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2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

2.1 PROJECT SUMMARY 
 
As localities and their resources are ever changing, it is periodically necessary to 
update and revise the general plan.  The state recommends that the entire plan be 
thoroughly reviewed and revised periodically to reflect new conditions, local attitudes 
and political realities.  In addition, the short-term portions of the general plan should 
be reviewed annually and revised as necessary to reflect new implementation tools, 
changes in funding sources, and the results of monitoring the effectiveness of past 
decisions.  The update to the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan was intended to 
make those changes necessary to more accurately reflect existing goals, policies 
and implementation measures. The text revisions are intended to give an updated 
version of the existing development environment. 
 
The Draft EIR evaluates potential environmental impacts resulting from the following 
revisions to the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan, including but not limited to: 
 

• Deletion of redundant and/or completed policies, goals and programs. 
 
• Revision to maps, figures, text, charts and tables to reflect updated 

data/information. 
 
• Update of the City and County’s land use database. 
 
• Update of the Kern Council of Governments (COG) traffic model information. 
 
• Revision to General Plan noise and air quality data based on the new traffic 

model. 
 
Section 65300 of California Planning and Zoning Law requires each county and city 
jurisdiction to adopt a comprehensive, long-term general plan for its development.  It 
must contain seven principal elements including Land Use, Circulation, Housing, 
Conservation, Open Space, Noise, and Safety.  The Metropolitan Bakersfield 
General Plan contains each of these elements, and in addition has incorporated two 
optional elements to reflect the specific needs and objectives of the Planning area: 
Public Services and Facilities, and Parks.  Chapter “reservations” for the Kern River 
Plan Element and Historical Resources Element are also included.  The Housing 
Element revision is under a separate effort. 
 

2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES/MITIGATION SUMMARY  
 
The following is a brief summary of the impacts, mitigation measures, and 
unavoidable significant impacts identified and analyzed in Section 5.0 of this EIR.  
Refer to the appropriate EIR Section for additional information. 
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EIR 
SECTION 

IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURES 
SIGNIFICANCE 

AFTER MITIGATION 

4.1 LAND USE 
 

  

 Consistency with Relevant Plans and 
Policies 
 

 The General Plan Update could conflict 
with existing plans, policies or 
regulations. 

 

 
 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
 

 
 
 
With implementation of the 
goals, policies and 
implementation programs 
identified in the General Plan 
Update, land use impacts 
would be less than 
significant.  The General 
Plan Update would not result 
in significant and 
unavoidable land use 
impacts. 
 

 Land Use Compatibility 
 

 Development in accordance with the 
General Plan Update has the potential to 
result in land use compatibility impacts. 

 
 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
 

4.2 AESTHETICS 
 

  

 Short-Term Aesthetic Impacts 
 
Construction Activities 
 

 Construction activities associated with 
implementation of the General Plan 
Update may result in aesthetic/visual 
quality impacts. 

 
 
 
 
4.2-1 Construction effects shall be evaluated 

by the City of Bakersfield and/or 
County of Kern on a site-specific, 
project-by-project basis and subject to 
City and/or County standards and 
conditions of approval. 

 

 
 
 
 
With implementation of goals 
and policies in the General 
Plan Update, along with 
project-specific 
environmental and design 
review by the City and/or 
County, aesthetic impacts 
would be less than 
significant.   

 Long-Term Aesthetic Impacts 
 
Scenic Vistas 
 

 Development associated with 
implementation of the General Plan may 
adversely affect scenic viewsheds/vistas 
within Metropolitan Bakersfield. 



 
 
 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
 

 Scenic Resources 
 

 Development associated with 
implementation of the General Plan 
Update could affect scenic resources 
within Metropolitan Bakersfield. 



 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
 

 

 Visual Quality 
 

 Development associated with 
implementation of the General Plan 
Update could degrade the visual 
character or quality of Metropolitan 
Bakersfield. 



