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1 INTRODUCTION 
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA guidelines, the City of 
Manteca (as lead agency) will be preparing an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to evaluate the environmental 
effects associated with the proposed Stadium Center Phase III project. The proposed project would be the third 
phase of the developing “Stadium Center” shopping center, and includes a variety of commercial uses including 
large retail, restaurant, and other retail within the southern portion of the City of Manteca, San Joaquin County, 
California (Exhibit 1). This phase is a continuation of a new gateway development area which includes the 
Stadium Center and “Big League Dreams” facilities. The EIR will identify any significant environmental impacts 
of the project, as well as recommend mitigation measures to reduce the project’s environmental impacts where 
feasible. 

In accordance with Section 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City of Manteca has prepared this Notice of 
Preparation to provide responsible and trustee agencies and other interested parties with information describing 
the project and the issue areas that will be evaluated in the EIR. 

2 PROJECT LOCATION AND CURRENT USE 
The project site is approximately 16 acres and is located in the southwestern portion of City of Manteca 
(Exhibit 1). The project site is located immediately north of State Route 120 (SR 120), approximately 3 miles 
west of State Route 99 (SR 99), and 3 miles east of Interstate 5 (I-5). The site is generally bounded by SR 120 to 
the south, residential development to the north and east, vacant land zoned for commercial development to the 
north, and commercial development to the west (Exhibit 2). The site is situated at the southeast corner of the 
intersection of Daniels Street and South Airport Way east of the Stadium I and II shopping centers. 

The project site is a fallow agricultural field. Irrigation control structures run east and west along the southern 
border of the site, and an irrigation well and pump are located at the site’s western edge. In the past, the site was 
used for agricultural row crop production. In general, new residential and commercial developments are the 
predominant land use in the project vicinity. With adoption of the City’s General Plan (2003) and designation of 
the project vicinity for urban land uses, the area is experiencing an increasing number of development 
applications to convert agricultural lands to urban development. Low-density single-family residential 
subdivisions are located to the northeast and to the south, across SR 120. In addition, a shopping center is 
currently under construction to the west of the project site and an 11-acre shopping center is planned for the 
vacant parcel to the north. 

The City’s General Plan, adopted in October 2003, designates the entire site for Commercial Mixed-Use (CMU) 
land uses. The purpose of the CMU land use designation is to accommodate a variety of uses including high-
density residential, employment centers, retail, commercial, and professional offices. Surrounding land uses are 
Neighborhood Commercial (NC), Low Density Residential (LDR), Medium Density Residential (MDR), and 
General Commercial (GC). The site is zoned C-G (general commercial) and the Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 
is 222-25-03. 

3 PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS 
Implementation of the proposed project would result in the development of a commercial center that would 
accommodate an approximately 170,589 square foot Lowe’s Home Improvement Warehouse and approximately 
32,000 square feet of retail space in four separate buildings (Exhibit 3). These project components would be 
completed in two separate phases. It is anticipated that the proposed project would compliment the overall 
appearance of the nearby Stadium Center I and II shopping centers to the west. The proposed project would also 
include a total of approximately 830 parking spaces. 

PHASE 1 – LOWE’S HOME IMPROVEMENT WAREHOUSE 

An approximately 141,436 square foot Lowe’s Home Improvement Warehouse and an approximately 29,153 
square foot adjoining Lowe’s garden center would be developed on the eastern portion of the 16-acre site (Exhibit 
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3). A recessed truck well would be located at the southeast corner of the building, and a product delivery truck 
lane would be located along the east side of the building. Delivery trucks would periodically use the delivery lane 
to travel from Daniels Street to the delivery area at the truck well. Fork lifts would operate on a daily basis in the 
garden center in the southeastern portion of the project site adjacent to Highway 120.  

A large parking area would be located in front of the Lowe’s building to the west, and some additional parking 
spaces would be located at the back of the building to the east. The most recent site plan includes 650 parking 
spaces for both the Lowe’s building and the garden center.    

The height of the building would generally range from 32 to 37 feet. The building’s highest point would be an 
approximately 51-foot tall tower over the main entrance. Lighting in the parking lot would consist of several  
37-foot tall pole mounted lighting fixtures located throughout the parking areas. A California Department of 
Transportation barrier with a 4-foot high fence would run along the project site’s southern boundary. 

