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Introduction

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (“MTC”) and Association of Bay Area Governments
(“ABAG”), acting as Lead Agencies under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”),
prepared the Final Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) (State Clearinghouse No. 2020090519)
for Plan Bay Area 2050 (“the Plan”), which was certified by MTC (MTC Resolution No. 4484) and
ABAG (ABAG Resolution No. 08-21) on October 21, 2021.

Since the certification of the Final EIR, the California Department of Transportation (“Caltrans”)
District 4 in cooperation with the Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) and the Sonoma
County Transportation Authority (SCTA), propose an amendment to add the cost and description
of the SMART rail extension project to the City of Healdsburg (“Amendment”), a new regionally
significant project to the Plan. The Amendment will extend SMART passenger rail service
northward from the Town of Windsor in Sonoma County to the City of Healdsburg. The project
was not included in the Plan’s financially constrained transportation investment strategy and
conseqguently was not assessed in the Final EIR for the Plan.

Accordingly, this Addendum evaluates whether the Amendment could result in additional
significant effects on the environment relative to the conclusions reached in the Final EIR for the
Plan. This Addendum has been prepared to conform to the requirements of CEQA and CEQA
Guidelines §15164.

Purpose of an Addendum

CEQA Guidelines § 15164(a) provides that the lead agency or a responsible agency shall prepare
an addendum to a previously certified EIR or Negative Declaration (“ND”) if some changes or
additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in CEQA Guidelines § 15162 calling
for preparation of a subsequent EIR or ND have occurred (CEQA Guidelines, 8 15164(a)).

An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to the
Final EIR or ND (CEQA Guidelines § 15164(c)). The decision-making body shall consider the
addendum with the Final EIR prior to making a decision on the project (CEQA Guidelines 8§
15164(d)). An agency must also include a brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a
subsequent EIR or ND pursuantto § 15162 (CEQA Guidelines § 15164(e)).

Under CEQA Guidelines § 15162, once an EIR or ND has been certified for a project, no
subsequent EIR or ND is required under CEQA unless, based on substantial evidence the lead
agency determines one or more of the following:

1. substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR or ND due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

2. substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the projectis
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or ND due to the
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involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects; or

3. new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was
certified as complete or the ND was adopted, shows any of the following:

a. the project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR or ND;

b. significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than
shown in the previous EIR;

Cc. mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in
fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of
the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative; or

d. mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative.

As will be shown herein, the Amendment results in only minor changes to the Plan and Final EIR.

Intended Uses of this Addendum

An addendum to an EIR is an informational document used in the planning and decision-making
process. The intent of this Addendum to the Final EIR for the Plan is to provide MTC and ABAG
with additional information regarding the potential environmental impacts of the Amendment to
the Plan. As will be shown herein, the Amendment results in only minor changes to the Plan and
Final EIR.

MTC and ABAG may approve the Amendment based on the analysis provided in this Addendum,
which shows that the impacts of the Plan (as amended) remain within the scope of the impacts
previously analyzed in the Final EIR (CEQA Guidelines § 15061(b)(3)). The Amendment does not
require any revisions to the Final EIR. No new significant information or significant changes in
circumstances surrounding the Plan (“the project”) have occurred since the certification of the
Final EIR. The previous analysis included in the Final EIR therefore remains adequate under
CEQA. However, MTC and ABAG remain obligated to comply with all applicable mitigation
measures and conditions of approval contained within the Final EIR.

Incorporating by Reference

In compliance with CEQA Guidelines § 15150, this Addendum has incorporated by reference the
Draft and Final EIR for the Plan (SCH No. 2020090519) and all technical studies, analyses, and
technical reports that were prepared as part of the Draft and Final EIR or for this Addendum.
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Relevant information from documents incorporated by reference into this Addendum have been
briefly summarized in the following section, and the relationship between the incorporated part of
the referenced document and this Addendum has been described.

Project Description

This section provides a description of the Plan evaluated in the Final EIR, and the Amendment to
the Plan proposed by the Caltrans District 4.