 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
 

 

 Light and Glare 
 

 Light and glare resulting from new 
development associated with the 
General Plan Update could adversely 
affect sensitive receptors such as 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
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EIR 
SECTION 

IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURES 
SIGNIFICANCE 

AFTER MITIGATION 

residential uses and wildlife.
4.3 TRAFFIC/CIRCULATION 

 
  

 2020 Traffic Volumes/Roadway Capacities 
 

 Implementation of the General Plan 
Update would result in an increase in 
traffic volumes for the Planning Horizon 
Year of 2020, which in turn would impact 
the levels of service of roadways within 
Metropolitan Bakersfield. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
 

 
 
Based upon the KERN COG 
horizon year model for 2020, 
significant and unavoidable 
level of service traffic 
impacts would occur to 
various roadway segments 
throughout the Metropolitan 
area.  Implementation of 
General Plan goals, policies 
and standards would not 
reduce the significance of 
impacts.  
 

 Alternative Transportation 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update could result in an incremental 
increase in demand for alternative 
transportation and enhanced use of 
alternative transportation. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
 

4.4 AIR QUALITY 
 

  

 Construction Emissions 
 

 Construction activity associated with 
implementation of the General Plan 
would result in an increase of criteria 
pollutants, and would violate air quality 
standards. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the policies 
identified in the General Plan Update, San 
Joaquin Valley APCD regulations, and the 
City of Bakersfield and County of Kern 
development regulations are available to 
reduce this impact to a less than significant 
level. 
 

 
 
Development under the 
General Plan Update would 
create unavoidable 
significant impacts related to 
construction, mobile sources 
and stationary sources, and 
inconsistency with the 
AQAP.  These impacts are 
primarily based on the 
premise that the Planning 
Area and pollutant sources 
within are widely dispersed 
and numerous.  Although 
measures related to 
construction and stationary 
sources would be 
implemented on a project-
by-project basis, and 
vehicular emission reducing 
programs would be 
implemented throughout 
Metropolitan Bakersfield, it is 
anticipated that these 
impacts would remain 
significant and unavoidable. 

 Vehicle Miles Traveled and Stationary 
Source Emissions 
 

 Buildout of the General Plan would result 
in an overall increase in mobile and 
stationary source emissions within the 
Plan area which would exceed San 
Joaquin Valley Air District Air Quality 
Standards. 

 

 
 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update and San Joaquin Valley 
APCD regulations are available to reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 

 Consistency with Air Quality Attainment 
Plan 
 

 Buildout of the General Plan Update 
may conflict or obstruct implementation 
of the San Joaquin Valley APCD Air 
Quality Attainment Plan. 

 

 
 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update and San Joaquin Valley 
APCD regulations are available to reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 
 

4.5 NOISE 
 

  

 Construction Noise 
 

 Development associated with 
implementation of the General Plan 
Update would involve construction-
related noise. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
 

 
 
Implementation of the 
General Plan Update is 
anticipated to result in a 
general increase in ambient 
noise levels within 
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EIR 
SECTION 

IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURES 
SIGNIFICANCE 

AFTER MITIGATION 

 Traffic Noise 
 

 Future traffic noise levels associated 
with implementation of General Plan 
Update would contribute to an 
exceedance of noise standards resulting 
in potential noise impacts to sensitive 
receptors. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
available to reduce this impact to a less than 
significant level. 

Metropolitan Bakersfield, 
including an exacerbation of 
current noise standards and 
significance criteria 
exceedences at numerous 
locations, potentially 
exposing existing and future 
residential areas to noise 
levels greater than 65 CNEL.  
Following implementation of 
goals, policies and 
implementation measures 
contained in the General 
Plan Update, significant and 
unavoidable noise impacts 
would remain for the 
roadway segments identified 
in Tables 4.5-11 and 4.5-12. 

 Railway Noise 
 

 Future operation of railways would be a 
significant noise source to land uses 
located in Metropolitan Bakersfield. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 
 

 Aircraft Noise 
 

 Future operation of the Bakersfield 
Municipal Airport and Meadows Field 
Airport could be a significant noise 
source to land uses located in 
Metropolitan Bakersfield. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update have 
been proposed. 

 Stationary Noise 
 

 Stationary noise sources within 
Metropolitan Bakersfield may impact 
adjacent land uses. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 
 

 

4.6 GEOLOGIC AND SEISMIC HAZARDS 
 

  

 Fault Rupture 
 

 Buildout in accordance with the General 
Plan Update may increase the number 
of people/structures exposed to adverse 
effects associated with rupture of a 
known earthquake fault. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 

 
 
All geologic and seismic 
impacts associated with 
implementation of the 
General Plan Update would 
be considered less than 
significant with adherence 
to/compliance with goals, 
policies and implementation 
measures in the General 
Plan Update and conditions 
of approval. 
 

