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In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting,
please contact the Community Development Agency at (559) 852- 2680 by 4:00 p.m. on the Monday prior to this
meeting.
Agenda backup information and any public records provided to the Commission after the posting of the agenda for
this meeting will be available for public review at the Kings County Community Development Agency, 1400 W. Lacey

Blvd., Hanford, CA 93230.
AGENDA

SPECIAL MEETING DATE AND TIME:
Wednesday, August 23, 2023 at 1:00 P.M.

The Local Agency Formation Commission of Kings County Special Meeting will be held in the
Hanford Civic Auditorium, 400 N. Douty Street, Hanford, CA 93230, California.

Members of the public who wish to comment may submit written comments on any matter
within LAFCQ’s subject matter jurisdiction, regardless of whether it is on the agenda for
Commission consideration or action, and those comments will be entered into the
administrative record of the meeting. To submit written comments by U.S. Mail or email for
inclusion in the meeting record, they must be received by the Secretary of LAFCO no later
than 8:00 a.m. on the morning of the noticed meeting. To submit written comments by email,
please forward them to Chanda.Jackson@co.kings.ca.us. To submit such comments by U.S.
Mail, please forward them to: Kings LAFCO, 1400 W. Lacey Blvd. Building #6, Hanford, CA
93230.

I CALL MEETING TO ORDER — Chairman

A. Unscheduled Appearances:
Any person may address the Commission on any subject matter within the jurisdiction
or responsibility of the Commission at the beginning of the meeting; or may elect to
address the Commission on any agenda item at the time the item is called by the Chair,
but before the matter is acted upon by the Commission. Unscheduled comments will be
limited to five minutes.

B. Approval of May 24, 2023 Minutes

Il.  OLD BUSINESS

None


mailto:Chanda.Jackson@co.kings.ca.us

.
A.

IV.

VILI.

NEW BUSINESS
Annexation No. 23-02 (Island #4 of Hanford Reorganization No. 160)
1) Executive Officer’s Report
2) Public Hearing
3) Consideration of LAFCO Resolution No. 23-02

. City/County Memorandum of Understanding

1) Executive Officer’s Report
2) Discussion/recommendations

. Annexation No. 23-03 (Hanford Annexation No. 159)

1) Executive Officer’s Report
2) Public Hearing
3) Consideration of LAFCO Resolution No. 23-03

2023 CALAFCO Conference

1) Executive Officer’s Report
2) Consider authorization to attend and designating a voting delegate

LEGISLATION

None

MISCELLANEOUS

A. Correspondence —
B. Items from the Commission -
C. Staff Comments —

ADJOURNMENT

A. Next Scheduled Meeting — September 27, 2023 at 1:00 p.m.









































































































































































































The foregoing Resolution was adopted upon a motion by Commissioner , seconded by
Commissioner , at a regular meeting held August 23, 2023, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION OF KINGS COUNTY

Joe Neves, Chairman

WITNESS, my hand this day of ,2023.

Chuck Kinney, Executive Officer

cc: City of Hanford
Kings River Conservation District
Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District

Case 21-03
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Thence South 0°55750™ West, along said centerline of Jessie Street, a distance of 75 feet
to the Easterly prolongation, of the North line, of the South 75 feet, of lot 20, of last said
Subdivision,;

Thence West, along last said prolongation and North line, a distance of 177.28 feet, to the
west line, of said lot 20, also being the East line of Block 2 of Orange Addition as shown
on a map recorded in Book 1, at Page 8, of Licensed Surveyors’ plats in the Office of the
Kings County Recorder;

Thence South, along the East line of last said Block 2, a distance of 54 feet to the Northeast
corner of Lot 9 of last said Block;

Thence West, along the North line of said lot 9, and its westerly prolongation, a distance
of 162 feet, to the centerline of Miller Street as said street is shown on last said map;
Thence North, along said Centerline of Miller Street, a distance of 75 feet, to the Easterly
prolongation, of the South line, of lot 20 of Block | of said Orange Addition;

Thence West, along last said prolongation, and said South lines of lots 20, and 43, and the
westerly prolongation of said lot 43, a distance of 366 feet, 10 the West line of said
Southwest Quarter;

Thence North, along last said West line, a distance of 200 feet, to the Westerly
prolongation, of the South line, of Lot 35, as said lot is shown on said map of Orange
Addition;

Thence East, along last said prolongation, the South line of said lot 35, and its easterly
prolongation, a distance of 191 feet, to the Southwest corner of lot 28, of said Orange
Addition;

Thence North, along the West lines of lots 28, 29, 30 and 31, and the northerly prolongation
thereof, a distance of 120 feet, to the North line of the alley on the South side of Block A,
of Bestmann's Addition, as said Bestmann’s Addition, is shown on a map recorded in the
Map Book, at Page 94, in the office of the Kings County Recorder;

Thence West, along said North line of the alley and its westerly prolongation, a distance of
191 feet to said West line of the Southwest Quarter;

Thence North, along last said West line, a distance of 380 feet to the intersection with the
Westerly prolongation of the North line of the alley, on the North side of Block B, of said
Bestmann’s Addition;

Thence East, along last said North line of the alley, a distance of 155 feet;

Thence North a distance of 50 feet;

Thence West, a distance of 155 feet, to said West linc of the Southwest Quarter;

Thence North, along said west line of the Southwest Quarter, a distance of 557.78 feet to
the westerly prolongation of the South line of lot 14, in Block 2 of Homevilla Tract, as
shown on a map recorded in Book 3, at page 79 of Licensed Surveyors’ Plats, in the Office
of the Kings County Recorder;

Thence East, along last said prolongation and the South line of lot 14, a distance of 160
feet to the Southeast corner of said lot 14;

Thence North along the east line of said lot 14 and lot 15 and the Northerly projection of

lot 15, a distance of 163 feet 1o the centerline of Myrtle Street as shown on said map of
Homevilla Tract;



30.
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Thence West, along said Centerline, a distance of 160 feet to said West line, of the
Southwest Quarter;

Thence North, along last said West line, a distance of 549.64 feet, to the Westerly
prolongation, of the South line of lot 19 of Homevilla Tract No. 2, as shown on a map
recorded in Volume 4, at Page 85, of Licensed Surveyors' Plats, in the Office of the Kings
County Recorder;

Thence South 89°35'00” East, along last said westerly prolongation and the South line of
last said lot 19, a distance of 190.00 feet, to the Southeast corner of said lot 19,

. Thence South, along the West line of lot 20 of last said Tract, a distance of 63.20 feet to

the Southwest corner thereof;,

34, Thence South 89°49°30" East, along the South line of last said Tract. a distance of 1,189.58
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feet to a point on the Centerline of People’s Ditch, which is also 21 feet east of the
Southeast corner of lot 37 of said Homevilla Tract No. 2;

Thence South 07°00°10” West, along said Centerline of People’s Ditch, also being along
the Westerly boundary of an area annexed to the City of Hanford, by Ordinance 500, and
depicted on a map recorded in Volume 5, at Page 5, of Licensed Surveyors’ Plats in the
Office of the Kings County Recorder, a distance of 501.63 feet;

Thence continuing, South 15°02°00” West, a distance of 161.23 feet; to the Easterly
prolongation of the North line of the South 133 feet of lot 12 of Rawlins Tract recorded in
the Map Book at Page 6 in the records of the Kings County Recorder;

. Thence N 89°50°00” West, along last said prolongation, a distance of 77.54 feet to the

Southeast corner of a deed recorded in Book 1185, at Page 783 of official Records in the
Office of the Kings County Recorder;

Thence North, along the East line of last said deed, and its northerly prolongation, a
distance of 163 feet to a point 30 feet North of the Northeast corner of last said deed;
Thence North §9°50'00" West, a distance of 60 feet;

Thence South 00°10°00" West, a distance of 30 feet, to the Northwest corner of last said
deed;

. Thence South 7°14°00” West, along the westerly boundary of said deed, a distance of

133.17 feet to the Southwest comer thereof;,

Thence South 89°50°00" East, along the south line of said deed, a distance of 28.42 feet to
the Northwest comer of a deed recorded in Book 1278, at Page 713 of Official Records in
the Office of the Kings County Recorder;

Thence South, along the west line of last said deed, and its southerly prolongation, a
distance of 158 feet to the centerline of Ivy Street;

Thence East, along last said centerline a distance of 81.82 feet to the centerline of People’s
ditch, also being the area annexed to the City of Hanford by Ordinance 500 and depicted
on a map recorded on Volume §, al Page 5, of Licensed Surveyors’ Plats;

Thence South 12°43°50” West a distance of 185 feet to the Southwest comer of Richmond
Heights Subdivision, as shown on a map recorded in Volume 5, at Page 6, in Licensed
Surveyors® Plats;

Thence South 89°37°30" East, along the South line of said Richmond Heights, a distance
of 1,468.24 feet to the East line of said Southwest Quarter,



47. Thence South 0°01°40™ West, along last said East line, a distance of 1,327.68 fect to the
Point of Beginning;

Excepting therefrom, the following described Parcel which is currently within the city limits of
the City of Hanford:

Beginning at the Southeast corer of said Southwest Quarter;
Thence West, along the South line of said Southwest Quarter, a distance of 973.80 feet;
Thence North 0°16'11” West a distance of 266.90 feet to the True Point of Beginning;
48. Thence North 0°16°11" West a distance of 100.00 feet;
49. Thence East a distance of 100.00 feet;
50. Thence South 0°16°1 1" East, a distance of 100.00 feet;
51. Thence West a distance of 100 feet to the True point of Beginning

Also Excepting the following described Parce! which is also currently within the city limits of the
City of Hanford:

Beginning at the Northwest corner of the Southwest Quarter of said Southwest Quarter of Section
30,

Thence South 89°37'42" East, along the North line, of last said Southwest Quarter, of the
Southwest Quarter, a distance of 264.00 feet;

52. Thence continuing along last said North line, South 89°37°42” East, a distance of 486.08
feet, to the intersection with the Northerly prolongation of the west line of Jessie Street, as
said street is shown on said Map of Bestrnann’s Addition;

53. Thence South 0°00°08" East, along last said prolongation, a distance of 264.90 feet to its
intersection with the north line of the alley on the north side of Block C of said Bestmann's
Addition;

54. Thence North 89°37°42” West, along last said North line of the alley, a distance of 486.07
feet to a point 486.07 feet Easterly of the West line of said Southwest Quarter of the
Southwest Quarter;

55. Thence North 0°00°08” West, along a line parallel with and 264 feet casterly of last said
West line, a distance of 268.99 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Containing 93.2 Acres



L_ocal Agency Formation C Ommission
OF KINGS COUNTY

Date: August 23, 2023
To: LAFCO Commissioners
From: Chuck Kinney, Executive Officer

Subject: City/County Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)

Background
In 2015, Kings LAFCO conducted an island study to determine where unincorporated islands and substantially

surrounded areas existed within each of the four incorporated Cities within Kings County. Resulting from that
Study your Commission directed staff to begin a dialogue with the Cities to encourage annexation of said islands
and substantially surrounded areas to help promote a more efficient way of providing services to those areas. In
2022 the City of Hanford annexed all but one remaining unincorporated island and that last unincorporated island
is up for consideration on the August 23, 2023 LAFCO meeting.

