of the following events as
specified in the Environmental Quality Act Section 15162 have occurred:

(Check all that apply. In addition, please indicate the basis for your selection and identify any additional
information that should be required.)

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

(b) \/ Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken
which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvernent of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

(c) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or the
Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

- The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or
negative declaration;

- Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous EIR;

- Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

- Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in
the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

Check here if you need a copy of the environmental determination \/

Signal@""/‘-—a&d”b" Agency CZ' \O‘F %:l't‘sh-ﬂ
Date // y%‘[! !9033 Phone 559 - 2\ - R0 |

Please provide your project comments (not related to the EIR) on a separate sheet of paper.
XX: G:\4360Devs&PINPROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUR'3700-3799137554Rauting\CUP 3755 Routing Ltr -Updaled with Additional Routing.doc
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is labeled on the graphic as the Lone Star excavation site, but the
County did not reference or attach any environmental documents
related to that operation. We contrast these maps from the EIR
with the location map from the CUP application (attached).

Assuming that there is an existing EIR for the Lone Star Site
(Quarry Site), the County needs to re-circulate the CUP notice
referencing the proper document.

Besides this basic inadequacy of the County’s notice and reference
information, there are numerous changes that have taken place
since the original EIR was certified which could qualify as
significant effects under the Environmental Quality Act. These
include the listing of new species including the California Tiger
Salamander, the reappearance of special status species such as
Swainson’s Hawk and Bald Eagle in the project vicinity, and
substantial residential development near the site which has
changed traffic counts on Friant Road.

It is impossible to determine whether the original EIR for the project
evaluated or mitigated for any of these impacts since the County
failed to reference the correct document. If the existing mining
operation was never evaluated in an EIR, the County should
require CEMEX to cease operations until Environmental Impacts
can be properly evaluated.

Finally, the application for extension states numerous times that
there will be no changes to the operations at the quarry site. In fact
there have been significant changes to the site over the past year
involving the stockpiling of raw materials along the south edge of
the site, which is prohibited by the current use permit. Perhaps the
project proponents would state that the piles on the south end of
the site are the construction of the 15 foot unvegetated berm
described as a mitigation measure for the operation. If that is the
case, we are left to wonder why the quarry was allowed to operate
for 20+ years without completing one of its most basic mitigation
requirements. We believe that current reclamation standards would
require vegetation of the berm to reduce or eliminate soil erosion,
and suggest that such a measure is included in any future
approvals.
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We look forward to receiving a revised notice with environmental
documents that apply to the operation in question.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please
contact me at (559) 248-8480 extension 105 or
sweaver@riverparkway.org if you have questions or need
additional information.

Sincerely,

Sharon Weaver
Executive Director
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NOTE:

APPLICATION NO:

QUESTIONNAIRE:

Please type or write legibly in ink.

PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS, 3555

Based upon your review of the attached project information, please address the following questions and infermation.

(Check one}

1. The proposed project is within the scope of the existing EIR. The project will have no additional significant
environmental effects and no new mitigation measures are required.

2. J The existing EIR is no longer adequate for the proposed project because one or more of the fallowing events as
specified in the Environmental Quality Act Section 15162 have occurred:

{Check all that apply. In addition, please indicate the basis for your setection and identify any additional
information that should be required.}

(a) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the previous EIR
or negative declaration due ta the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effacts;

(b) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken
which wilt require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

() ! New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or the
Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or
negative declaration;

Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous EIR;

Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to he feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in
the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

Check here if you need a copy of the environmental determinatian ! .

Signature

Agency _San Joaquin River Parkway & Conservation Trust, Inc.

Date 2/22/23

Phone (559) 248-8480 x105

Please provide your project comments {not related to the EIR} on a separate sheet of paper.
XX: G360 Devs&PINPROJSECIPROJDOCS\CUPA3700-378013755\Routing\CUP 3755 Routing Lir -Updated with Additional Rauting.dag
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Elliot Racusin

Planner

Fresno County Development Services and Capital Projects Division
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor

Fresno, California 93721

eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov

Re: February 14, 2023 Request for Comments on CUP Extension for the Rockfield Quarry
Dear Mr. Racusin:

I am writing on behalf of the Associated Builders and Contractors of Northern California to
support CEMEX’s application to extend its conditional use permit for the Rockfield Quarry. The
County should not be considering a subsequent environmental impact report for this application
under CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 as stated in the County’s February 14, 2023 request for
comments on this application. Section 15162 simply does not apply because CEMEX’s
continued operation of the Rockfield Quarry will create no ew impacts to the environment. All
impacts will remain the same as the impacts from existing operations.