 Strong Seismic Ground Shaking 
 

 Buildout in accordance with the General 
Plan Update may expose a greater 
number of people or structures to strong 
seismic ground shaking during a seismic 
event. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 

 Liquefaction 
 

 Buildout in accordance with the General 
Plan Update may expose people or 
structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects associated with 
liquefaction. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 
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 Landslides (Seismically-Induced) 
 

 Buildout in accordance with the General 
Plan Update may expose people or 
structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects associated with 
seismically induced landslides. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 

 

 Landslides (Regular) 
 

 Buildout in accordance with the General 
Plan Update may expose people or 
structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects associated with 
landslides. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 

 

 Dam Inundation 
 

 Buildout in accordance with the General 
Plan Update may expose people or 
structures to a significant risk resulting 
from a seismically-induced failure of 
Isabella Dam. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 

 

 Subsidence 
 

 Portions of the Plan area are located on 
geologic units that are considered 
unstable and could potentially result in 
subsidence. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation measures 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 
 

 

4.7 SOILS AND AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES 
 

  

  Plan implementation may result in the 
conversion of prime farmland to non-
agricultural use. 

 

4.7-1 Buffers such as setbacks, berms, 
greenbelts, and open space areas 
shall be established to separate 
farmland from incompatible urban 
uses. 

 
4.7-2 Right-to-farm ordinances shall be 

implemented. 
 

The conversion of prime 
agricultural land to non-
agricultural uses would be 
considered a significant and 
unavoidable impact since the 
proposed conversion would 
represent a substantial 
irretrievable commitment of a 
limited agricultural resource. 
Implementation of the 
General Plan’s goals and 
policies, as well as the 
specified mitigation 
measures, are anticipated to 
decrease the rate of the 
conversion of agricultural 
land to non-agricultural uses 
and encourage the 
conservation of agricultural 
resources.  However, based 
on the Planning area’s trend 
toward farmland conversion 
and the General Plan 
Update’s forecasted growth, 
this impact would not be 
entirely avoided.   
 
 

  Implementation of the General Plan 
Update may conflict with existing zoning 
for agricultural use or a Williamson Act 
contract. 

 

No feasible mitigation measures have been 
identified. 
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  Development in accordance with the 
General Plan Update may result in 
changes to the existing environment 
which, due to the location or nature, 
could result in affects and/or conversion 
of farmland. 

 

4.7-3 Future development which involves 
in-fill of the urban area as opposed to 
development on the urban fringes 
shall be encouraged. 

 
4.7-4 Sensitive subdivision design of lands 

near or adjacent to agricultural areas 
shall be conducted with consideration 
given to the impacts of non-
agricultural uses on agricultural uses. 

 
4.7-5 To reduce the potential for conflicts 

between agricultural and non-
agricultural uses.  Sensitive 
subdivision design of lands near or 
adjacent to agricultural areas shall be 
conducted including provisions for 
buffer zones (i.e., a road, canal, wall, 
easement, or setback). 

 

Some of the lands under 
LCA contracts would be lost 
to future development.  
Removal of LCA contract 
protection lifts the 
restrictions specifically 
aimed at avoiding the 
conversion of agricultural 
lands to other uses.  With 
this barrier to development 
removed, the pressure to 
develop placed upon 
neighboring LCA contract 
lands is further increased.  
This impact is anticipated to 
remain significant even after 
compliance with the 
goals/policies outlined in the 
General Plan.  Therefore, 
the conflict with LCA contract 
lands resulting from Project 
implementation is 
considered a significant and 
unavoidable impact. 

  Implementation of the General Plan 
Update may result in substantial soil 
erosion or the loss of topsoil. 

 

No mitigation measures are proposed. 

  Plan implementation could result in 
increased soil and water salinity. 

 

Salinity issue due to agricultural practices is 
beyond the scope of the City and County of 
Kern’s authority.  Farming and water 
agencies affect agricultural practices. 
 

 

  Land development associated with the 
General Plan Update could be located 
on expansive soil creating substantial 
risks to life or property. 

 

No mitigation measures are proposed.  

4.8 HYDROLOGY AND DRAINAGE 
 

  

 Water Quality Standards and Waste 
Discharge Requirements 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in violation of water 
quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements. 