In an effort to continue the work to clean up the Cities boundaries the City of Hanford has drafted a Memorandum
of Understanding in which they desire to enter into with the County of Kings, which would establish parameters
for the annexation of the five remaining unincorporated substantially surrounded areas. With these areas annexed
the City of Hanford’s boundaries would no longer have any areas left which fall under the island and substantially
surrounded lands as defined by the Cortese Knox Hertzberg Act.

The City of Hanford has requested that your Commission review the draft Memorandum of Understanding to
provide any feedback concerning the terms listed within the MOU.

Recommend

The Executive Officer recommends that the LAFCO Commission review the draft Memorandum of
Understanding and provide any feedback desired. Furthermore since the City is pursuing annexation of these last
unincorporated areas which are surrounded by the City, in good faith of their efforts, direct staff to continue
processing of all annexation applications submitted by the City in a timely manor provided that the conditions of
the MOU are met.

MAILING ADDRESS: 1400 W. LACEY BLVD., HANFORD, CA 93230
OFFICES AT: ENGINEERING BUILDING # 6, KINGS COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, HANFORD
(559) 852-2680 Website: www.kingslafco.com FAX: (559) 584-8989



Memorandum of Understanding
Annexation of Five Substantially Surrounded Islands within the City of Hanford

This Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) by and between the County of Kings, a pollical
subdivision of the State of California (the “County), and the City of Hanford, a municipal corporation (the
“City”), (collectively the “Parties”), provides as follows:

WHEREAS, there are five (5) unincorporated territories substantially surrounded by the City
(“County Islands”), that are more particularly described in the attached Exhibit A, shown as Island 9, 10,
11, 12, and 13, which is incorporated herein by reference;

WHEREAS, the County must currently maintain and provide services to the County Islands;

WHEREAS, the County’s provision of services to the County Islands creates operational
inefficiencies, including, but not limited to, inefficiencies where the City and the County provide the
same service to different portions of the same neighborhood within each jurisdiction and crisscrossing
the other’s territory as it provides said services;

WHEREAS, confusion is generated among some residents as to which jurisdiction is responsible
for addressing problems and concerns, or who they should approach to obtain assistance;

WHEREAS, the City is willing to annex the County Islands to improve services and provide better
responsiveness to residents about concerns within their affected neighborhoods;

WHERAS, upon annexation of the County Islands, the County will allocate revenues to the City
according to the Master Tax Sharing Agreement, as previously negotiated between the Parties;

WHEREAS, the City and the County each have unique concerns about the financial implications
of the City’s annexation of the County Islands, including the transfer of tax revenues and the cost of new
service to be provided by the City;

WHEREAS, the City and the County have agreed to certain terms that will provide a vehicle for
addressing a portion of the new costs that will be incurred by the City as a result of the annexation of the
County Islands;

WHEREAS, this MOU will provide a clear path for the City to initiate and complete annexation of
the County Islands; and

WHEREAS, the City and the County desire to memorialize these terms by executing an MOU.
NOW THEREFORE THE PARTIES MUTUALLY AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. The recitals set forth above are hereby incorporated into this MOU by reference.

2. The City will initiate the process to annex the County Islands upon execution of this MOU.

3. The City will utilize a good faith effort to complete the annexation of the County Islands labeled
asNo./s 9, 11, 12 and 13 within 18 months of MOU execution.

4. The City will utilize a good faith effort to complete the annexation of the County Island labeled as
No. 10 within 18 months of when all of the land located within that area is no longer considered
Prime Agricultural Land pursuant to Government Code 56064



9.

The County Sheriff's Office (“CSO”) will provide police services to the County Islands for a two-
(2-) year period beginning on the date of annexation of the County Islands, after which time, the
City will be responsible for providing such services in perpetuity. The County will provide such
services for a period of two (2) years from the date of annexation of the County Islands or three
(3) years from the date of the execution of this MOU, whichever is sooner. Notwithstanding the
preceding sentence, should the City, through no fault of its own, fail to complete the annexation
process for one (1) or more of the individual County Islands within one (1) year of the MOU
execution, the termination date of CSO police services to any remaining County Island(s) yet to
be annexed shall be extended by the corresponding number of days that the City has been
delayed in completing the annexation.

This MOU does not amend the agreement for automatic mutual aid for fire services executed by
the City and the County, which was effective on December 22, 2015 (“Auto Aid Agreement”). The
terms of the Auto Aid Agreement shall remain in full force and effect, and it is the Parties’ intent
that the terms of that Auto Aid Agreement shall apply to the County Islands after their
annexation by the City.

The County and the City are the only parties to this MOU and are the only parties entitle to
enforce its terms. Nothing in this MOU bestows, is intended to bestow, or shall be construed to
bestow any right or benefit, whether directly, indirectly, or otherwise, to any third persons.

If an action at law or in equity is necessary to enforce or interpret the terms of this MOU, the
prevailing Party shall be entitled to reasonable attorney’s fees, costs and necessary
disbursements in addition to any other reasonable relief to which it may be entitled.
Amendments to this MOU shall be effective only if they are in writing and signed by both Parties.

The undersigned representatives, by executing this MOU, covenant that they are authorized to execute
this agreement on behalf of their respective public entities.

County of Kings City of Hanford

Travis Paden

Kings County Board of Supervisors City of Hanford Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
County Counsel Ty Mizote, City Attorney

ATTEST

ATTEST



Catherine Venturella Natalie Corral

Clerk to the Board of Supervisor City Clerk
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Local Agency K ormation COmmission
OF KINGS COUNTY

MAILING ADDRESS:
1400 W. LACEY BLVD. BLDG 6, HANFORD, CA 93230
(559) 852-2670, FAX: (559) 584-8989

STAFF REPORT
August 23, 2023

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S REPORT LAFCO CASE NO. 23-03

HANFORD Annexation
No. 159

BRIEF OVERVIEW OF PROPOSAL.:

The proposal is to annex a substantially surrounded parcel of land into the City of
Hanford and detach the same from the Kings River Conservation District, and the
Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District. The proposed parcel for annexation (APN:
018-242-019) consists of 12.64 acres. Since the area proposed for annexation is less
than 150 acres and is substantially surrounded by the City on three sides it is being
proposed to annex this territory under Government Code Section 56375.3 which waives
all protest proceedings. See Exhibit “A” for a location map of the project area.

EXECUTIVE OFFICERS RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends that LAFCO Case No. 23-03 “Hanford Annexation
No. 159" be approved.

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSAL.:

1. APN: 018-242-019

A. Discussion of Proposal

The purpose of the action is to annex one parcel of land (approximately 12.64
acres) into the City of Hanford. The City is requesting to annex the subject
territory under State Law (Government Code Section 56375.3) that allows Cities to
annex unincorporated islands and substantially surrounded areas less than 150
acres while waiving all protest proceedings. APN: 018-242-019 is a surrounded
on three sides by the City of Hanford and is located generally half a mile south of
lona Avenue and 0.1 mile west of 10" Avenue.

Annexation of this area will result in the City adding this unincorporated fringe
property, and ensure that future development connect to City services and occurs

Case 23-03 Page |



in accordance with City standards. The City has pre-zoned the proposed
annexation territory which is consistent with the Hanford General Plan. See
Exhibit “B” for copies of the City’s Resolution of application and pre-zoning.

Findings required by Government Code Section 56375.3:

The following findings must be made by the Commission for a proposal to qualify
under Section 56375.3 and waive all protest procedures.

1. The change of organization or reorganization is initiated on or after
January 1, 2000.

The City of Hanford submitted a complete application to LAFCO on June 28,
2023.

2. The change of organization or reorganization is proposed by resolution
adopted by the affected city.

The City of Hanford submitted as their resolution of application a signed copy
of City of Hanford Resolution No. 2022-48-R, adopted December 20, 2022.

3. The Commission finds that the territory contained in the change of
organization or reorganization proposal meets all of the requirements set
forth in 56375.3.(b).

a)

b)

d)

The area does not exceed 150 acres in size, and that area constitutes
the entire island.

The area is less than 150 acres in area size. The parcel is 12.64 acres.

The territory constitutes an entire unincorporated island located
within the limits of a city, or constitutes a reorganization containing a
number of individual unincorporated islands.

The City’s proposal contains one individual unincorporated parcel and is
surrounded on three sides by the City.

The territory is surrounded or substantially surrounded by the City to
which annexation is proposed.

The parcel which is proposed for annexation is surrounded on three sides
by the City of Hanford.

The territory is substantially developed or developing.

The parcel which is proposed for annexation is considered developed or
developing. The Area contains a variety of industrial uses surrounding the
property and are bordered by 4 residences to the east. The City of Hanford
has stated that municipal services are available and is therefore considered
either developed or developing territory.

Case 23-03 Page 2



e) The territory is not prime agricultural land.

Hanford Annexation No. 159 is considered urban fringe of the City and has
been established for urban type uses. The subject parcel being considered
for annexation is not considered Prime Agricultural Land as defined in
Government Code Section 56064.

f) The territory will benefit from the annexation or is receiving benefits
from the annexing City.