The Rockfield Quarry supports local jobs and provides a much-needed local source of aggregate.
Without local sources of aggregate, local construction projects will need to import aggregate
from mine sites located much farther away in other counties. Therefore, extending the
conditional use permit will actually reduce traffic on our roads and reduce air pollution by
avoiding the need to import aggregate from other counties.

To keep local jobs and avoid increased environmental impacts, Associated Builders and
Contractors of Northern California urges the County to approve CEMEX’s application to extend
its conditional use permit for the Rockfield Quarry.

Sincerely,

Matthew Estipona

Director of Government and Community Engagement
Associated Builders and Contractors, Northern California Chapter
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Peter Nifiez
President

Steve Sharp
Secretary-Treasurer

Fred Wilishaw
Vice President

Renee Wilson
Recording Secretary

Trustees:
CHIT Amende
Rod Hollett
Mike Pratt

Business Representatives:

Chris Garlick
Tuzan Mejia
Mike Pratt

Michelle Mineni
Office Manager

Cruz Turner
Titan Operator

Mel Gonzalez
Administrative Assistant

GENERAL TEAMSTERS UNION
LOCAL NQO. 431

Packinghouse Employees, Warehousemen, Drivers & Helpers, Dried Fruit, & Nut Packers & Dehydrators;

Fresno and Madera Counties, California
Affiliated with the International Brotherhood of Teamsters

Elliot Racusin

Planner

Fresno County Development Services and Capital Projects Division ;
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor

Fresno, California 93721

eracusin(@fresnocountyca.gov

Re: February 14, 2023 Request for Comments on CUP Extension for the
Rockfield Quarry

Dear Mr. Racusin:

I am writing on behalf of General Teamsters Union Local 431 to support
CEMEX’s application to extend its conditional use permit for the Rockfield
Quarry. The County should not be considering a subsequent environmental
impact report for this application under CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 as stated
in the County’s February 14, 2023 request for comments on this application.
Section 15162 simply does not apply because CEMEX’s continued operation of
the Rockfield Quarry will create no new impacts to the environment. All impacts
will remain the same as the impacts from existing operations.

The Rockfield Quarry supports local jobs and provides a much-needed local
source of aggregate, Without local sources of aggregate, local construction
projects will need to import aggregate from mine sites located much farther away
in other counties, Therefore, extending the conditional use permit will actually
reduce traffic on our roads and reduce air pollution by avoiding the need to import
aggregate from other counties.

To keep local jobs and avoid increased environmental impacts, General
Teamsters Union Local 431 urges the County to approve CEMEX’s application to
extend its conditional use permit for the Rockfield Quarry.

Sincerely,

’d
Michael Pratt
Business Agent
Teamsters Local 431]

1140 W Olive Ave,, Fresno, CA 93728, (559) 486-5410 office - (559) 441-1743 {ax

Email; teamsters@tenmsterd3l.org
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EXHIBIT 13

BuAaDA ASSOCIATES, INC.

4872 N Arcade Ave, Fig Garden Studio
Fresno, California 93704
559-269-1376

e-mail: jcbuada@buada.com

March 29, 2023

Elliot Racusin

Development Services

Fresno County Public Works and Planning
2220 Tulare St, Street Level

Fresno, Ca 93721

Via email: eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov

RE: CEMEX Addendum to Responses to Comments on CUP 3755 Application & Preliminary
Environmental Assessment 8341 (the “Extension Project”)

The following is an addendum (see italicized text) to CEMEX’s responses to comments
previously submitted March 16, 2023.