 

 
 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 
 
 
All hydrology and drainage 
impacts associated with 
implementation of the 
General Plan Update would 
be less than significant with 
adherence to/compliance 
with policies in the General 
Plan Update, legal/regulatory 
requirements, and with the 
implementation of the 
specified mitigation.  No 
unavoidable significant 
hydrology and drainage 
impacts would occur as a 
result of buildout of the 
proposed General Plan 
Update. 
 
 
 
 
 

 Groundwater Depletion 
 

 Buildout of the City of Bakersfield and 
unincorporated areas in accordance with 
the General Plan Update may contribute 
to the depletion of groundwater supplies 
or may interfere with groundwater 
recharge. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
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 Drainage and Runoff 
 

 Buildout of the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
area in accordance with the General 
Plan Update may result in impacts to 
drainage patterns which would result in 
erosion, siltation, or flooding. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 

 Flooding 
 

 Buildout of the Planning area in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in potential flooding 
impacts. 

 

 
 
4.8-1 Construct flood control retention 

basins to minimize flooding along 
Caliente Creek. 

 

4.8-2 The County’s Flood Prevention 
Program shall be implemented for 
new development in areas of flooding 
potential. 

 

 

 Dam Failure 
 

 Implementation of the General Plan 
Update may expose people or structures 
to a significant risk resulting from failure 
of Isabella Dam. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 

4.9 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 

  

  Implementation of the General Plan 
Update may result in impacts to species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species, as well as 
riparian, wetland or other sensitive 
natural communities. 

 

No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

Compliance with applicable 
City, State and Federal 
guidelines, as well as the 
Metropolitan Bakersfield 
Habitat Conservation Plan, 
would reduce biological 
impacts to a less than 
significant level.   Implementation of the Metropolitan 

Bakersfield General Plan Update could 
interfere with the movement of wildlife 
species or with migratory wildlife 
corridors.  

 

No mitigation measures are proposed. 

  Implementation of the General Plan 
Update could conflict with a policy/ 
ordinance (i.e., the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan) 
protecting biological resources.  

 

No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 

4.10 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 

  

  Implementation of the General Plan 
Update may result in the degradation or 
loss of historic, archaeological and 
paleontological resources. 

 

4.10-1 As part of the environmental review 
procedure, an evaluation of the 
significance of paleontological, 
archaeological, and historical 
resources and the impact of 
proposed development on those 
resources shall be conducted and 
appropriate mitigation and monitoring 
included for development projects. 

 

4.10-2 Development on land containing 
known archaeological resources (i.e., 
high sensitivity areas) shall utilize 

Compliance with applicable 
State and Federal 
regulations and implemen-
tation of the specified 
mitigation measures would 
result in less than significant 
impacts to historic and 
cultural resources. 
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methodology set forth, as described 
necessary by a qualified 
archaeologist, to locate proposed 
structures, paving, landscaping, and 
fill dirt in such a way as to preserve 
these resources undamaged for 
future generations when it is the 
recommendation of a qualified 
archaeologist that said resources be 
preserved in situ. 

 

4.10-3 The preservation of significant 
historical resources as identified on 
Table 4.10-1 shall be encouraged by 
developing and implementing 
incentives such as building and 
planning application permit fee 
waivers, Mills Act contracts, grants 
and loans, implementing the State 
Historic Building Code and other 
incentives as identified in the City's 
Historic Preservation Ordinance. 

 

4.10-4 The preservation of significant 
historical resources shall be 
promoted and other public agencies 
or private organizations shall be 
encouraged to assist in the purchase 
and/or relocation of sites, buildings, 
and structures deemed to be of 
historical significance. 

4.11 PUBLIC SERVICES AND FACILITIES 
 

  

 Fire Protection 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in the need for 
additional fire facilities or personnel. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 
 
Public service and utilities 
impacts associated with 
implementation of the 
General Plan Update would 
be less than significant with 
adherence to/and 
compliance with goals and 
policies in the General Plan 
Update, standard City and 
County conditions of 
approval, and with the 
implementation of mitigation 
measures.  No unavoidable 
significant public service and 
utilities impacts have been 
identified. 

 Police Protection 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in the need for 
additional police facilities or personnel. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 School Facilities 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in adverse physical 
impacts to school facilities. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 Sewer Facilities 
 

 Implementation of the General Plan 
Update may result in increased demand 
for the sewer systems that service 
Metropolitan Bakersfield. 