Undeveloped territory within this Hanford fringe area will benefit by being
allowed to receive municipal services from the City of Hanford, and proceed
with development proposals which were not allowed under the County’s
current General Plan Policies that require annexation.

Factors required by Government Code Section 56668:

1. Area as proposed for annexation & detachment

Island Area No. 1

Population Estimate: 0

Population Density: 0 per acre

Land Area: 12.64 acres

Land Use: mostly vacant land with a rail spur.
Assessed Value of Annexation Area: $53,715

Per Capita Assessed Valuation: $53,715

Topography: Flat land

Natural Boundaries: None

Drainage Basins: The City of Hanford has two existing

drainage basin within the area that
the annexed area is potentially able
to tie into.

Proximity to other populated areas: Surrounded by the City on three
sides of the property and existing
residences to the east.

Likelihood of growth in area: This parcel is currently mostly vacant
and may be developed.

Detachment: Kings River Conservation District,
and Excelsior-Kings River

Conservation District.

Case 23-03 Page 3



2. Need for organized community services; the present cost and adequacy of
governmental services and controls in the area; probable future needs for
those services and controls; probable effect of the proposed incorporation,
formation, annexation, or exclusion and of alternative courses of action on
the cost and adequacy of services and controls in the area and adjacent
areas.

The City of Hanford’s General Plan designates this area as Heavy Industrial. As
this parcel develops, the most efficient and logical provider of municipal services
would be the City of Hanford. Costs of any service extensions or connections
would be borne by the development.

Educational services for this area are provided by the Hanford Unified School
District. No increase in enrollment will result from this annexation proposal since it
is zoned Heavy Industrial and would not pose any new residential uses.

3. The effect of the proposed action and of alternative actions, on adjacent
areas, on mutual social and economic interests, and on the local
governmental structure of the county.

The proposal will result in minimal reduction in property taxes to the County, and
have minimal impact on County government. The County will lose tax revenue
($65), but will no longer be primarily responsible for sheriff and fire protection. The
subject property is adjacent to the City, and City services can be provided to new
developments.

4. The conformity of both the proposal and its anticipated effects with both
the adopted commission policies on providing planned, orderly, efficient
patterns of urban development, and the policies and priorities set forth in
Section 56377.

The proposed annexation area is a planned and orderly extension of the City of
Hanford, and annexation of this area is in keeping with the Hanford General Plan.
Therefore, the impact of this proposal upon patterns of urban development will
occur as outlined in the City’s General Plan, and will result in the City adding
territory. Any future development on the undeveloped property may need City
services, and since the City already maintains water, sewer and storm drainage
lines near the proposed annexation area, connection to these services can be
efficiently added. Annexation of this area will result in more uniform expansion of
the City’s boundary by adding the unincorporated area.

5. The effect of the proposal on maintaining the physical and economic
integrity of agricultural lands, as defined by Section 56016.

The City of Hanford is primarily surrounded by prime farmland and farmland of

statewide importance according to the Department of Conservation’s Important

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program. However, the annexation area is

identified as “Grazing”, and no farmland is identified in the 2020 Important
Case 23-03 Page 4



Farmland Map. Since the subject territory is not considered farmland, the
urban/agricultural boundary and interface is not likely to change as a result of this
proposal.

6. The definiteness and certainty of the boundaries of the territory, the
nonconformance of proposed boundaries with lines of assessment or
ownership, the creation of islands or corridors of unincorporated territory,
and other similar matters affecting the proposed boundaries.

The boundaries are definite and certain (See Exhibit “A” of the Resolution). The
resulting annexation will improve the boundary line between incorporated and
unincorporated territory by adding this parcel of land to the City of Hanford.

7. A regional transportation plan adopted pursuant to Section 65080, and its
consistency with city or county general and specific plans.

The 2022 Kings County Regional Transportation Plan was adopted on September
14, 2022 pursuant to Section 65080 of the California Government Code. The
annexation is consistent with the City of Hanford’s General Plan

Current Zoning: Heavy Industrial
City Prezoning: Heavy Industrial
County General Plan Designation: Heavy Industrial.
City General Plan Designation: Heavy Industrial.

8. The sphere of influence of any local agency which may be applicable to
the proposal being reviewed.

This annexation is within the Primary Sphere of Influence of the City of Hanford as
adopted by the Commission on October 24, 2007. It is also within the boundaries
of the Kings River Conservation District, and the Excelsior-Kings River
Conservation District. These districts’ policies are to detach areas proposed for
annexation to a city.

9. The comments of any affected local agency or other public agency.

No written comments have been received by the Executive Officer as of August
18, 2023.

10. The ability of the newly formed or receiving entity to provide the
services which are the subject of the application to the area, including the
sufficiency of revenues for those services following the proposed boundary
change.

The City indicates that services such as water, sewer, storm drainage, fire and
police can all be provided to the annexation territory. Sufficient capacity is

Case 23-03 Page 5



available with the City to provide adequate service to these areas. The City’s Plan
for Service is attached as Exhibit “C”.

11. Timely availability of water supplies adequate for projected needs as
specified in Section 65352.5.

Any future development occurring in the subject territory would require connection
to the City’s main water and sewer lines. The development would be required to
develop according to City Standards. The City indicates that sufficient water
supplies are available to serve future development of the subject territory.

12. The extent to which the proposal will affect a city or cities and the
county in achieving their respective fair shares of the regional housing
needs as determined by the appropriate council of governments consistent
with Article 10.6 (commencing with Section 65580) of Chapter 3 of Division 1
of Title 7.

There currently are not any development plans proposed for the annexation area.
The property is zoned Heavy Industrial and it is not anticipated that any residences
would be established on the property. This property has not been relied upon for
lands to establish residential uses under the 2015 Kings County Regional Housing
Needs Allocation Plan, nor was it included in the 2016 Housing Element update.

13. Any information or comments from the landowner or owners.

The City of Hanford provided notices and held public hearings to inform existing
residents and land owners in the annexation area. Originally the City planned to
include five additional parcels immediately east of the project site to be included
but after hearing public comment from some of those property owners the City
Council removed those parcels from Annexation No. 159. In addition, LAFCO
provided published and mailed notice to all land owners and registered voters
within the subject territory and within 300 feet of the project area. No additional
information or comments have been received by property owners or residents
within the subject area in regards to this proposal.

14. Any information relating to existing land use designations.
No other information is applicable.

15. The extent to which the proposal will promote environmental justice. As
used in this subdivision, “environmental justice” means the fair treatment of
people of all races, cultures, and incomes with respect to the location of
public facilities and the provision of public services.

The proposed annexation proposes to annex one unincorporated parcel into the
City of Hanford which will be inclusive of all races, cultures, and income groups.
The City is drafting an MOU to be interred into with the County of Kings which is
proposing to annex the remaining parcels directly east of this annexation which will
also be inclusive of all races, cultures, and income groups.

Case 23-03 Page 6



IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT:

On December 20, 2022, the City of Hanford determined that the project would not result
in significant impacts to the environment with the incorporation of mitigation measures
and Mitigated Negative Declaration No. 2022-62 was adopted by the City of Hanford with
mitigation measures required, as included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting

Program.

LAFCO, as a Responsible Agency, may rely upon the mitigated negative

declaration for this action. A copy of the initial study is attached as Exhibit “D”..

V. RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Executive Officer recommends:

1. That the Commission make the following determinations:

a)

b)

c)

d)

f)

¢)]
h)

It is a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
Guidelines, Section 15096.

The annexation is being taken pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg
Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000.

The distinctive short form designation of the annexation is "Hanford
Annexation No. 159”.

The City requested annexation of one unincorporated parcel to proceed
under Government Code Section 56375.3, with waiver of all protest
proceedings.

All required findings, pursuant to Government Code Section 56375.3, can
be made as outlined in the staff report above for annexation of the
“‘unincorporated island” which is each less than 150 acres in size.

The proposed annexation conforms to the adopted sphere of the influence
for the City of Hanford.

The subject territory is uninhabited.

All property owners and registered voters within the subject territory and
within a 300 foot radius were duly noticed of the public hearing.

All of the factors required by Government Code Section 56668 have been
considered by the Commission before rendering a decision.

The regular county assessment roll will be utilized for this annexation.

The affected territory will not be taxed for existing general bonded
indebtedness.

Case 23-03 Page 7



Find that the Commission has reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration as
described above and utilized by the City of Hanford for this project and has relied
on the mitigated negative declaration for this action.

That the Commission approve LAFCO Case No. 23-03, Hanford Annexation No.
159 by adopting Resolution No. 23-03 and order the annexation to the City of
Hanford and detachment from the Kings River Conservation District, and
Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District subject to the following conditions:

a)

b)

d)

The Kings County Local Agency Formation Commission be designated as the
conducting authority for the “Hanford Annexation No. 159” and be authorized to
proceed with legal steps necessary to complete the annexation without notice,
hearing or election.

The City prepare a final map for recordation with an accompanying legal
description that meets Board of Equalization Standards.

The City shall enter into an MOU with the County of Kings which establishes a
timeline for when the properties immediately east of this parcel shall be
annexed into the City of Hanford prior to final recording of the Certificate of
Completion.

The City shall provide a sufficient fee deposit with LAFCO to cover all

administrative processing prior to final recording of the Certificate of
Completion.

Case 23-03 Page 8



VI. APPROVED LEGAL DESCRIPTION

A legal description of the annexation territory is attached to the resolution.

ADDENDUM

A. Proponent:

City of Hanford

B. Affected Districts Whose Boundaries Will Change:

City of Hanford
Kings River Conservation District
Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District

C. Affected Districts Who’s Boundaries Will Not Change:

County of Kings

Hanford Cemetery District

Hanford Joint Union High School District
Hanford Elementary School District
Kings Mosquito Abatement District
College of the Sequoias
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Exhibit "B"

RESOLUTION NO. 2022-48-R

A RESOLUTION OF APPLICATION BY THE CITY OF HANFORD REQUESTING THE
LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION TO INITIATE PROCEEDINGS FOR
ANNEXATION NO. 159, A REQUEST TO ANNEX APPROXIMATELY 12.64 ACRES OF
UNINCORPORATED KINGS COUNTY LAND INTO THE CITY OF HANFORD FOR
PROPERTY LOCATED SOUTH OF IONA AVENUE, WEST OF 10™ AVENUE (APN
018-242-019).

RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hanford on December 20, 2022, that,

WHEREAS, the City of Hanford desires to initiate proceedings pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-
Hertzberg Local Reorganization Act of 2000, Division 3, commencing with Section 5600 of the California
Government Code, an affected City, as defined therein, may by resolution adopted by its legislative body

make a proposal for a change of organization and request initiation of proceedings thereon; and

WHEREAS, notice of intent to adopt this resolution of application has been given, and this Council

has conducted a public hearing based upon this notification; and
WHEREAS, the principal reasons for the proposed annexation are as follows:

1. The land will be within the Primary Sphere of Influence.

2. The capacity of the water, sewer, fire, school, and police services are adequate to service the area to
be annexed, or will be adequate at the time that development occurs.

3. Land for development within the City limits is insufficient to meet the current land use needs.

4. The territory to be annexed is contiguous to existing developed areas.

WHEREAS, the following agency would be affected by the proposed jurisdictional changes:

Agency Nature of Change
City of Hanford Annexation

WHEREAS, the territory proposed to be annexed is uninhabited, and a map and description of
the boundaries of the territory are attached hereto as Exhibits A (annexation map) and B (legal

description) and by this reference incorporated herein, and,
WHEREAS, the proposal is consistent with the General Plan of the City of Hanford; and

WHEREAS, it is desired to provide that the proposed annexation be subject to the following terms

and conditions:



1. That the annexation area be prezoned I-H Heavy Industrial, in accordance with the General Plan.

WHEREAS, this proposal will be consistent with the spheres of influence for all agencies which would

be affected by the annexation; and

WHEREAS, The Council certified that an Initial Study was prepared for the project, consistent with

the California Environmental Quality Act; and

WHEREAS, the City Council determined that the project would not result in significant impacts to the
environment with the incorporation of mitigation measures and Mitigated Negative Declaration No. 2022-
62 was adopted and mitigations measures required, as included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting

Program, shown in Exhibit C.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, this Resolution of Application is hereby adopted and
approved by the City Council of the City of Hanford and the Local Agency Formation Commission of
Kings County is hereby requested to take proceedings of the annexation of territory as authorized in the

manner provided by the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford held on
the 20" day of December 2022, by the following vote:

AYES: Council Member 'jf%i’lﬂ— Fﬂ&gf/{
MJ_UK Katng
Kaboh Mrwrd
Dune Shanp
L Marhines,

NOES: Council Member
ABSTAIN: Council Member
ABSENT: Council Member

Z 2
\———-—k—ﬁ

MAYOR



STATE OF CALIFORNIA)
COUNTY OF KINGS )
CITY OF HANFORD ) SS

I, Natalie Corral, City Clerk of the City of Hanford, do hereby certity that the foregoing Resolution
was duly passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of Hanford at a regular meeting thereof held
on the 20" day of December 2022.

. feeonal

City Clerk




Exhibit A

Annexation Map
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Exhibit B

Legal Description



LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF TERRITORY
ANNEXED TO THE

CITY OF HANFORD

ANNEXATION NO. 159

APN: 018-242-019

The south half of the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of Section 13, Township
19 South, Range 21 East, Mount Diablo Base and Meridian, according to Government
Township Plat approved April 15, 1855.

Excepting Therefrom the west 50 feet thereof.

Also Excepting Therefrom the east 435.6 feet thereof.

DMA Project No. 14-051 Page 1 of 1



Exhibit C

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program



Annexation 159 and Prezone No. 2021-09

Mitigation Measures
Mitigated Negative Declaration 2022-62

Mitigation Number Potential Impact Mitigation Measure Responsible
Party
AESTHETICS
MM Aesthetics 1 The project could That the land be developed consistent with the General Plan, Hanford Developer
substantially degrade the | Municipal Code, and Tree Ordinance.
existing visual character
or quality of the site and
its surroundings?
MM Aesthetics 2 The project may create a | That future development complies with the Hanford Municipal Code Developer

new source of substantial
light or glare which would
adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the
area?

Section 17.50.140 Outdoor Lighting Standards and the California Building
Code for outdoor lighting standards.

AIR QUALITY

MM Air Quality 1 -5

The project may conflict
with or obstruct
implementation of the
applicable air quality
plan?

MM Air Quality 1: That future development projects be forwarded to the
SJVAPCD for review and comments and that future development comply
with the SIVAPCDC Air Quality Plan.

MM Air Quality 2: That future development projects shall prepare a
technical assessment in consultation with the District, and consider a
VERA for development project determined to result in significant air
quality impacts.

MM Air Quality 3: That future development proponents ensure
compliance of the state anti-idling regulation (13 CCR § 2485 and 13
CCR § 2480) in order to limit the amount of idling, especially near
sensitive receptors.

MM _Air Quality 4: That future development project operation and

City to Require




construction be quantified using CalEEMod to ensure that development
does not expose nearby residential receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations.

MM Air Quality 5: That future development projects be evaluated to
ensure that operation does not create objectional odors, consistent with the
Hanford Municipal Code Section 17.50.050.

Recommendations of Future Development:

1. That future development proponents utilize the cleanest available
HHD trucks, including zero and near-zero (0.02 g/bhphr NOXx)
technologies for fleets associated with operation.

2. That future development proponents utilize zero-emissions
technologies for all on-site service equipment (cargo handling,
yard hostlers, forklifts, pallet jacks, etc.)

3. That future development of the annexation area incorporate
vegetative barriers and urban greening as a measure to further
reduce air pollution exposure on sensitive receptors (e.g.,
residences, schools, healthcare facilities).

4. That future development project proponents incorporate solar
power systems as an emission reduction strategy for future
development projects

5. That future development project proponents install electric vehicle
chargers at future project sites, and at strategic locations.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

MM Cultural
Resources 1-4

The project could
potentially cause a
substantial adverse
change in the significance
of an archeological
resource pursuant to
Public Resources Code
15064.5?

The project could

MM Cultural Resources 1: That a Burial Treatment Plan be entered to by
the applicant/property owner prior to any earth disturbing activities.

Developer to
coordinate with
the Tachi Yokut
Tribe




potentially disturb human
remains, including those
interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

MM Geology 1

That the project may
expose people or
structures to potential
substantial adverse
effects including the risk
of loss, injury, or death
involving: - strong seismic
ground shaking; -
seismic-related ground
failure, including
liquefaction,; - landslides.

The project may be
located on a geologic unit
or soil that is unstable, or
that would become
unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

That the future physical development of the project comply with the
applicable General Plan policies, as well as the California Building Code.

City of Hanford
must ensure
conditions are set
forth to mitigate
impacts;
Developer to
comply with
standards

MM Geology 2

That the project may
expose people or
structures to potential
substantial adverse
effects including the risk
of loss, injury, or death
involving: - strong seismic
ground shaking; -
seismic-related ground
faiture, including
liquefaction,; - landslides.

That a geotechnical and soil studies be prepared as a required by the
Building Official (if applicable) for future physical development of the project
area.

Building Official to
require; developer
to conduct study




The project may be
located on a geologic unit
or soil that is unstable, or
that would become
unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

MM Geology 3 That the project could That the physical development of the project area comply with the Hanford | City to require;
result in substantial soil Municipal Code Section 15.52 Flood Damage Prevention Regulation and | developer to
erosion or the loss of the California Building Code, along with the plan check and development | comply
topsoil? review process.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

MM Hydrology 1 & | The project could 1) Future development that disturbs more than one acre is required to | City to require;

2 potentially violate water comply with the General Permit Order No. 2012-0006-DWQ during | Developer to
quality standards or construction. Proponents of new development would have to develop | provide

waste discharge
requirements.

That the project could
potentially substantially
alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area,
including through the
alteration of the course of
a stream or river, in a
manner which would
result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or
off-site?

2)

and implement a stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) that
specifies best management practices (BMPs) to prevent construction
pollutants from contacting stormwater, with the intent of keeping all
products of erosion from moving off-site and into receiving waters;
eliminate or reduce non-stormwater discharges to storm sewer
systems and other waters of the United States; and inspect all BMPs;

New development would be required to implement appropriate
minimum control measures (MCMs) and design standards in
compliance with Phase Il General Permit, as outlined in the Stormwater
Management Plan, as well as the City's grading plan and site
development requirements.





































































































































































































































contribution to GHG emissions would be minor compared to the State's GHG emission target of 427
MMTCO2 eq by 2020, the construction-related GHG emissions of the project would be considered less
than significant. The operational emission from the projects would be indirect emissions from electricity
usage. Compliance with current building code standards will assist in the reduction of energy use. The
emissions are considered less than significant with mitigation incorporation.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Less than Significant — The projects are not expected to have a significant impact as a result of hazards
or hazardous materials.

Hydrology/Water Quality

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation — the projects will be developed in accordance with City
requirements specific to hydrology and water quality. Mitigations have been required on a project by
project basis.

Land Use Planning and Population
Less than Significant -The projects are being developed consistent with the General Plan policy. This
project and existing projects in the area have been developed consistent with the General Plan.

Mineral Resources
No Impact - there are no known mineral resources in the City.

Noise

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation- this project and future existing projects within the area
are required to meet the decibel requirement prescribed by the General Plan for Noise. Construction-
related noise would be mitigated through the limitation of hours construction is permitted (between 7 am.
and 10 p.m.). Full build out of the General Plan would possibly result in a maximum increase of 2 decibels
when compared to existing conditions. According to the Caltrans Technical Noise Supplement, the
average healthy ear can barely perceive noise level changes of 3 dBA. As a result, it is anticipated that
full buildout of the General Plan, including development of this site, would not result in a substantial
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels exiting without the project.

Population and Housing
No Impact

Public Services
Less than Significant with Payment of Impact Fees to Mitigate Effect -The projects in the vicinity are
subject to impact fees to mitigate the effect on public services.