A. Organization Comments

Comment: No EIR exists for the Quarry Site (CUPs 367 & 2032). (S. Weaver, Parkway
Trust)

Based on the following history of the Plant Site and Quarry Site, operations either predate
CEQA or were analyzed in other CEQA documents:

e 1960 - CUP 367 approved (north and east sides of Quarry Site and Plant Site). Predated
CEQA (adopted 1970) and were and are vested operations under SMARA (Surface
Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975).

e 1985 - CUP 2032 approved by Board of Supervisors (southwest area of Quarry Site). An
EIR was not required.

e 1987 — CUP 2235 (Beck) & CUP 2241 (Plant Site) approved with certified EIR allowing
material from Beck site (north of Quarry Site) to be transported through CUP 367
entrance/exit to Friant Road and processed at Plant Site. Required Site Plan Review
(SPR) updating reclamation plans for CUPs 367 and 2032 at the Quarry Site and CUP
367 at Plant Site.

e 1987 - SPR 5903: Updated Reclamation Plans for CUPs 367 and 2032 at the Quarry Site
and CUP 367 at Plant Site.

e Subsequent CUPs to amend CUPs 367 & 2032 included Initial Studies (IS) that
determined the previous EIR was sufficient and no supplemental EIR required.

e 2003 - CUP 3063 approved for 18-year extension to 2023 for CUPs 367 & 2032 at the
Quarry Site and CUP 367 at Plant Site. The IS determined the previous EIR was
sufficient and no supplemental EIR required.

e 2004 - CUP 3093 approved for CUPs 367 & 2032 at the Quarry Site and CUP 367 at

Plant Site to increase truckloads by 25% from 180/day to 225/day. The IS determined the

previous EIR was sufficient and no supplemental EIR was required.

In comparing the previously approved 18-year extension and the previous approved 25% increase
in truckloads where there was a change in the existing environment and no supplemental EIR was

NATURAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING



Elliot Racusin
March 29, 2023
Page 2

required for either, extending the Rockfield for an additional four years in this case results in no
change to the existing environment and preparing an EIR would not be appropriate under CEQA.

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please contact me by email at
jcbuada@buada.com or by phone at 559-269-1376.

cerely,

Jofin C. Buada
President

Cc: David Randall, Development Services
Chris Motta, Development Services
Will Kettler, Development Services
Pat Mitchell, Mitchell Chadwick
Michael Sherman, Mitchell Chadwick
Pete LoCastro, CEMEX
Christine Jones, CEMEX
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ATTACHMENT C






PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOQS, 3543

Clty af Frasno Rosponge NSRS

Prior entitlerment referenced as CU 367 appears 10 cover quarry property
immediately adjacent to the south of the Beck Ranch property and
additional property for a plant site further south on Friant Road. CU 367
was approved in 1960 and predated CEQA. Additional land was added to
the area and a Supplement to the Draft EIR EA 3157 was completed in
April 1987 (Supplemental EIR EA 3174) for CU 2241 for the processing
ptant. However, there is no clear map showing the legal houndaries of
either Draft EIR EA 3157 or Supplemental EIR EA 3174,

The extension of time is requested for both the plant site and quarry site.
The Draft EIR EA 3157 covers only the Beck Ranch property. According
to the map in the application packet, fime extension application CUP 3093
is outside of the noticed Draft EIR EA 3157 and cannot be found to be
consistent with the use of a subsequent Environmental Impact Repont,

3. The subsequent CUPs 3063/3064 which were approved September 25, 2003 extended
the permits through July 28, 2023. There is no attached record of environmentai review
which allows for the extension of time beyond the horizon year shown in either Draft EIR

EA 3157 or Supplemental EIR EA 3174.

4. The subsequent CUPs 3093/3094 which were approved on Qctober 21, 2004
expanded the maximum number of daily truckloads to 225 fruckloads per day from the
excavation sites and 225 trucklioads per day from the processing operation. There is no
attached record of environmenta! review which analyzed the additional gravel truck
volumes shown in either Draft EIR EA 3157 or Supplemental EIR EA 3174.

5. The current application for a time extension is beyond the horizon year listed in the
Draft EIR EA 3157 and Supplemental EIR EA 3174 provided with the notice.

6. The current application for a time extension lists employees at 110 which is beyond the
scope of both the Draft EIR EA 3157 and Supplemental EIR EA 3174 provided with the

notice.