 

 
 
In addition to the goals, policies and 
implementation identified in the General Plan 
Update, the following mitigation measure has 
been identified to reduce potential impacts to 
less than significant levels. 
4.11-1 Pursue the feasibility of the Kern 
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County Environmental Health 
Services Department, Kern County 
Waste Management Department 
and/or City of Bakersfield Public 
Works Department creating a 
Wastewater Transport and Treatment 
Facilities Master Plan. 

 
 Water Resources 

 

 Implementation of the General Plan 
Update may result in increased demand 
for water and require the expansion of 
existing facilities within Metropolitan 
Bakersfield. 

 

 
 
No additional mitigation measures beyond 
the goals, policies and implementation 
identified in the General Plan Update are 
proposed. 

 

 Solid Waste 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update could result in increased 
demand for solid waste services. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 

4.12 PARKS AND RECREATION 
 

  

 Existing Park and Recreation Resources 
 

 Growth and development associated 
with the General Plan Update would 
result in increased use of existing 
recreational and park facilities, 
potentially causing physical deterioration 
of each facility. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the 
programs, goals, and policies identified in the 
General Plan Update have been proposed. 

 
 
Implementation of goals, 
policies and implementation 
and associated implemen-
tation programs in the 
General Plan Update would 
reduce potential impacts to 
recreation and parks 
resources to a less than 
significant level. 

 Future Park and Recreation Resources 
 

 The General Plan Update would create a 
demand for additional park and 
recreation resources within the 
Metropolitan Bakersfield area. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

4.13 PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 
 

  

 Agricultural Chemicals 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in human health 
impacts associated with exposure to 
agricultural chemicals. 

 

 
 
In addition to the goals, policies and 
implementation measures identified in the 
General Plan Update, the following mitigation 
measures have been identified to reduce 
potential impacts to less than significant 
levels. 
 
4.13-1 Where recommended by appropriate 

local, State or Federal agencies for 
discretionary projects, soils shall be 
tested for concentrations of 
agricultural chemicals prior to grading 
permit approval, whenever feasible.  
Contaminated soils shall be 
excavated and disposed of at a 
certified hazardous waste disposal 

 
 
With implementation of 
General Plan Update goals, 
policies and mitigation, 
public health and safety 
impacts would not be 
significant.  The General 
Plan Update would not result 
in any significant and 
unavoidable public health 
and safety impacts. 
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facility whenever necessary. 
 
4.13-2 Fugitive dust emissions shall be 

controlled through applicable 
requirements (Regulation VIII) set 
forth by the San Joaquin Valley 
Unified Air Pollution Control District, 
including but not limited to; irrigation, 
paving of construction roads, and 
limiting grading activities during 
periods of high wind.  These 
practices would reduce potential 
adverse health effects resulting from 
the development of agricultural 
property. 

 
4.13-3 Establish buffer zones adjacent to 

urban development proposals located 
adjacent to agricultural areas, as 
recommended by the Kern County 
Agricultural Commission. 

 
 Radon Emissions 

 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in human health 
impacts associated with exposure to 
radon emissions. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are recommended. 

 

 Valley Fever 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in human health 
impacts associated with exposure to 
fungus spores which cause Valley 
Fever. 

 

 
 
In addition to the goals and policies identified 
in the General Plan Update, the following 
mitigation measure have been identified to 
reduce potential impacts to less than 
significant levels. 

 
4.13-4  Fugitive dust emissions shall be 

controlled through applicable 
requirements set forth by the San 
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution 
Control District (Regulation VIII), 
including but not limited to; irrigation, 
paving of construction roads, and 
limiting grading activities during 
periods of high wind.  These 
practices would reduce potential 
adverse health effects as a result of 
exposure to Coccidioidomycosis. 

 

 

 Hazardous Materials Use, Generation and 
Transport 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in increased risk of 
upset associated with the routine use, 
generation, and transportation of 
hazardous materials, which may 
potentially pose a health or safety 

 
 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 
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hazard. 
 

 Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials 
 

 Accidental release of hazardous 
materials uses, stored, or transported in 
Metropolitan Bakersfield may result in a 
public health risk. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 

 Increased Air Toxic Emissions 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in additional sources 
of air toxic emissions, potentially 
increasing exposure of residents and 
employees to air toxics. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 

 Hazardous Materials Contamination 
 

 Development allowed under 
implementation of the General Plan 
Update may expose people to existing 
areas of hazardous contamination during 
construction activities, depending on the 
specific development site. 

 

 
 
In addition to the goals and policies identified 
in the General Plan Update, the following 
mitigation measure has been identified to 
reduce potential impacts to less than 
significant levels. 

 
4.13-5 All new discretionary development 

projects shall be subject to 
environmental and design review on 
a site-specific, project-by-project 
basis, including but not limited to, an 
assessment to determine whether 
hazardous materials present potential 
health affects to human health as 
required by the Department of 
Environmental Services. 

 

 

 Aircraft Overflight 
 

 The accident potential from aircraft 
overflights may impact structures and 
individuals within the flight pattern of 
Meadows Field Airport and Bakersfield 
Airpark. 

 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 

 Rail Line Hazards 
 

 Buildout of Metropolitan Bakersfield in 
accordance with the General Plan 
Update may result in an increase hazard 
associated with train operations. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified in the 
General Plan Update are proposed. 

 

4.14 MINERAL AND ENERGY RESOURCES   
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EIR 
SECTION 

IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURES 
SIGNIFICANCE 

AFTER MITIGATION 

 
  General Plan buildout may result in the 

loss of availability of petroleum, natural 
gas, sand, and/or gravel resources that 
would be of value to the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield area and California 
residents. 

 

No mitigation measures beyond the goals, 
policies and implementation identified are 
proposed. 

Impacts to mineral and 
energy resources associated 
with implementation of the 
General Plan Update would 
be less than significant by 
adherence to/compliance 
with goals and policies in the 
General Plan Update and 
standard City and County 
conditions of approval. 

 
 

2.3 SUMMARY OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 
 
NO PROJECT/NO DEVELOPMENT  
 
Implementation of the No Project/No Development Alternative assumes that no 
additional development would occur; thus, the Metropolitan Bakersfield area would 
maintain the status quo of existing land use conditions and levels of development in 
the City of Bakersfield/Planning area.  Any development that would occur as part of 
buildout of the General Plan Update would not occur under this Alternative.  By 
definition, this Alternative prohibits the issuance of any further building permits.  This 
situation would void the implementation of any current or future General Plan for 
Metropolitan Bakersfield, and would therefore be in direct conflict with California 
statutes requiring General Plans. 
 
It should be recognized that this alternative is not feasible.  Implementation of the 
General Plan Update is necessary in order to update of the City’s land use database, 
delete redundant/completed policies, goals and programs, and update maps, figures, 
text, charts and tables in the existing General Plan to reflect current data/information. 
 
EXISTING GENERAL PLAN  
 
As required by Section 15126.6(e) of the CEQA Guidelines, Existing General Plan 
Alternative describes buildout of the Metropolitan Bakersfield area in accordance 
with existing zoning and general plan land use designations under the policies and 
implementing strategies of the current General Plan, adopted in 1990. 
 
Implementation of this Alternative assumes that ultimate buildout of the existing 
General Plan (1990) would occur.  The current General Plan encompassed the same 
geographic area as that in the General Plan Update.  The anticipated growth 
identified in the current General Plan involved the following projections: 
 

• A net increase of 153,856 dwelling units 
• Potential increase in commercial floor area of 46 million square feet 
• Potential increase in industrial development of 50 million square feet 
• A population increase of approximately 385,000 persons 

 
 
No land use designations or their associated density standards or floor area ratios, 
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were modified in the General Plan Update.  Further, no new land use designations 
(categories) were added in the General Plan Update.  It should be noted that while 
the General Plan Update identified a demand for an additional 39,500 housing units 
in response to projected population growth, these units were anticipated in the 
current General Plan.  The General Plan Update proposes the following revisions to 
the current General Plan: 
 

• Deletion of redundant and/or completed policies, goals and programs. 
• Revision to maps, figures, text, charts and tables to reflect updated 

data/information. 
• Update of the City’s land use database. 
• Update of the Kern Council of Governments (COG) traffic model information. 
• Revision to General Plan noise and air quality data based on the new traffic 

model.   
 
None of the aforementioned revisions to the current General Plan would be made 
with this Alternative.     
 
 
 
  