PHASE 2 – RETAIL BUILDINGS 

Improvements proposed as part of Phase 2 include the development of approximately 32,000 square feet of retail 
space in four buildings on the western portion of the project site (Exhibit 3). The four commercial retail buildings 
would include a 6,000 square-foot building, a 7,000 square-foot building, a 15,000 square-foot building, and a 
stand-alone 4,000 square-foot building. It is anticipated that a drive-through restaurant would be developed at the 
4,000 square foot site. The larger retail buildings would be designed to accommodate multi-tenant retail stores and 
restaurants. It is anticipated that all four buildings would compliment the overall appearance of the Stadium 
Center shopping centers to the west. Approximately 124 parking spaces would be located between and around the 
retail buildings. 

TRAFFIC AND VEHICULAR ACCESS 

The proposed Stadium Center Phase III project would be located at the southeast corner of the intersection of 
Airport Way and Daniels Street (Exhibit 2). All transportation access to the project site would be from Daniels 
Street. Airport Way is a two-lane roadway that provides the primary north-south access in the vicinity of the 
proposed project. This roadway was improved as part of the Stadium Center I and II shopping center projects to 
the west. Daniels Street is a two-lane roadway that runs parallel to and north of SR 120 and the project site. 
Daniels Street extends west from Union Road to Airport Way and along the frontage of the Stadium Center I and 
II shopping center and Big League Dreams. 

As part of the proposed project, the section of Daniels Street adjacent to the project site would be improved to 
provide for separate left turn lanes and bike lanes. The main entrance to the project site at Daniels Street and 
Fishback Road would be signalized, while the other two project site intersections on Daniels Street would be 
controlled by stop signs. 

4 REQUESTED ENTITLEMENTS 
Implementation of the Stadium Center Phase III project would require the following entitlements from the City of 
Manteca. 

► A General Plan amendment to change the land use designation for the project site from commercial mixed-use 
(CMU) to general commercial (GC); 

► A minor subdivision map to establish four parcels; 
► Approval of a site development plan; and 
► Approval of a development agreement between the City and the developer. 
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Source: EDAW 2006 

 
Regional Map Exhibit 1 
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Project Location Map Exhibit 2 
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5 POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

The EIR will identify and describe the potential environmental impacts associated with implementation of the 
Stadium Center Phase III project as described below. Mitigation measures will be recommended where 
appropriate to reduce potentially significant and significant impacts. The following issues are proposed for 
analysis. 

5.1 AESTHETICS 

The project would change land uses on the site from fallow agricultural field to commercial development. The 
EIR will describe the visual changes that would occur with the project including the potential visibility of the 
project from surrounding areas and major viewsheds. Because the project includes wall and pole-mounted 
lighting, the EIR will include an assessment of lighting/glare impacts to on-site and off-site receptors. The EIR 
will also evaluate glare associated with vehicles exiting the site and its impacts to residences across Daniels 
Street. 

5.2 LAND USE AND AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES 

The project site is a fallow agricultural field, and is surrounded by SR 120 to the south, commercial development 
to the west, vacant land and residential development to the north, and residential development to the east. The EIR 
will evaluate the project’s land use compatibility impacts with surrounding land uses, its consistency with relevant 
environmental plans and policies, and its effect on existing agricultural resources. 

5.3 AIR QUALITY 

The EIR will describe regional and local air quality in the vicinity of the project site and evaluate construction and 
operational impacts to air quality. The project’s estimated air emissions will be quantified and compared to 
emissions thresholds of the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. The EIR will evaluate the 
construction, stationary source, mobile source, and carbon monoxide (CO) emissions that would be generated by 
project activities. 

5.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Botanical and wildlife surveys of the project site and surrounding area will be conducted and summarized in the 
EIR as appropriate. The project site lies within the area covered by the San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat 
Conservation and Open Space Plan (SJMSCP). Therefore, habitat and species impacts will be identified and 
mitigated consistent with the SJMSCP. 