Planning & Development Department

2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor, Room 3043 Jennifer K. Clark, AICP
Fresno, California 83721-3604 Director
{558) 621-8003

March 1, 2023

Elliot Racusin, Planner, Department of Public Works and Planning
Development Services and Capital Projects, Fresno County

2220 Tulare St., 6th Floor

Fresno, CA 83721

RE:  PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 8341 AND UNCLASSIFIED
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS. 3555

Traffic Operations and Planning staff has reviewed the Unclassified Conditional Use
Permit Application No, 3755 & Preliminary Environmental Review No. 8341 to extend the
operational time limit for the CEMEX Plant and Quarry Sites (project) on Friant Road in
the County of Fresno. The extension would be from July 28, 2023 to July 28, 2027. The
Beck Ranch Sand and Gravel Permit CU 2235, EA 3157 Draft Environmental impact
Report (EIR) was also provided as part of the application and used for the environmental

assessment.

The City has determined that the existing EIR is no longer adequate for the proposed
project because substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances
under which the project is undertaken. These changes will raquire major revisions of the
previous EIR. While the City has requested an additional two weeks to provide additional
comments, our initial cursory review has identified the following:

1. The cument application does not appear to be consistent with the project
operations description included in the July 1986 EIR. In the 1986 EiR, a total of
272 trips have been identified, including 260 truck trips and 12 automabile {rips.
The: current application has identified the existing trip generation for the Project to
be 690 truck trips and 110 employee trips

2. The 1986 EIR used a cumulative year of 2006 for traffic volumes and identifled an
annual daily traffic (ADT) volume of 8,770 on Friant Road, south of Willow Avenue.






NOTE:
APPLICATION NO:

OUESTIONNAIRE:

Pleass type or write lagibly in ink,

PRELIMINARY  ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO, 8341 AND  UNCLASSIFED
CONDITIONAL UBE PERMIT APPLICATION NOS, 3555

Based upon your review of the attached project information, plyase address the Tollowing questiony ahd Infermation.

{Check ona)

1 The propesed project s withins the scope of the existing FIR.  The project will have no addilional significant
environmental effecls and no new miligation measures gre required.

2. ‘/l The existing EIR Is np longer adeguste for the proposed project becauss one or more of tha Tnllowing evenls a5
speified it the Environmerstal Quiality Act Section 15162 have oonureed:

{Check all that apply. In addiion, please indicste the basis for your selection and identify sy addifional
inforretion that should be raaguiced.}

{a}

Substardisi changes are proposed in the project which will require mejer revislons of the provious EIR
or negative deglaration due to the invalvemen of new significard srvitpnmantal effects of a subistandial

inpreass in the severity of previousty damified significant effects;

{b}ﬂ_\{:ﬁummnﬁai shanges ocour with respect o the dreomstances under which the projedl 8 undertaken
which will require msior tavigions of the previous BIR ar Nagstive Declaration dus (o the invelvament of
hew sighificant anvironinantal offectz or a substantisl grease in e sevstlly of previcusly Keotifiad
sigrificant effects; or

{o) .. New information of submtaniial importance, which was nol known and gould not hove been known with
e gxortise of ressonabie diligence ot the dme e pravicus EIR was certifiod ag complaie or the
MNegative Declsrallon was adopled, shows any of the following:

The project will have one or more sighificant $ffects not discussed in the previous BIR or
ragative declaration;

Significant effects pravicusly exammed will be substantially moe sovere than shown in e
previous B

Mitigation measures or alternatives previously tsund nol 16 be feasitle would Tn fact be
faasiple, and would substantially reduce one or more signiflcant alfents of e projest, but the
project propanents deckne to adep! the mitigation mesasiure of aliemnalive; or

Mitigation mpasures o slternatives which are considerably differant from those analyzed In
ihe previous EBIR would substastiplly reduce one or mere significent effects op the
envirgnmant, but the peofoct proponshis decling to adopt the miligation messure o
alternative,