Recreation
No impact

Transportation/Traffic

Less than Significant with Payment of Impact Fees and Future Road Improvements to Mitigate Effect -
The circulation pattern in the vicinity has been designed to accommodate future build out in the area in
accordance with the Circulation Element. The projects will have a less than significant cumulative impact
on traffic and circulation conditions through appropriate project design and payment of traffic impact fees,
as required.

Utilities and Service Systems

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation — Impacts to utilities and services are considered less
than significant with compliance with existing State and local water conservation measures. This project
and future projects in the area have been accounted for and can be served by the City's utilities and
service systems.



Annexation 159 and Prezene No. 2021-09

Mitigation Measures

Mitigated Negative Declaration 2022-62

Mitigation Number Potential Impact Mitigation Measure Responsible
Party
AESTHETICS
MM Aesthetics 1 The project could That the land be developed consistent with the Generat Plan, Hanford Developer
substantially degrade the | Municipal Code, and Tree Ordinance.
existing visual character
or quality of the site and
its surroundings?
MM Aesthetics 2 The project may create a | That future development complies with the Hanford Municipal Code Developer
new source of substantial | Section 17.50.140 Qutdoor Lighting Standards and the California Building
light or glare which would | Code for outdoor lighting standards.
adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the
area?
AIR QUALITY
MM Air Quality 1: That future development projects be forwarded to the City 1o Require

MM Air Quality 1 -5

The project may conflict
with or obstruct
implementation of the
applicable air quality
plan?

SJVAPCD for review and comments and that future development comply
with the SIVAPCDC Air Quality Plan.

MM Air Quality 2: That future development projects shall prepare a
technical assessment in consultation with the District, and consider a
VERA for development project determined to result in significant air
quality impacts.

MM Air Quality 3: That future development proponents ensure
compliance of the state anti-idiing regulation (13 CCR § 2485 and 13
CCR § 2480) in order to limit the amount of idling, especially near
sensitive receptors.

MM _Air Quality 4: That future development project operation and




MM Cultural
Resources 1-4

‘construction be quantified using CalEEMod to ensure that development
does not expose nearby residential receptors to subslantial pollutant
concentrations.

MM Air Quality 5: That future development projects be evaluated to
ensure that operation does not create objectional odors, consistent with the
Hanford Municipal Cede Section 17.50.050.

Recommendations of Future Development:

1. That future development proponents utilize the cleanest available
HHD trucks, including zero and near-zero {0.02 g/bhphr NOx)
technologies for fleets associated with operation

2. That future development proponents ulilize zero-emissions
technologies for all on-site service equipment (cargo handling,
yard hostlers, forklifts, pallet jacks, etc.)

3. That future development of the annexation area incorporate
vegetative barriers and urban greening as a measure to further
reduce air pollution exposure on sensitive receptors (e.g.,
residences, schools, healthcare facilities).

4. That future development project propenents incorporate solar
power systems as an emission reduction strategy for future
development projects

5. That future development project proponents install electric vehicle
chargers at future project sites, and at strategic locations.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

The project could
potentially cause a
substantial adverse
change in the significance
of an archeological
resource pursuant to
Public Resources Code
15064.57

| The project could

MM Cultural Resources 1: That a Burial Treatment Plan be entered to by
the applicant/property owner prior to any earth disturbing activities.

Developer to
coordinate with
the Tachi Yokut
Tribe




potentially disturb human
remains, including those
interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

MM Geology 1

MM Geclogy 2

That the project may
expose people or
structures to potential

substantial adverse
effects including the risk

| of loss, injury, or death
involving: - strong seismic
ground shaking; -
seismic-related ground
failure, including
liquefaction; - landslides.

The project may be
located on a geologic unit
or soil that is unstable, or
that would become
unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral
spreading. subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

That the future physical development of the project comply with the
applicable General Plan policies, as well as the California Building Code.

| impacts;

City of Hanford
must ensure
conditions are set
forth to mitigate

Developer to
comply with
standards

That the project may
expose people or

structures to potential
substantial adverse
effects including the risk
of loss. injury, or death
involving: - strong seismic
ground shaking; -
seismic-related ground
failure, including
liguefaction; - landslides.

That a geotechnical and soil studies be prepared as a required by the
Building Official (if applicable) for future physical development of the project
area.

Building Cfficial to
require; developer
to conduct study




The project may be
located on a geologic unit
or soil that is unstable, or
that would become
unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence,
liguefaction or collapse?

MM Geology 3

That the project could
| result in substantia! soil
erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

That the physical development of the project area comply with the Hanford
Municipal Code Section 15.52 Flood Damage Prevention Regulation and
the California Building Code, along with the plan check and development
review process,

City to require;
developer to
comply

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

MM Hydrology 1 &
2

The project could
potentially violate water
quality standards or
waste discharge
requirements.

That the project could
potentially substantially
aiter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area,
including through the
alteration of the course of
| a stream or river, in a

manner which would

result in substantial

erosion or siltation on- or
Il off-site?

K

2)

Future development that disturbs more than one acre is required to
comply with the General Permit Order No. 2012-0006-DWQ during
construction. Proponents of new development would have to develop
and implement a stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) that
specifies best management practices (BMPs) to prevent construction
pollutants from contacting stormwater, with the intent of keeping all
products of erosion from moving off-site and into receiving waters;
eliminate or reduce non-stormwater discharges to storm sewer
systems and other waters of the United States; and inspect all BMPs;

New development would be required to implement appropriate
minimum control measures (MCMs} and design standards in
compliance with Phase I! General Permit, as outlined in the Stormwater
Management Plan, as well as the City’s grading plan and site
development requirements.

City to require;
Developer to
provide




MM Hydrology 3 The project could New development must submit grading plans. Site development must City to require;
potentially substantialiy comply with the requirements of the Cily Building Division and incorporate | Developer to
alter the existing drainage | best management practices/design standards. provide
pattern of the site or area,
including through the
alteration of a stream or
river, or substantially
increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff
in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or
off-site?

MM Hydrology 4 Create or contribute New development must submit grading plans. Site development must City to require;
runoff water which would | comply with the requirements of the City Building Division and incorporate | Developer fo
exceed the capacity of best management practices/design standards. provide
existing or planned
stormwater drainage
systems or provide
substantial additional
sources of polluted
runoff?

MM Hydrology 5 Otherwise substantially New development would have to incorporate best management practices | City to require:
degrade water quality? and adhere to design standards to maximize the reduction of pollutant Developer to

leadings in runoff to the maximum extent practical. provide

NOISE

MM Noise 1 Exposure of persons to or | That future development of the project site complies with applicable | Residents and
generalion of noise levels | regulations and policies of the General Plan to ensure that construction- | developer; Police
in excess of standards related impacts would be attenuated to the greatest extend feasible. to enforce

established in the local
general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable
standards of other




agencies?

MM Noise 2& 3

Exposure of persons to or
generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise
levels?

The project could cause a
substantial temporary or
pericdic increase in
ambient noise levels
existing without the
project?

That future construction is limited to the hours of 7 a.m. 10 10 p.m,

Developer; Police
to enforce

PUBLIC FACILITIES

MM Public
Facilities 1

The project may result in
substantial adverse
physical impacts
associated with the
provisien of new or
physically aitered
governmental facilities,
need for new or physically
altered governmental
facilities. (Fire)

The project will be subject to fire impact fees

Developer to pay

MM Public
Fagcilities 2

The project may result in
substantial adverse
physical impacts
associated with the
provision of new or
physically aitered
governmental facilities,
need for new or physically
altered governmental
facilities. (Police}

The project will be subject to police impact fees.

Developer to pay

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS




MM Utilities 1

_

MM Utilities 2:

Would the project have
sufficient water supplies
available to serve the
project from existing
enlitlements and
resources, or are new or
expanded entitliements
needed?

'That the future development would be required to implement water :

conservation measures,

Would the project comply
with federal, state, and

| local statures related to
solid waste?

That the future project be required to comply with all statutes and
regulations related to solid waste.

City to require and
ensure
compliance;
developer and
future occupants
to adhere

City to require;
developer to
provide




San Joaquin Valley -
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT HEALTHY AIR LIVING

July 14, 2022

Gabrielle Myers
City of Hanford
Planning Division
317 N. Douty Street
Hanford, CA, 93230

Project: Annexation 159 and Prezone No. 2021-09
District CEQA Reference No: 20220843
Dear Ms. Myers:

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (District) has reviewed the
Annexation and Prezone from the City of Hanford (City). Per the project documentation,
the project consists of the annexation of 12.64 acres into the City of Hanford and the
pre-zoning of that property as |-H (Heavy Industrial), in accordance with the Generat
Ptan designation for the area {Project}). The Project is located south of lona Avenue and
west of 10" Avenue, in Hanford, CA (APN 018-242-019).

The District offers the following comments regarding the Project:

1) Project Related Emissions

At the federal level under the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), the
District is designated as extreme nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone standards and
serious nonattainment for the particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size
(PM2.5) standards. At the state level under California Ambient Air Quality Standards
(CAAQS), the District is designated as nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone, PM10,
PM2.5 standards.

The annexation of property will not have an impact on air quality. However, if
approved, future development projects will contribute to the overall decline in air
quality due to construction activities, increased traffic, and ongoing operational

emissions.
Samir Sheikh
Executiva OirectarfAir Poltution Control Officer
Northern Region Cantral Region (Main Dffica) Southern Region
4800 Enterprise Way 1880 E. Gettyshunp Avenug 34945 Fiyover Cowrt
Modesto, CA 85356-8718 Fresno, CA 83726-0244 Bakersfiald, CA 833089725
Tel: (208) 557-6400 FAX: |209) 557-6475 Tel: {559 230-6080 FAX: (558) 230-6081 Tel: {681) 392-5500 FAX:(661) 392-5585

www.vellayair.org www.healthyairliving.com RPN . 1



San Joaquin Valfey Air Pollution Control District Page 2of 12
District Reference No. 20220843
July 14, 2022

1a) Recommended Model for Quantifying Air Emissions

For future development projects, project-related criteria pollutant emissions
from construction and operational sources should be identified and quantified.
Emissions analysis should be performed using the Cafifornia Emission
Estimator Model (CalEEMod), which uses the most recent CARB-approved
version of relevant emissions models and emission factors. CalEEMod is
available to the public and can be downloaded from the CalEEMod website at:
www.caleemod.com.