5.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

The EIR will include a cultural resource impact assessment for the project site and will consider historic resources 
in connection with existing structures on the project site. Field surveys of the project site and a literature review 
will be completed and summarized in the EIR. Because the proposed project would require an amendment to the 
City of Manteca General Plan, the City is required to comply with the requirements of Senate Bill 18 (SB-18) 
concerning Native American cultural resources. 

5.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

The EIR will summarize the results of a preliminary geotechnical investigation prepared for the project site and 
will describe the project’s potential exposure to geologic hazards (i.e., earthquakes, liquefaction, etc.). In addition, 
the EIR will also describe the project’s potential effects on soil erosion. The project site is not located in an area 
of known mineral resources, nor are any expected to be encountered during project development. As such, no 
impacts related to mineral resources are anticipated and this issue will not be evaluated further in the EIR. 
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5.7 PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

The EIR will include a paleontological resources assessment for the project site. A survey and literature review 
related to geologic formations and recorded paleontological resources in the vicinity of the project site will be 
completed and summarized in the EIR. 

5.8 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

The EIR will summarize the results of a Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment prepared for the project site. In 
addition, the EIR will evaluate the operational characteristics of the project to determine potential impacts related 
to the use of hazardous materials and potential effects to existing emergency response plans. 

5.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

The EIR will summarize hydrology/water quality information for the project area and describe the project’s effect 
on alteration of drainage patterns, erosion, stormwater discharges, and flooding. 

5.10 NOISE 

The EIR will describe the project’s construction and operational noise impacts including noise generated from 
proposed traffic, loading and unloading of products, delivery trucks, and fork lifts. These impacts will be 
compared to applicable noise thresholds. 

5.11 POPULATION AND HOUSING 

The EIR will evaluate the project’s effect on employment, population, and housing in the local area based on 
projections of project employment and distribution of their residences. 

5.12 PUBLIC SERVICES 

The EIR will evaluate the adequacy of existing public services and the potential need for additional fire, police, 
public parks, other recreational facilities, and school services. 

5.13 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

The EIR will evaluate the project’s impact to regional and local transportation facilities based on a transportation 
analysis that will assess daily trips, access, and parking. 

5.14 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

The EIR will analyze the current capacity of the City’s water and wastewater systems and the project’s impact on 
these systems. The EIR will describe the existing gas and electrical facilities within the project vicinity, and 
provide an impact analysis of utility construction. The EIR will also describe the existing solid waste facilities 
that serve the site. 
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February 7, 2007 
 
 
Mark Meissner  
City of Manteca 
Community Development Department 
1001 West Center Street 
Manteca, CA  95337 
 
 
Project:  Stadium Center Phase III 
 
Subject: CEQA comments regarding the NOP for the DEIR for the Lowe’s Home 

Improvement Warehouse and four retail buildings to be located at the 
southeast corner of Daniels Street and South Airport Way 

 
District Reference No:  200700025 
 
 
Dear Mr. Meissner: 
 
The San Joaquin Valley Air Basin is currently designated as serious non-attainment for 
Ozone and non-attainment (no classification) for PM2.5.  On October 30, 2006, the US 
EPA found that the San Joaquin Valley had attained the PM10 standard.  The US EPA 
based its determination upon monitoring data demonstrating that the ambient air quality 
had met the requirements for attainment.  The US EPA’s finding does not change the 
District’s classification as a serious PM10 non-attainment to attainment area.  However, 
re-designation from serious non-attainment to attainment requires additional 
documentation and will occur at some future date. 
 
The District recommends that the air quality section of the EIR have four main 
components: 
 