Chaek hare if you nead g ooy of tha environmental determination V‘f

5&5}“&1@’ {*‘(&GM““ Aggricy C-Z“;'%q Q‘{’ ‘ﬁ'ﬂﬁm

Ciate // f‘;?J{i Qﬂﬁ‘% ?Mneﬁﬁa%“‘&?zl - %o |

Piaam provide your pmjea comments (not relded to the BIR) on a separate sheat of paper,
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FRESK. L.eave Payoff Request

Date: 6/22/23

I Booker T. Lewis hereby request payment of my
Admin leave balance to be paid on the
712123 payday. The number of hours | wish {0 be paid for
is 46.0 hours.
_10101-100901 19171
Fund/Org. No. Employee [.D. Signature

Note: Division payroll personnel must receive this request at least 5 days before the
requested pay period ends.

| Division Payroll Use Only

L.eave Hours:
Leave Payoff Code:

Pay Period Posted: Completed by:

Distribution: [_]Payroll Section with Prelists [_JEmployee's File

Revised 7/2004
01/21/2021 (2:03 PM)



ATTACHMENT D

Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3755-A & 3755-B

Conditions of Approval

1. The operation shall be in substantial accordance with the Site Plans, Elevations and Operational Statement as presented
to and approved by the Board of Supervisors.

2. All conditions of Conditional Use Permit Nos. 367, 2032, 2209, 2235, 2241, 3063, and 3093 shall remain in full force and
effect.

3. The permits shall expire on July 28, 2027.

4, The Applicant/ Appellant shall enter into an agreement indemnifying the County for al/ legal costs associated with its

approval of UCUP No. 3755 and provide security in an amount determined by the County for any such legal costs
incurred. The agreement and payment of security shall be due unless the litigation period has expired, in which case the
requirements for the indemnification agreement and security shall be considered null and void.

Notes

The following Notes reference mandatory requirements of Fresno County or other Agencies and are provided as information to the project Applicant.

1.

Grading import/stockpiling of material (e.g., sand and gravel) are prohibited within the flood zone as to not cause an impact
to the determined area of flooding.

ER:jp

G:\4360Devs&PIN\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3700-3799\3755\Staff Report\CUP 3755 Conditions of Approval.docx
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ATTACHMENT E

From: Jim Durando

To: District 5; District 1; District 2; District 3; District 4
Subject: Cemex CUP extension upcoming meeting June 8, 2023
Date: Sunday, June 4, 2023 8:27:08 PM

CAUTION!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK
Dear Supervisors,

I wanted to send you this email in regards to the upcoming meeting this Thursday, June 8, 2023. The request for an
extension of the CUP by Cemex should be denied. In June of 2020 we participated in the Zoom meeting regarding
their proposed project to finish sand and gravel extraction and then try a novel approach of blasting bedrock to
process into salable materials. No minutes of that meeting or a transcript was ever offered to participants. Many
people responded on the short notice given at that time to send in questions and concerns to the county to be part of
the process. | personally sent in dozens of concerns and was under the impression that there would be some
discussion provided by the county to all the scoping materials that had been sent in by your constituents.

Three years have passed and just a few weeks ago notification was sent out about the meeting to extend the Cemex
CUP for another four years. It seems like the void of any information being provided for all of the stakeholders has
been the rule. Nothing from your office has been produced and provided regarding the project. CEQA has two main
components that you have passed over and ignored. Transparency and public input are key components of
maintaining environmental standards and public confidence. You as a board have not done a good job in this
regards.

Why haven’t you provided an updated EIR for the actual project site? The outdated EIR for the Beck property is
NOT acceptable as there have been many changes in the area in four decades, and the mining process outlined in the
project for hard rock blasting introduces a variety of new problems to be addressed. The Beck property is NOT the
site for the Cemex project and is owned by the San Joaquin River Parkway-that EIR is not at all related to the
current site.

It is not my position to design and implement an EIR for the project. It should have been done the last three years
since the Zoom meeting in June of 2020. It seems that your reluctance to be transparent regarding this project and
not communicate to all the stakeholders are not in the spirit of your duty to serve all of your constituents.

