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Comment VI-16.  The commenter states that permanent drainage service is available for Pump 
Station B and Reycled Water Booster Pump Station 2, but is not provided for the ST/WRF site 
and Recycled Water Booster Pump Stations 1 and 3 (and should be). 

Response:  Comment noted.  The text in Chapter 2 of the draft EIR has been revised to clarify 
that temporary drainage facilities should be provided at these sites.  See Section 3, “Errata of the 
Draft EIR,” for specific changes to pages 2-5, 2-11, 2-15, and 2-21 in the draft EIR.   

Comment VI-17.  The commenter states that the proposed ST/WRF, Pump Station B, and 
Recycled Water Booster Pump Station 2 are not located within a flood-prone area, but Recycled 
Water Booster Pump Station 3 is.   

Response:  Comment noted.  The text in Section 3.3 (page 3.3-4 under “Flooding”) has been 
revised to make this clarification.  See Section 3, “Errata of the Draft EIR,” for specific changes 
to page 3.3-4 in the draft EIR.  
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Response to Comment Letter VII (Clovis Unified School District) 
 

Comment VII-1.  The commenter requests the opportunity to evaluate the proposed facility 
design, process approach, and odor control alternatives proposed by the DBO (the term used to 
refer to the single entity that will design, build, and operate the facility) to ensure no potential 
impacts on Reagan Educational Center.  

Response:  Comment noted.  No changes to the draft EIR are required.  

Comment VII-2.  The commenter states the air quality impacts and mitigation identified in the 
draft EIR.  

Response:  Comment noted.  No changes to the draft EIR are required.  

Comment VII-3.  The commenter believes that the use of recycled water in accordance with 
Title 22 is safe, beneficial, and supports conservation initiations.  

Response:  Comment noted.  No changes to the draft EIR are required. 
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Response to Comment Letter VIII (Jeffer Mangels Butler  
& Marmaro on Behalf of McFarlane & McFarlane) 

 

Comment VIII-1.  The commenter states that the original Site E (shown in Figure 5-1 in 
Chapter 5 of the draft EIR) is outside the 30-acre study area (shown in Figure 2-1 in Chapter 2 
and elsewhere in the draft EIR), and that original Site E should be evaluated. 

Response:  Figure 5-1 in Chapter 5 of the draft EIR is incorrect.  Site E should be shown 
further westward, which would be within the 30-acre study area. Therefore, Site E has been 
evaluated in the draft EIR.  The draft EIR (Figure 5-1, following page 5-8) has been revised to 
show the correct location of Site E and to include an outline of the 30-acre study area 
suggested.  See Section 3, “Errata to the Draft EIR,” for specific changes to Figure 5-1 in the 
draft EIR. 
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Response to Comment Letter IX (Gene Borré) 
 

Comment IX-1.  The commenter feels that the draft EIR failed to adequately consider the 
impact of the facility on air and water quality. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The draft EIR includes an extensive discussion of air quality 
(Section 3.6) and water quality (Section 3.3) issues, and discloses all potential impacts on these 
resources.  No changes to the draft EIR are required.  

Commenter IX-2.  The commenter notes that the following significant and unavoidable 
impacts have been identified: (1) conversion of important farmland to non-agricultural use, and 
(2) potential water quality degradation from effluent discharge to surface water.  

Response:  Comment noted.  CEQA requires full disclosure of potential impacts, including 
significant and unavoidable impacts.  The draft EIR does this, and no changes are required.  

After the draft and final EIR have been prepared, CEQA also requires that the decision-making 
body (City of Clovis) consider the information presented in the draft EIR and final EIR, 
including the comments received, prior to approving a project.  For each significant impact, the 
City must prepare written “findings of fact” that explains how the significant impact was dealt 
with by making one of the following findings: 

• Changes in the project have been made (including adoption of mitigation measures) to 
avoid or substantially reduce the magnitude of the impact. 

• Changes to the project are within another agency’s jurisdiction and have been or should 
be adopted. 

• Specific economic, social, legal, technical, or other considerations make mitigation 
measures or alternatives infeasible.  

When an impact cannot be avoided or reduced to a less-than-significant impact, the City must 
prepare a “statement of overriding consideration,” which is a written statement explaining why 
the agency is willing to accept each significant effect.  CEQA requires the decision maker to 
balance the benefits of a proposed project against unavoidable environmental risks when 
determining whether to approve a project.  (Public Resources Code Section 21081; State CEQA 
Guidelines Sections 15091, 15093, and 15096.)  

Comment IX-3.  The commenter states that the draft EIR fails to address the project’s effects 
on property values.   

Response:  Economic effects are not considered environmental effects, and agencies are not 
required to evaluate them in the draft EIR for the proposed project—unless the effects result in 
physical degradation that could result in environmental effects (State CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15131).  The City determined that this would not be the case.  No changes to the draft 
EIR or new analysis is required. 
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Comment IX-4.  The commenter would like the City to keep this area in agricultural use.  

Response:  Comment noted.  The Southeast Urban Center Specific Plan area was identified for 
urban uses by the 1993 General Plan and the 2000 Memorandum of Understanding between 
Clovis and Fresno County, and was finalized by the adoption in 2003 of the Southeast Urban 
Center Specific Plan.  No changes to the draft EIR are required.  
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Response to Comment Letter X (Clovis Planning  
Commission Meeting Minutes) 

 

The Clovis Planning Commission meeting minutes comprise seven pages. The comments on 
the draft EIR are on page 7. 

Comment X-1.  The commenter (Gene Borré) stated that he was unclear about where the 
facility would be located.  He also stated that the EIR was incorrect with regard to effects on 
the environment, but he would submit these comments in writing (refer to comment letter VIII). 

Response:  As stated in the project description (Chapter 2, page 2-3 under “Sewage 
Treatment/Water Reuse Facility), the proposed ST/WRF would be located on an approximately 
15-acre site located within the 30-acre study area.  Because the specific site has not been 
identified, a larger 30-acre study area is evaluated.  Also refer to responses to comment 
letter IX. 

No changes to the draft EIR are required. 

Comment X-2.  The commenter (Jeff Harris, Wilson Homes) stated that he is in support of this 
facility and agrees with the EIR. 

Response:  Comment noted.  No changes to the draft EIR are required.  

Comment X-3.  Commissioner Berg had questions regarding discharge of water to other 
facilities and whether the project was designed for flood control.  The City Engineer answered 
his questions.  No changes to the draft EIR are required. 