1. A description of the regulatory environment and existing air quality conditions 

impacting the area.  This section should be concise and contain information that is 
pertinent to analysis of the project.  The District has several sources of information 
available to assist with the existing air quality and regulatory environment section of 
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the EIR.  The District’s Guide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts, 2002 
Revision (GAMAQI) contains discussions regarding the existing air quality conditions 
and trends of the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB), including those pollutants 
of particular concern: ozone, PM10, and carbon monoxide.  In addition, it provides 
an overview of the regulatory environment governing air quality at the federal, state, 
and regional levels.  The GAMAQI provides air monitoring data and other relevant 
information for PM-10 and other pollutants.  The most recent air quality data for the 
District is Available on the California Air Resources Board (ARB) website at 
http://www.arb.ca.gov/html/aqe&m.htm.  The air quality section of EPA’s Region 9 
(which includes information on the SJVAB) can be found at http://www.epa.gov/ 
region09/air/index.html.  Additionally, this section should also contain a discussion 
regarding growth projections that the City of Manteca provided to the District 
(through the San Joaquin COG) for inclusion in the Ozone and PM10 Attainment 
Plans and any impacts this project will have on Federal Conformity for San Joaquin 
County and the SJVAB.  Lastly, this section should clearly describe the air pollution 
regulatory authority of the District and ARB for the various emission sources at the 
Stadium Center Phase III complex. 

 
2. Estimates of existing emissions and projected pollutant emissions related to 

the increase in project source emissions and vehicle use, along with an 
analysis of the effects of these increases.  The EIR should include the 
methodology, model assumptions, inputs and results for pollutant emissions.  The 
cumulative impact analyses should consider current existing and planned 
development both within the project area and in surrounding areas.  The EIR needs 
to address the short-term and long-term local and regional adverse air quality 
impacts associated with the operation of construction equipment (reactive organic 
gases, nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide, and PM10) and emission generated from 
stationary and mobile sources.  The EIR should identify the components and phases 
of the project.  The EIR should provide emissions projections for the project at the 
build out of each phase (including ongoing emissions from each previous phase).  
The most current version of the URBEMIS model may be used to quantify these 
emissions. 

 
Ozone Precursors – The District recommends using the regional transportation 
model to quantify mobile source emissions, but in some cases it may be possible to 
use the most current URBEMIS program to calculate project area and operational 
emissions.  San Joaquin County may be able to provide assistance with the regional 
transportation model.  The District recommends using the most current URBEMIS 
program to calculate project area and operational emissions and to identify 
mitigation measures that reduce impacts.  URBEMIS can be downloaded from 
http://www.urbemis.com/ or the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s 
website at http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/urbemis.html.  If the analysis reveals that the 
emissions generated by this project will exceed the District’s thresholds, this project 
may significantly impact the ambient air quality if not sufficiently mitigated.  The 
project applicant or consultant is encouraged to consult with District staff for 
assistance in determining appropriate methodology and model inputs.  
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Toxic Air Pollutants – The air analysis should discuss any District or State 
regulations for identifying and reducing toxic pollutants and should describe how the 
City of Manteca would address future projects with sensitive receptors near existing 
sources that emit toxic pollutants and the citing of new sources of toxic pollutants in 
the plan area.  Potential sources that emit toxic pollutants include project operations, 
and vehicles (the ARB has designated diesel particulate emissions as a toxic air 
contaminant).  If the project is near sensitive receptors the District should be 
contacted to determine if the project developer should perform a Health Risk 
Assessment (HRA). An HRA should include a discussion of the toxic risk associated 
with the proposed project, including project equipment, operations, and vehicles.  
The GAMAQI defines the significance levels for toxic impacts as a cancer risk 
greater than 10 in a million and/or a hazard index (HI) of 1.0 or greater for chronic 
non-carcinogenic or acute risks. 
 
HRA guidelines promulgated by the California Office of Environmental Health 
Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) and OEHHA toxicity criteria must be used.  In 
addition, the applicant should also refer to the District’s “Guidance for Air Dispersion 
Modeling” document found on the District’s web page for additional guidance. 
 
The District recommends use of the latest version of the Hot Spots Analysis and 
Reporting Program (HARP) released by ARB for an HRA because it is the only 
software that is compliant with the OEHHA guidelines. 
     
The project consultant should contact the District to review the proposed modeling 
approach before modeling begins.  For more information on HAPs analyses, please 
contact Mr. Leland Villalvazo, Supervising Air Quality Specialist, at (559) 230-6000 
or hramodeler@valleyair.org. 