Respectfully,

Jim Durando

15462 N. Friant Road
Friant, California 93626


mailto:jimdiane@netptc.net
mailto:district5@fresnocountyca.gov
mailto:district1@fresnocountyca.gov
mailto:district2@fresnocountyca.gov
mailto:district3@fresnocountyca.gov
mailto:district4@fresnocountyca.gov

From: Laura Silberman

To: District 5
Subject: CEMEX Mine Permit
Date: Sunday, June 4, 2023 9:20:51 PM

CAUTION!I! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

Dear Supervisor Magsig,
| urge you to to reconsider the Cemex Mine permit. They have not completed

an EIR, and as | understand it, are relying on one which is 40 years old
and flawed. They should not be granted an extension, seeing that they are not in compliance with environmental
requirements. Please prioritize the health of our San Joaquin River, the Parkway, and the multitude of Fresnans
who use it. Fresno does not need more noise and development along the river.
Thank you, Laura Silberman
5542 N EI Adobe Drive. 93711

Sent from my iPad

Sent from my iPad


mailto:lauraferrol@sbcglobal.net
mailto:district5@fresnocountyca.gov

From: Georgia Murach

To: Racusin, Elliot

Subject: Public hearing to be held on Unclassified Conditional Use Permit NO 3755 A&B filed by John Buada. by John
Date: Friday, June 2, 2023 4:28:35 PM

CAUTION!!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

Addressing the members of the Fresno County Planning Commission,

| strongly object to Cemex's request to extend its operational date (as described in the
public hearing notice) from July 28, 2023 to July 28, 27.

| can only think that this is a gambit that will result in further degradation of the river,
the river bottom, and the quality of our air. And I'm not citing just the increase in
traffic, I'm talking about the dust from the mining itself which is unhealthy.

Can't the planning commission just think of the beauty and benefits of the San
Joaquin River to our community? Can't you think of this river as a community
treasure, not a throwaway to big business? Can't you think of this river as if it were
yours...and it is! Would you really give this noble river over to Cemex, a
multinational company in Mexico, to mine to the depth of 600 feet and then simply
walk away from it?

Most sincerely,

Georgia Murach

P.S. Elliot, will you please send me the links to the hearing and the follow up
discussion.


mailto:georgiamurach@comcast.net
mailto:eracusin@fresnocountyca.gov

From: kenty sian

To: Racusin, Elliot
Subject: My concerns regarding the Cemex permit extension.
Date: Wednesday, May 31, 2023 2:02:14 PM

CAUTION!!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

Hi Mr. Racusin,

Thank you for taking time to speak to me regarding the upcoming hearing regarding the permit extension
for the Cemex Quarry and Plant along Friant Road. | have the following concerns:

1. Friant Road and Willow Avenue are subjected to greater wear and tear due to the large Cemex trucks
that use both roadways to transport gravel. Large potholes usually form after storms especially on the
right lane. There is no doubt that these are caused to a certain extent by the large Cemex trucks that
primarily use these roads. As a condition for permit extension for Cemex, | hope Fresno County stipulates
that Cemex contribute funds intended for the repair and regular maintenance of Friant Road/Willow Ave.

2.1 am an avid cyclist as are numerous residents of Fresno and Clovis. The cycling community members
frequently ride along Friant Road. We frequently find loose gravel on Friant Road especially along the
bicycle lanes outside the entrance to the Cemex Quarry site and along Friant Road. This increases the
risk of tire puncture and consequent accidents resulting from tire blowout. Is it possible for the Cemex
trucks to find better ways of containing the gravel and dust being transported so that these do not spill
onto the roadway? | propose that Cemex be responsible for weekly/monthly road cleaning which includes
the bicycle lanes. This will go a long way in reducing the loose rocks and gravel on the road which can
cause potentially fatal accidents (e.g. small rocks that shatter windshields, puncture tires, create road
hazards which cause vehicles to swerve etc.).

3. The quarry site generates a fair amount of noise which can be heard by the surrounding communities.
Noise reduction measures should be considered.

| won't be able to attend the upcoming hearing. Please express the concerns | have listed above during
the meeting. Thank you very much.

Kenty Sian
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From: Robert Hills

To: Racusin, Elliot
Subject: cemex proposal
Date: Wednesday, June 7, 2023 1:13:36 PM

CAUTION!!! - EXTERNAL EMAIL - THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK

| would like to comment on the proposal by Cemex to extend there permit.