2) Health Risk Screening/Assessment

The City should evaluate the risk associated with the Project for sensitive receptors
(residences, businesses, hospitals, day-care facilities, health care facilities, etc.) in
the area and mitigate any potentially significant risk to help limit exposure of
sensitive receptors to emissions.

To determine potentiat health impacts on surrounding receptors (residences,
businesses, hospitals, day-care facilities, health care facilities, etc.) a Prioritization
and/or a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) should be performed for future
development projects. These health risk determinations should quantify and
characterize potential Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs) identified by the Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment/California Air Resources Board
(OEHHA/CARB) that pose a present or potential hazard to human health.

Health risk analyses should include all potential air emissions from the project, which
include emissions from construction of the project, including multi-year construction,
as well as ongoing operational activities of the project. Note, two common sources
of TACs can be attributed to diesel exhaust emitted from heavy-duty off-road earth
moving equipment during construction, and from ongoing operation of heavy-duty
on-road trucks.

Prioritization (Screening Health Risk Assessment):

A “Prioritization” is the recommended method for a conservative screening-level
health risk assessment. The Prioritization should be performed using the California
Air Pollution Control Officers Association's (CAPCOA) methodology.

The District recommends that a more refined analysis, in the form of an HRA, be
performed for any project resulting in a Prioritization score of 10 or greater. This is
because the prioritization results are a conservative health risk representation, while
the detailed HRA provides a more accurate health risk evaluation.

To assist land use agencies and project proponents with Prioritization analyses, the
District has created a prioritization calculator based on the aforementioned CAPCOA
guidelines, which can be found here:
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3)

http:/iwww.valleyair.org/busind/pto/emission factors/Criteria/Toxics/Utilities/PRIORI
TIZATION-CALCULATOR.xls

Health Risk Assessment:

Prior to performing an HRA, it is strongly recommended that land use agencies/
project proponents develop and submit for District review a health risk modeling
protocol that outlines the sources and methodologies that will be used to perform the
HRA. This step will ensure all components are addressed when performing the
HRA.

A development project would be considered to have a potentially significant health

risk if the HRA demonstrates that the projeci-related health impacts would exceed

the District's significance threshold of 20 in a million for carcinogenic risk, or 1.0 for
either the Acute or Chronic Hazard Indices.

A project with a significant health risk would trigger all feasible mitigation measures.
The District strongly recommends that development projects that result in a
significant health risk not be approved by the land use agency.

The District is available to review HRA protocols and analyses. For HRA submittals
please provide the following information electronically to the District for review:

¢ HRA (AERMOD) modeling files
HARPZ2 files
Summary of emissions source locations, emissions rates, and emission factor
calculations and methodologies.

For assistance, please contact the District's Technical Services Department by:

E-Mailing inquiries to: hramodeler@vallevair.org
e Calling {559) 230-5900

Recommended Measure: Development projects resulting in TAC emissions should be
located an adequate distance from residential areas and other sensitive receptors in
accordance to CARB's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health
Perspective located at hitps://ww3.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf.

Ambient Air Quality Analysis

An Ambient Air Quality Analysis (AAQA) uses air dispersion modeling to determine if
emissions increases from a project will cause or contribute to a violation of State or
National Ambient Air Quality Standards. The District recommends an AAQA be
performed for any future development projects with emissions that exceed 100
pounds per day of any pollutant.
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5)

6)

An acceptable analysis would include emissions from both project-specific permitted
and non-permitted equipment and activities. The District recommends consultation
with District staff to determine the appropriate model and input data to use in the
analysis.

Specific information for assessing significance, including screening tools and
modeling guidance, is available online at the District's website:
www.valleyair.org/ceqga.

Allowed Uses Not Requiring Project-Specific Discretionary Approval

In some cases, for future development projects, the City may determine that a
project be approved as an allowed use not requiring a project-specific discretionary
approval from the City. The District recommends the Annexation and Prezone
include language supported by policy requiring such projects to prepare a technical
assessment in consultation with the District, and recommending that a VERA be
considered for development projects determined to result in a significant impact on
air quality. For example, this requirement would apply to large development projects
(e.g., large residential project, large distribution center, large warehouse, etc.) that
would have the potential to significantly impact air quality and is determined by the
City to be allowed by use, not requiring a project specific discretionary approval from
the City.

Truck Routing

Truck routing involves the assessment of which roads Heavy Heavy-Duty (HHD)
trucks take to and from their destination, and the emissions impact that the HHD
trucks may have on residential communities and sensitive receptors. Since the
Project will be zoned Heavy Industrial, there is potential for an increase in truck trips.

The District recommends the City evaluate HHD truck routing patterns for future
development projects, with the aim of limiting exposure of residential communities
and sensitive receptors to emissions. This evaluation would consider the current
truck routes, the quantity and type of each truck {e.g., Medium Heavy-Duty, HHD,
etc.), the destination and origin of each trip, traffic volume correlation with the time of
day or the day of the week, overall Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), and associated
exhaust emissions. The truck routing evaluation would also identify alternative truck
routes and their impacts on VMT and air quality.

Cleanest Available Heavy-Duty Trucks

The San Joaquin Valley will not be able to attain stringent health-based federal air
quality standards without significant reductions in emissions from HHD trucks, the
single largest source of NOx emissions in the San Joaquin Valley. The District's
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8)

9)

CARB-approved 2018 PM2.5 Plan includes significant new reductions from HHD
trucks, including emissions reductions by 2023 through the implementation of
CARB’s Statewide Truck and Bus Regulation, which requires truck fleets operating
in California to meet the 2010 standard of 0.2 g-NOx/bhp-hr by 2023. Additionally,
to meet federal air quality attainment standards, the District's Plan relies on a
significant and immediate transition of HHD fleets to zero or near-zero emissions
technologies, including the near-zero truck standard of 0.02 g/bhp-hr NOx
established by CARB.

For future development projects, the District recommends that the following
measures be considered by the City to reduce Project-related operational emissions:

* Recommended Measure: Fleets associated with operational activities utilize
the cleanest available HHD trucks, including zero and near-zero (0.02 g/bhp-
hr NOx) technologies.

e Recommended Measure: All on-site service equipment (cargo handling, yard
hostlers, forklifts, pallet jacks, etc.) utilize zero-emissions technologies.

Reduce Idling of Heavy-Duty Trucks

The goal of this strategy is to limit the potential for localized PM2.5 and toxic air
contaminant impacts associated with the idling of Heavy-Duty trucks. The diesel
exhaust from idling has the potential to impose significant adverse health and
environmental impacts.

Since future development projects are expected to result in HHD truck trips, the
District recommends the Annexation and Prezone include measures to ensure
compliance of the state anti-idling regulation (13 CCR § 2485 and 13 CCR § 2480)
and discuss the importance of limiting the amount of idling, especially near sensitive
receptors.

Electric On-Site Off-Road and On-Road Equipment

Since the Project will be zoned Heavy Industrial, future development projects may
have the potential to result in increased use of off-road equipment (e.g., forklifts) and
on-road equipment {e.g., mobile yard trucks with the ability to move materials). The
District recommends that the Annexation and Prezone include requirements for
project proponents to utilize electric or zero emission off-road and on-road
equipment,

Vegetative Barriers and Urban Greening

For future development projects within the Project area, and at strategic locations
throughout the Project area in general, the District suggests the City consider
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incorporating vegetative barriers and urban greening as a measure to further reduce
air pollution exposure on sensitive receptors (e.g., residences, schools, healthcare
facilities).

While various emission control techniques and programs exist to reduce air quality
emissions from mobile and stationary sources, vegetative barriers have been shown
to be an additional measure to potentially reduce a population’s exposure to air
pollution through the interception of airborne particles and the update of gaseous
pollutants. Examples of vegetative barriers include, but are not limited to the
following: trees, bushes, shrubs, or a mix of these. Generally, a higher and thicker
vegetative barrier with full coverage will result in greater reductions in downwind
pollutant concentrations. In the same manner, urban greening is also a way to help
improve air quality and public health in addition to enhancing the overall
beautification of a community with drought tolerant, low-maintenance greenery.

10)Clean Lawn and Garden Equipment in the Community

Since the Project consists of industrial development, gas-powered lawn and garden
equipment have the potential to result in an increase of NOx and PM2.5 emissions.
Utilizing electric lawn care equipment can provide residents with immediate
economic, environmental, and health benefits. The District recommends the Project
proponent consider the District's Clean Green Yard Machines (CGYM) program
which provides incentive funding for replacement of existing gas powered lawn and
garden equipment. More information on the District CGYM program and funding can
be found at: hitp://www.valleyair.org/grants/cgym.htm

and http://valleyair.org/grants/cqym-commercial.htm.

11)On-Site Solar Deployment

It is the policy of the State of California that renewable energy resources and zero-
carbon resources supply 100% of retail sales of electricity to California end-use
customers by December 31, 2045. While various emission control techniques and
programs exist to reduce air quality emissions from mobile and stationary sources,
the production of solar energy is contributing to improving air quality and public
health. The District suggests that the City consider incorporating solar power
systems as an emission reduction strategy for future development projects.

12)Electric Vehicle Chargers

To support and accelerate the installation of electric vehicle charging equipment and
development of required infrastructure, the District offers incentives to public
agencies, businesses, and property owners of multi-unit dwellings to install electric
charging infrastructure (Level 2 and 3 chargers). The purpose of the District's
Charge Up! Incentive program is to promote clean air alternative-fuel technologies
and the use of low or zero-emission vehicles. The District recommends that the City
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and project proponents install electric vehicle chargers at future project sites, and at
strategic locations.

Please visit www.vallevair.org/grants/chargeup.htm for more information.

13)Nuisance Odors

While offensive odors rarely cause any physical harm, they can be unpleasant,
leading to considerable distress among the public and often resulting in citizen
complaints.