 
Carbon Monoxide Hotspot Analysis – Results of the traffic study should be used 
to identify intersections and corridors with high levels of congestion that may result in 
a carbon monoxide (CO) hot spot.  CO hot spots should be screened using a 
protocol developed by the Institute of Transportation Studies at University of 
California Davis entitled Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol.  
Locations that are predicted by the CO Protocol to experience high levels of CO 
should be modeled using the most current CALINE dispersion model.  The 
procedure for using the current EMFAC model to calculate emission factors to be 
used in the CALINE modeling can be downloaded at the Caltrans Division of 
Environmental Analysis site http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/env/air/pages/calinesw.htm. 
 
Odor Analysis – The proposed project should be analyzed to see if it is considered 
near a location of sensitive receptors (including residences) and if odor is a concern.  
The procedure outlined in the GAMAQI includes the following: 
• Identify the location of sensitive receptors (including residences). 
• Compare the distance to the nearest sensitive receptor to the distances in Table 

4.2 of the GAMAQI.  If the sensitive receptors are further away than the 
distances given in Table 4.2, no further analysis is required.  The results should 
be documented in the EIR. 
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• Obtain any odor complaints against the facility or similar facilities from the local 
District office and the county's environmental health department. 

• Review the complaints to determine the location of complainants relative to the 
facility. 

• Identify any sensitive receptors at similar distances. 
• Determine if emissions of odoriferous compounds will increase or decrease with 

implementation of the project. 
• Draw any reasonable conclusions as to the probability that the project will 

generate odor complaints based on this analysis of complaint history. 
 

Note that the emission of odiferous compounds should be mitigated as much as 
feasible if it is anticipated that the project will have a significant impact.  For more 
information on odor impact analyses, please contact Mr. Leland Villalvazo, 
Supervising Air Quality Specialist, at (559) 230-6000, or hramodeler@valleyair.org. 

 
3. Identify and discuss all existing District regulations that apply to the project. 

The EIR should identify and discuss all existing District regulations that apply to the 
project.  It would be appropriate to discuss proposed rules that are being developed 
that would apply to the proposed project.  Current rules and regulations are available 
on the District’s website at http://www.valleyair.org/rules/1ruleslist.htm.  District rules 
and regulations are periodically revised, and new regulations are promulgated.  The 
District strongly advises the City of Manteca to contact the District for any rule 
updates and new rules when the project development begins.  Current District rules 
and regulations applicable to the proposed project are requirements.   

 
The District does not consider compliance with District regulations to be mitigation.  
As such, emissions reductions as a result of compliance with District regulations 
should be considered as part of the project.  Mitigation measures are those 
measures taken to lower emissions above and beyond what is required by 
compliance with District rules.  The District believes this distinction is important 
because mitigation measures will require the preparation of a mitigation monitoring 
program that provides the schedule for implementation and the enforcement 
mechanism.  The project will be subject to the following District rules: 

 
Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions) Rules 8011-8081 are designed to 
reduce PM10 emissions (predominantly dust/dirt) generated by human activity, 
including construction and demolition activities, road construction, bulk materials 
storage, paved and unpaved roads, carryout and track out, landfill operations, etc.  
The District’s compliance assistance bulletin for construction sites can be found at 
www.valleyair.org/busind/comply/PM10/Reg VIII CAB.pdf. 
 
Rule 2010 (Permits Required) This rule applies to any person who plans to or does 
operate, construct, alter, or replace any source operation, which may emit air 
contaminants or may reduce the emission of air contaminants.  This project, or 
portions thereof, may be subject to District permitting requirements.  If District 
permits are required, permit applications should be submitted to the District as 
soon as possible to avoid delays in the project.  For further information or 
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assistance regarding permitting, the District's Small Business Assistance Office can 
be reached at (209) 557-6446. 
 
Rule 4102 (Nuisance) This rule applies to any source operation that emits or may 
emit air contaminants or other materials.  In the event that the project or 
construction of the project creates a public nuisance, it could be in violation and be 
subject to District enforcement action.  
 
Rule 4601 (Architectural Coatings) This rule limits volatile organic compounds from 
architectural coatings by specifying architectural coatings storage, clean up and 
labeling requirements and applies to any person who supplies, sells, offers for sale, 
applies, or solicits the application of any architectural coating. 
 
Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance 
Operations) If asphalt paving will be used, then paving operations of this project will 
be subject to Rule 4641. This rule applies to the manufacture and use of cutback 
asphalt, slow cure asphalt and emulsified asphalt for paving and maintenance 
operations. 
 
Rule 9510  (Indirect Source Review) This rule was adopted to reduce the impacts of 
growth in emissions from all new development in the San Joaquin Valley.  Rule 9510 
requires applicants subject to the rule to provide information that enables the District 
to quantify construction, area and operational PM10 and NOx emissions, and 
potentially mitigate a portion of those emissions.  Rule 9510 requires construction 
exhaust emissions to be reduced by 20 percent for NOx and 45 percent for PM10 
when compared to the statewide fleet average or to pay an in lieu mitigation fee.  
The rule is applicable to any applicant (any person or entity that undertakes a 
development project), which upon full build out for retail/commercial uses is 2,000 
square feet or more.  An application must be filed with the District no later than 
concurrent with application with a local agency for the final discretionary approval.  
For more information and instruction, please contact the District’s ISR staff by phone 
at (559) 230-5800 or by email at ISR@valleyair.org.  

 
4. Identify and discuss all feasible measures that will reduce air quality impacts 

generated by the project.  “Feasible“ means “capable of being accomplished in a 
successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, 
environmental, legal, social, and technological factors: (California Code of 
Regulations (CCR § 15364)).  CEQA requires that EIRs “describe measures which 
could minimize significant adverse impacts” (CCR §15126(c)).  Additionally, the CCR 
requires that “a public agency should not approve a project as proposed if there are 
feasible alternatives or mitigation measures that would substantially lessen any 
significant effects that the project would have on the environment “ (CCR § 
15021(a)(2)).  For each potential adverse impact, mitigation measures should be 
identified to reduce impacts below air quality threshold levels of significance.  
Therefore, the EIR should identify which mitigation measures will be included in the 
project, and how each mitigation measure will be implemented.  The reduction of air 
quality impacts from implementation of mitigation measures should be quantified to 



Mr. Meissner  Page 6 of 6 
Stadium Center Phase III   

the extent possible.  If a measure cannot be quantified a qualitative discussion 
should be provided explaining the benefits of the proposed mitigation measure.  The 
EIR should discuss how project design modifications could reduce project impacts 

 
Mitigation measures are emission reduction measures beyond those required in 
Section 3.  This section should provide an analysis of existing mass transit/bicycle 
access to or near the site, and discuss if additional infrastructure will be needed.  
The section should identify which mitigation measures will be included in the project, 
and how each mitigation measure will be implemented.  Site design, equipment 
alternatives, construction and operational measures that would reduce emissions 
should be identified.  It should also analyze opportunities to mitigate urban heat 
island effects.  The reduction of air quality impacts from implementation of mitigation 
measures should be quantified when possible.  The EIR should discuss how the 
project design would encourage alternative transportation (including car pool 
parking), pedestrian and bicycle access/infrastructure, smart growth design, energy 
efficient project and building design, reduce urban heat island impacts, and include 
business programs that further reduce air pollution in the valley (such as carpooling).  
Mitigation measures must be included in the EIR that reduce the emissions of 
reactive organic gases, nitrogen oxides, and PM10 to the fullest extent possible.  
Site design and building construction measures that would reduce air quality impacts 
should be included.  The Districts GAMAQI describes these features.  The current 
GAMAQI can be found at http://www.valleyair.org/transportation/ceqa_guidance_ 
documents.htm.  The Local Government Commission (LGC) website, http://www.lgc. 
org/, contains valuable information and resources on subjects from street design to 
energy efficiency.  The use of the principles of the document Landscape of Choice is 
encouraged to reduce air quality impacts.   
 

District staff is available to meet with you and/or the applicant to further discuss the 
regulatory requirements that are associated with this project.  If you have any questions 
or require further information, please call Jessica Willis at (559) 230-5818 and provide 
the reference number at the top of this letter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Warner 
Director of Permits Services 
 
 
 
Arnaud Marjollet 
Permit Services Manager 
 
DW:jrw 

 
cc:  File 
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