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Advocates for the Environment 
A non-profit public-interest law firm 

and environmental advocacy organization 

September 30, 2025 
 
 
 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
County of Fresno 
2281 Tulare Street, Room 301 
Fresno, CA 93721 
  

Via email to jshaw@fresnocountyca.gov and ClerkBOS@fresnocountyca.gov.   

Re: Additional Comments for Consideration by Fresno Board of Supervisors regarding the 
Initial Study No. 8367, Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3761, 
SCH No. 2025030602 

 
Dear Board of Supervisors, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, and Staff: 

We were informed by County staff that it would not be possible for us to attend the 
October 7 appeal hearing remotely, or even to send a video recording containing our appeal 
presentation. Unfortunately, Advocates for the Environment will be unable to send a 
representative to appear in person for the appeal hearing on October 7, 2025. As a non-profit 
organization with limited resources, and given that our team is based remotely with employees 
in Southern California, attending the hearing in person in Fresno would be challenging and 
impractical. As such, please consider this letter, in combination with our previous letters and 
appeal justification, in lieu of oral comments at the hearing. 

The Project Site is located on the southwest quadrant of Dorris Avenue and the 
Interstate 5 interchange in Fresno County (County). The Project proposes to develop three 
parcels on the approximately 26.74-acre Project site. Parcel 1 would be developed with ten 
multi-product-dispenser (MPD) fueling stations and a 9,700 square-foot convenience store and 
drive-through restaurant building. Parcel 2 would be developed with a 10,230 square-foot 
commercial truck stop building. Parcel 3 would be developed with an 11-position commercial 
truck fueling canopy, truck scale and TravelCenters of America (TA) three-bay truck service 
station in an 11,000 square-foot building.   

In addition to our appeal justification letter dated May 8, 2025, please consider the 
additional comments in this letter as part of our appeal of the Planning Commission’s decision 
on April 24, 2025.  
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Inadequate Analysis of Operational Emissions 

The MND relied upon an AQ GHG Report (Report) done by BaseCamp 
Environmental for its GHG significance analysis and determinations. However, this Report was 
flawed in its methodology and analysis, and therefore is unreliable to form a basis for the 
significance conclusions in the MND. For example, the BaseCamp Report did not adequately 
assess operational emissions in comparison to the State’s GHG goals, despite concluding that 
the “project GHG operational emissions would be consistent with the GHG reduction goals of 
the State and the Fresno County region.” (BaseCamp AQ GHG Report, p. 2-22.) The Report 
quantified the Project’s operational emissions at 10,285 MTCO2e. However, the Report did 
not connect this quantification to any goals or significance thresholds. The analysis of applicable 
plans was conclusory and did not demonstrate the Project’s consistency with the 2022 
RTP/SCS. Rather than state objective facts and evidence to support the conclusions, the 
Report stated that “it is not expected that the project would interfere with the objectives of the 
2022 RTP/SCS.” Without undergoing specific analysis of the 2022 RTP/SCS objectives in 
comparison with the Project, there is no basis for this determination. Overall, the analysis in the 
Report is conclusory and does not provide an adequate basis for the conclusion that the 
Project’s GHG impact would be less than significant.  

Conclusion  

We urge the Board to grant the appeal, and thereby to reject the Planning Commission’s 
decision approving the Initial Study No. 8367, Unclassified Conditional Use Permit 
Application No. 3761, SCH No. 2025030602 (Project) and certifying the Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) for the Project. Thank you for your consideration of our appeal with the 
addition of the foregoing arguments. If you have any questions or would like clarification on our 
position regarding this project and its CEQA analysis, please contact us.  

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Dean Wallraff, Attorney at Law 
Executive Director, Advocates for the Environment 