The City should consider all available pertinent information to determine if future
development projects could have a significant impact related to nuisance odors.
Nuisance odors may be assessed qualitatively taking into consideration the
proposed business or industry type and its potential to create odors, as well as
proximity to off-site receptors that potentially would be exposed to objectionable
odors. The intensity of an odor source’s operations and its proximity to receptors
influences the potential significance of malodorous emissions. Any project with the
potential to frequently expose members of the public to objectionable odors should
be deemed to have a significant impact.

According to the District Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating air Quality Impacts
(GAMAAQI), a significant odor impact is defined as more than one confirmed
complaint per year averaged over a three-year period, or three unconfirmed
complaints per year averaged over a three-year period. An unconfirmed complaint
means that either the odor or air contaminant release could not be detected, or the
source of the odor could not be determined.

14)District Rules and Regulations

The District issues permits for many types of air pollution sources, and regulates
some activities that do not require permits. A project subject to District rules and
regulations would reduce its impacts on air quality through compliance with the
District’s regulatory framework. In general, a regulation is a collection of individual
rules, each of which deals with a specific topic. As an example, Regulation |
(Permits) includes District Rule 2010 (Permits Required), Rule 2201 (New and
Modified Stationary Source Review), Rule 2520 {Federally Mandated Operating
Permits), and several other rules pertaining to District permitting requirements and
processes.

The list of rules below is neither exhaustive nor exclusive. Current District rules can
be found online at: www.valleyair.org/rules/1ruleslist.htm. To identify other District
rules or regulations that apply to future projects, or to obtain information about
District permit requirements, the project proponents are strongly encouraged to
contact the District's Small Business Assistance (SBA) Office at (559) 230-5888.
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14a) District Rules 2010 and 2201 - Air Quality Permitting for Stationary

Sources

Stationary Source emissions include any building, structure, facility, or
installation which emits or may emit any affected pollutant directly or as a
fugitive emission. District Rule 2010 (Permits Required) requires operators of
emission sources to obtain an Authority to Construct (ATC) and Permit to
Operate (PTO) from the District. District Rule 2201 (New and Modified
Stationary Source Review) requires that new and modified stationary sources
of emissions mitigate their emissions using Best Available Control Technology
(BACT).

Future development projects may be subject to District Rule 2010 (Permits
Required) and Rule 2201 (New and Modified Stationary Source Review) and
may require District permits. Prior to construction, the project proponents
should submit to the District an application for an ATC.

Recommended Mitigation Measure: For projects subject to permitting by the
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, demonstration of compliance
with District Rule 2201 shall be provided to the City before issuance of the first
building permit.

For further information or assistance, project proponents may contact the
District's SBA Office at (559) 230-5888.

14b) District Rule 9510 - Indirect Source Review {ISR)

Future development projects within the Annexation and Prezone may be
subject to District Rule 9510 if upon full buildout, the project would equal or
exceed any of the following applicability thresholds, depending on the type of
development and public agency approval mechanism:

Table 1: ISR Applicability Thresholds

Development Discretionary rlll?:::vteegzlszpllgs‘;:ilg;ht
Type Approval Threshold Thresholds
Residential 50 dwelling units 250 dwelling units
Commercial 2,000 square feet 10,000 square feet

| Light Industrial 25,000 square feet 125,000 square feet
Heavy Industrial 100,000 square feet | 500,000 square feet
Medical Office 20,000 square feet 100,000 square feet
General Office 39,000 square feet 195,000 square feet
Educational Office | 9,000 square feet 45,000 square feet
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Government 10,00 square feet 50,000 square feet
Recreational 20,000 square feet 100,000 square feet
Other 9,000 square feet 45,000 square feet

District Rule 9510 also applies to any transportation or transit development
projects where construction exhaust emissions equal or exceed two tons of
NOx or two tons of PM.

The purpose of District Rule 9510 is to reduce the growth in both NOx and PM
emissions associated with development and transportation projects from mobile
and area sources; specifically, the emissions associated with the construction
and subsequent operation of development projects. The Rule requires
developers to mitigate their NOx and PM emissions by incorporating clean air
design elements into their projects. Should the proposed development project
clean air design elements be insufficient to meet the required emission
reductions, developers must pay a fee that ultimately funds incentive projects to
achieve off-site emissions reductions.

In the case the individual development project is subject to District Rule 9510,
per Section 5.0 of the rule, an Air Impact Assessment (AlA) application is
required to be submitted no later than applying for project-level approval from a
public agency. Itis preferable for the applicant to submit an AIA application as
early as possible in the public agency's approval process so that proper
mitigation and clean air design under ISR can be incorporated into the public
agency's analysis.

Information about how to comply with District Rule 8510 can be found online at:
hitp://www.valleyair.org/ISR/ISRHome.htm.

The AlA application form can be found online at:
hitp://www.valleyair.org/ISR/ISRFormsAndApplications.htm.

District staff is available to provide assistance with determining if the Project
OR future development projects will be subject to Rule 9510, and can be
reached by phone at (659) 230-5900 or by email at |ISR@valleyair.org.

14c¢) District Rule 9410 (Employer Based Trip Reduction)

Future development projects may be subject to District Rule 9410 (Employer
Based Trip Reduction) if the project would result in employment of 100 or more
“eligible” employees. District Rule 9410 requires employers with 100 or more
“eligible” employees at a worksite to establish an Employer Trip Reduction
Implementation Plan (eTRIP) that encourages employees to reduce single-
occupancy vehicle trips, thus reducing pollutant emissions associated with work
commutes. Under an eTRIP plan, employers have the flexibility to select the
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options that work best for their worksites and their employees.

Information about District Rule 9410 can be found online at:
www.valleyair.org/tripreduction.htm.

For additional information, you can contact the District by phone at 559-230-
6000 or by e-mail at etrip@valleyair.org

14d) District Rule 4002 (National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants)

In the event an existing building will be renovated, partially demolished or
removed, future development projects may be subject to District Rule 4002.
This rule requires a thorough inspection for asbestos to be conducted before
any regulated facility is demolished or renovated. Information on how to
comply with District Rule 4002 can be found online at:
hitp://www.valleyair.org/busind/comply/asbestosbultn.htm.

14e) District Rule 4601 (Architectural Coatings)

Future development projects may be subject to District Rule 4601 since it may
utilize architectural coatings. Architectural coatings are paints, varnishes,
sealers, or stains that are applied to structures, portable buildings, pavements
or curbs. The purpose of this rule is to limit VOC emissions from architectural
coatings. In addition, this rule specifies architectural coatings storage, cleanup
and labeling requirements. Additional information on how to comply with
District Rule 4601 requirements can be found online at:
http.//www.valleyair.org/rules/currntrules/r4601.pdf

14f) District Regulation VIl (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions)

The project proponent may be required to submit a Construction Notification
Form or submit and receive approval of a Dust Control Plan prior to
commencing any earthmoving activities as described in Regulation VIil,
specifically Rule 8021 — Construction, Demolition, Excavation, Extraction, and
Other Earthmoving Activities.

Should the project result in at least 1-acre in size, the project proponent shall
provide written notification to the District at least 48 hours prior to the project
proponents intent to commence any earthmoving activities pursuant to District
Rule 8021 (Construction, Demolition, Excavation, Extraction, and Other
Earthmoving Activities). Also, should the project result in the disturbance of 5-
acres or more, or will include moving, depositing, or relocating more than 2,500
cubic yards per day of bulk materials, the project proponent shall submit to the
District a Dust Control Plan pursuant to District Rule 8021 (Construction,
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Demolition, Excavation, Extraction, and Other Earthmoving Activities). For
additional information regarding the written notification or Dust Control Plan
requirements, please contact District Compliance staff at (559) 230-5950.

The application for both the Construction Notification and Dust Control Plan can
be found online at:
https://www.vallevair.org/busind/comply/PM10/forms/DCP-Form.docx

Information about District Regulation VIl can be found online at:
http://www.vallevair.org/busind/comply/pm10/compliance _pm10.htm

14g) Other District Rules and Regulations

Future development projects may also be subject to the following District rules:
Rule 4102 (Nuisance) and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Siow Cure, and Emulsified
Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations).

15)Future Projects / Land Use Agency Referral Documents

Future development projects may require an environmental review and air emissions
mitigation. A project's referral documents and environmental review documents
provided to the District for review should include a project summary, the land use
designation, project size, air emissions quantifications and impacts, and proximity to
sensitive receptors and existing emission sources, and air emissions mitigation
measures. For reference and guidance, more information can be found in the
District’s Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts at:
https://www.valleyair.org/iransportation/GAMAQI.pdf
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16)District Comment Letter

The District recommends that a copy of the District's comments be provided to the
Project proponent.

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact Matt Crow by e-
mail at Matt.Crow@valleyair.org or by phone at (559) 230-5931.

Sincerely,

Brian Clements
Director of Permit Services

i
\-\--"--\.
~ dr//:
o) _,—F“’ ! R

For: Mark Montelongo
Program Manager



BEFORE THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
COUNTY OF KINGS, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

% %k ok %k %
IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING ) Resolution No. 23-03
HANFORD ANNEXATION NO.159 )
) Re: LAFCO Case No. 23-03

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2023, a complete application was accepted for filing by the City of
Hanford with the Executive Officer, to annex certain territory to the City of Hanford and detach the
same territory from the Kings River Conservation District and Excelsior-Kings River Conservation
District; and

WHEREAS, the City is requesting annexation proceedings of one unincorporated parcel
without protest proceedings under Government Code Section 56375.3; and

WHEREAS, on August 23, 2023, this Commission held a duly noticed public hearing and
considered the proposed reorganization; and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer's report, with recommendations, was forwarded to
officers, persons, and public agencies as prescribed by law and was reviewed at said public hearing;
and

WHEREAS, the Commission has duly considered the Executive Officer's Report, public
testimony, and the proposal; and

WHEREAS, on December 20, 2022, the City of Hanford found that the project (Hanford
Annexation No. 159) would not result in significant impacts to the environment with the
incorporation of mitigation measures and Mitigated Negative Declaration No. 2022-62 was adopted
by the City of Hanford with mitigation measures required, as included in the Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION OF
KINGS COUNTY RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Commission finds that:

a) It is a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines,
Section 15096.

b) The reorganization is being taken pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local
Government Reorganization Act of 2000.

c) The distinctive short form designation of the reorganization is " Hanford Annexation No.
159”.