First | would like to address the traffic study done almost two decades ago. Cemex does not plan to ad
any more trucks (225). However, since then, the planning commision has allowed urba sprawl in this
area. The traffic has probably doubled or tripled by now. The trucks hit the light at Shepherd and take
forever to get up

speed. This causes traffic congestion. When they head to the mountains loaded they grind to a crawl
and often do not have the courtesy to pull into pull out areas. This causes lot of cars to pass when it is
not safe. | feel a new traffic study should be done before any extension is granted.

Second | feel Cemex should be paying by the ton or load for being able to extract an asset from Fresno
Counties tax payers. The aggregate has a monetary value and should be addressed as such.

Thirdly If Cemex is granted any extension, it should only be for one year. It is my understanding that the
ERI is only a few months away, even though they have been given plenty of time to complete it. The
reason it is taking so long is it doesn't make sense. The county should be spending its time looking for
alternatives. We shoud also be spending time, money and effort trying to get the San Juaquin River trail
completed. Cemex and the trail does not go together. The resistence for the 100 year permit to dynamite
a 600 foot hole 100 feet from the Sab Juaquin River is going to be overwhelming,
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ROCKFIELD (FRIANT) AGGREGATE FACILITY

Cemex Operational Permit Extension
UNDERSTANDING THE FACTS & PROCESS

Project Timeline

@ December 2019
Modification Plan application
submitted

V) June 2020

Modification Plan environmental
process begins (public meetings
held)

@ Dec. 2022

Permit Extension Application filed
to allow existing operations to
continue as Modification Plan is
considered

() June 2023

County considers Permit Extension
Application, as preparation of the
Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
for the Modification Plan continues

TBD

Modification Plan draft
environmental document (DEIR)
released

() TBD

Modification Plan final
environmental document (FEIR)
released

TBD
Modification Plan public hearing(s)

Cemex submitted an application in December 2022
requesting its current conditional use permits
expiration date be extended an additional 4 years,
from July 2023 to July 2027.

This extension allows Cemex to keep operating as usual:

¢ Keeping employees employed and providing income to
support their families.

¢ Providing valuable, locally sourced building materials for local
construction projects.

* Providing tax revenue and economic activity in the Fresno
Region.

* Proposing no change to current operations.

This request for the operational permit extension does
not require a CEQA determination or specifically an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR):

e Under CEQA case law, Cemex's existing operations are a part
of the environmental baseline.

¢ Accordingly, extending the Rockfield CUPs for an additional
four years results in no change to the existing environment
and therefore, preparing an EIR is not required under CEQA.

e Cemex will continue to comply with its existing CUPs as well
as its air and water quality permits, and adhere to all of its
exemplary safety standards.

Continued



Fresno County requested that Cemex file for an extension
of their current operational use permits to continue its
current operations at the Rockfield facility beyond July
2023:

In December 2019, Cemex filed an application with Fresno
County for its proposed Modification Plan for the Rockfield
facilities.

Led by the County of Fresno planning staff, the
Modification Plan application is currently undergoing

an extensive environmental analysis as part of the
Environmental Impact Review (EIR) process under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to determine
the project’s potential impact on the environment and will
require appropriate mitigation measures and conditions of
approval.

Primarily due to the length of time the CEQA process will
take to complete the EIR, including the public comment
period and hearing process, a final decision on the
Modification Project will not be complete before Cemex'’s
existing Conditional Use Permits (CUPs) expire in July
2023.

For over 100 years, Cemex’s Rockfield Quarry has
been a source of local, high-paying jobs, local
resources for building materials, and tax revenue
and economic viability for the Fresno Region.

It has been injury free for over 10 years. The
company looks forward to its continuing support
of the Fresno region, helping to build road and
water infrastructure, homes, schools, hospitals,
businesses and more. With the region’s future
demand of 6-million tons per year, the Cemex
Rockfield Quarry will be a local resource the
region can continue to rely on.

Chukchansi Park: Built with CEMEX aggregate

m For project information and survey visit www.cemexusa.com/rockfield

Rockfield Aggregate Facility, 13475 N. Friant Road, Friant, CA 93626

5/8/23
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