Case 21-03



d) The City requested annexation of one unincorporated parcel to proceed under Government
Code Section 56375.3, with waiver of all protest proceedings.

e) All required findings, pursuant to Government Code Section 56375.3, can be made as
follows:
1) The total annexation for each island area does not exceed 150 acres in size.
2) The territory constitutes a reorganization containing one unincorporated island.
3) The territory is surrounded by the City of Hanford.
4) The territory is substantially developed or developing.
5) The territory is not prime agricultural land.
6) The territory will benefit by being allowed to receive municipal services from the City
of Hanford.

f) The proposed annexation conforms to the adopted sphere of influence for the City of
Hanford.

g) The subject territory is uninhabited.

h) All property owners and registered voters within the subject territory and within a 300 foot
radius were duly noticed of the public hearing

i) All of the factors required by Government Code Section 56668 have been considered by the
Commission before rendering a decision.

j) The regular county assessment roll will be utilized for this annexation.
k) The affected territory will not be taxed for existing general bonded indebtedness.

. The Commission has reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration as described above and
utilized by the City of Hanford for this project and has relied on the mitigated negative
declaration for this action.

. That the Commission approve the area which is included within LAFCO Case No. 23-03,
Hanford Annexation No. 159 by adopting Resolution No. 23-03 and order the annexation to the
City of Hanford and detachment from the Kings River Conservation District and the Excelsior-
Kings River Conservation District, subject to the following conditions:

a) The Kings County Local Agency Formation Commission be designated as the conducting
authority for the “Hanford Annexation No. 159” and be authorized to proceed with legal
steps necessary to complete the annexation without notice, hearing or election.

b) The City prepare a final map for recordation with an accompanying legal description that
meets Board of Equalization Standards.

c) The City shall enter into an MOU with the County of Kings which establishes a timeline for

when the properties immediately east of this parcel shall be annexed into the City of
Hanford prior to final recording of the Certificate of Completion.

Case 21-03



d) The City shall provide a sufficient fee deposit with LAFCO to cover all administrative
processing prior to final recording of the Certificate of Completion

4. The legal description of the area for the reorganization to the City of Hanford are attached as
Exhibit A, and the same area would be removed from the Kings River Conservation District and
Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District.

The foregoing Resolution was adopted upon a motion by Commissioner , seconded by
Commissioner , at a regular meeting held August 23, 2023, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION OF KINGS COUNTY

Joe Neves, Chairman

WITNESS, my hand this day of ,2023.

Chuck Kinney, Executive Officer

cc: City of Hanford
Kings River Conservation District
Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District

Case 21-03
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF TERRITORY
ANNEXED TO THE

CITY OF HANFORD

ANNEXATION NO. 159

APN: 018-242-019

The south half of the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of Section 13, Township
19 South, Range 21 East, Mount Diablo Base and Meridian, according to Government
Township Plat approved April 15, 1855.

Excepting Therefrom the west 50 feet thereof.

Also Excepting Therefrom the east 435.6 feet thereof.

DMA Project No. 14-051 Page 1 of 1



L_ocal Agency Formation C Ommission
OF KINGS COUNTY

Date: August 23, 2023

To: LAFCO Commissioners
From: Chuck Kinney, Executive Officer

Subject: Request Authorization to attend the 2023 CALAFCO Conference and designate voting delegate

Background
The annual CALAFCO Conference registration is now open and this year’s conference runs from October 18-20

2023. This year Monterey County LAFCO is hosting the conference in Monterey. The conference will have a
number of informative sessions as well as conduct of the CALAFCO business where voting delegates from each
LAFCO vote for CALAFCO Board representatives. Typically the Executive Officer attends and on occasion one
LAFCO Commissioner member will attend. The LAFCO FY Budget for 2023/2024 planned for the attendance of
one LAFCO staff member and one LAFCO Commissioner to attend this year’s CALAFCO Conference. If there is
no Commission member interest to attend, then the Executive Officer typically serves as the LAFCO voting
delegate.

Registration is $725 per person. The following expenses are estimated for this workshop per attendee:

Registration:  $725

Hotel: $725 three nights each person ($205 per night plus tax)
Travel: $250 County vehicle and gas estimate (based upon 375 miles)
Meals: $225 perdiem allowance

Est. Total: $1,925

The LAFCO FY Budget for 2023/2024 currently has $6,700 in Training and Travel related accounts. This budget

includes estimated expenses for staff to attend the Annual Conference and Staff Workshop held in the spring. If a

Commission member is interested in attending, the Training and Travel related account could pay for one member
to attend.

Request
The Executive Officer requests LAFCO Commission authorization to attend the 2023 CALAFCO Conference and

designate the LAFCO voting delegate.

MAILING ADDRESS: 1400 W. LACEY BLVD., HANFORD, CA 93230
OFFICES AT: ENGINEERING BUILDING # 6, KINGS COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, HANFORD
(559) 852-2680 Website: www.kingslafco.com FAX: (559) 584-8989



Join Us at the
2023 CALAFCO ANNUAL CONFERENCE

OCTOBER 18 - 20, 2023

Hyatt Regency Monterey Hotel And Spa
On Del Monte Golf Course
1 Old Golf Course Road, Monterey, CA 93940

Conveniently located near the Monterey Regional Airport

Network with other CALAFCO members and participate
in sessions covering policy issues related to growth,
sustainability, and preservation.

A diverse assortment of speakers will explore current challenges
and solutions on a broad range of topics. Together, they will
make the Annual Conference an unmatched opportunity to
leverage your role in bringing together community stakeholders.

No other event like this brings together such a diverse group of elected officials.

General Sessions include: Break Out Sessions:

LAFCo Dynamics - EO & Commissioner

/8N A panel discussion on the application, scope, and
leadership and partnerships

o2

2R
_“ exemptions under Government Code section 56133. L

Municipal Services in the 21st Century - LAFCo and m Your Community's Fire Service: Top
Evolving Municipal Services Notch or Ticking Time Bomb?

X The Future of LAFCos - Reimagining, Rebranding and Guiding Adrift Agencies Back
“w Promoting LAFCos and Opportunities for Innovation

W

on Course

' - LAFCos and Special Districts - Opportunities
/: for Collaboration s» When the Crystal Ball Hits the Wall:

o ] a LAFCo Future Shock

REGISTRATION IS NOW OPEN! Visit https://bit.ly/23Conference to register.

Hyatt Regency Monterey Hotel And Spa On Del Secure your spot today! You won't
Monte Golf Course Near the Monterey Regional Airport want to miss:
";: ; m v Unique networking, collaboration and
- - % W =" learning opportunities
E 8. L : s i ' v Meetings for regional representatives
_ e W £ B e e i with elections

< TYRSPL S v" CALAFCO Annual Business Meeting
Make your hotel reservations now at the special CALAFCO for member LAFCos
rate of $205 per night (excludes taxes and fees). Book before v Attorney and regional roundtables
September 18, 2023. v Luncheon keynotes
TO MAKE HOTEL RESERVATIONS, PLEASE VISIT: v' Breakfast buffet and sponsor
www.hyatt.com/en-US/group-booking/MRYDM/G-CL10 or call networking

877-803-7534 and reference the CALAFCO event.

CALAFCO, 1451 River Park Drive, Suite 185, Sacramento, CA 95815-4520
Phone: (916) 442-6536 | Email: info@calafco.org | www.calafco.org



2 Us at ho X

2023 CALAFCO ANNUAL CONFERENCE

Hyatt Regency Monterey Hotel And Spa On Del Monte Golf Course
1 Old Golf Course Road, Monterey, CA 93940

TUESDAY - OCTOBER 17 , 2023

2:00 p.m.  Monterey Bay Coastal Bike Tour

WEDNESDAY - OCTOBER 18, 2023

=9 7:00 a.m. Registration Opens
7:15 a.m. Mobile Workshop
10:00 a.m.  LAFCo 101: Building on the Basics of LAFCo
1:30 p.m. Conference Opening
2:00 p.m. General Session: What's New with New Or Extended Services Outside
Jurisdictional Boundaries?
3:15 p.m. Break
3:30 p.m. General Session: Reimagining LAFCo: Staying Relevant in Changing Times
5:30 p.m. CALAFCO Reception

7:00 p.m. Dinner on Your Own
THURSDAY - OCTOBER 19, 2023 -

7:00 a.m.
8:00 a.m.
9:15 a.m.

10:30 a.m.
10:45 a.m.
12:00 p.m.

1:45 p.m.

‘ 3:15 p.m.
'{_ . 3:30 p.m.
= 6:00 p.m.

?g_ 7:00 p.m.

7:00 a.m.
' 7:30 a.m.
¢ /3 9:00 a.m.

FRIDAY - OCTOBER 20, 2023

10:15 a.m.
10:30 a.m.

12:00 p.m.

Breakfast

Regional Caucus Meetings and Elections
CALAFCO Annual Business Meeting
Break

Attorney and Regional Roundtables

Lunch

BREAKOUT SESSIONS

1) LAFCo Dynamics

2) Your Community's Fire Service: Top Notch or Ticking Time Bomb?
Break -
BREAKOUT SESSIONS Q
1) When the Crystal Ball Hits the Wall b
2) Guiding Adrift Agencies Back on Course

Pre-dinner Reception
Dinner and Awards

Breakfast

CALAFCO Board of Directors Meeting

General Session: Municipal Services in the 21st Century
Break

General Session: LAFCOs and Special Districts: A Look at the History, Current
Challenges, and Future Opportunities Among These Agencies

Conference Adjourns

REGISTRATION IS NOW OPEN. Visit
https://bit.ly/23Conference today!

2 A

CALAFCO, 1451 River Park Drive, Suite 185, Sacramento, CA 95815-4520
Phone: (916) 442-6536 | Email: info@calafco.org | www.calafco.org
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