Overview of Plan Bay Area 2050

Plan Bay Area 2050 is a 30-year plan designed to chart a course to make the Bay Area affordable,
connected, diverse, healthy, and vibrant for all residents through 2050 and beyond. It includes
thirty-five strategies across four key elements: housing, the economy, transportation, and the
environment. These strategies provide a blueprint for future growth, enhance regional equity and
resilience, and aim to achieve regional greenhouse gas emission reduction targets set by the
California Air Resources Board pursuant to Senate Bill 375. Plan Bay Area 2050 includes
supplemental reports for more details. You can find these documents and the adopted final plan
at https://planbayarea.org/finalplan2050.

MTC and ABAG propose an amendment to Plan Bay Area 2050, revising the transportation
element to include the scope and cost of the Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) passenger
rail extension to Healdsburg in Sonoma County.

Transportation Element

The transportation element of Plan Bay Area 2050 includes 12 strategies with a total investment
of $578 billion, charting the course for the region’s roads, highways, bridges, transit, and active
transportation infrastructure. The list of projects and programs included in these strategies is
fiscally constrained and is documented in the Plan Bay Area 2050 Transportation Project List.

The Plan Bay Area 2050 Transportation Project List categorizes transportation projects into two
types: exempt projects and regionally significant capacity-increasing projects. Regionally
significant capacity-increasing projects must be included in the regional transportation-air quality
conformity determination and be listed with their scopes and costs in the Plan Bay Area 2050
Transportation Project List to progress from concept to construction.

SMART Healdsburg Extension Project (Sonoma County)

In spring 2024, the California Department of Transportation District 4 requested an amendment
to Plan Bay Area 2050. The request was to add to the Plan Bay Area 2050 Transportation Project
List a new regionally significant project to extend SMART passenger rail service northward from
the Town of Windsor in Sonoma County.

The increased costs for the SMART rail extension project to the City of Healdsburg will be offset by
equivalent reductions in the costs and scope of other Sonoma County projects and programs in
the plan's fiscally constrained transportation project list. No additional funds are being added to
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the transportation revenue forecast. As a result, the plan remains fiscally constrained as required

by federal and state planning laws. Table 1 below details the revisions to the Plan Bay Area 2050
Transportation Project List.

The changes reflected in this amendment, as reflected in Table 1, have been incorporated into
the latest planning assumptions for regionally significant capacity-increasing projects, as
reflected in the regional emissions analysis for the Draft Transportation-Air Quality Conformity

Analysis for the Amended Plan Bay Area 2050 and 2025 Transportation Improvement Program,
released on August 12, 2024.

Table 1. Transportation Project List Revision Summary (in billions of YOE$)

21-T11-202

Rail | Service Expansion |
SMART | to Healdsburg

This program includes funding to
extend SMART rail service from
Windsor to Healdsburg.

2021-2035

$259

21-T11-113

Rail | Service Expansion |
SMART | to Windsor

This program includes funding to
extend SMART rail service from the
Sonoma County Airport in Santa Rosa
to Windsor.

2021-2035

$342 $70

21-T06-029

Corridor & Interchange
Improvements | US-101 |
Sonoma County

This program includes funding to
implement interchange improvements
at Arata Ln, Hearn Ave, Raitroad-Ave,
and Rainier Ave and new HOV lanes
through Petaluma ("Marin-Sonoma
Narrows").

2021-2035

$239 $183

21-T07-056

Minor Roadway
Improvements | Regional

This program includes funding to
implement minor roadway
improvements. This program generally
implements projects exempt from
regional air quality conformity, but it
does include non-exempt local
roadway widenings or extensions.
Improvements include local road
extensions or new lanes, and
intersection improvements such as
channelization and signalization.
Example projects include
improvements to Oakland Army Base,
Quarry Lakes Pkwy (East-West
Connector), Decoto Rd, Dublin Blvd,
El Charro Rd, and Auto Mall Pkwy
(ALA); Newell Dr and Airport Junction
(NAP); implementation of Envision
Expressway program, Calaveras Blvd,
and Mary Ave (SCL); Hunters Point
Shipyard and Candlestick Point local
roads, Alemany Rd, Treasure Island
(SF); angFarmersta{SON].

Various

$5,760 $5,569

Note: Original entries are shown with a strikeout, while revised entries are shown in italics and underlined.

No other changes or revisions are proposed with this amendment.
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CEQA Checklist and Impact Analysis

Scope of Analysis

This Addendum evaluates whether the Amendment to the Plan could result in additional
significant effects on the environment relative to the conclusions reached in the Final EIR for the
Plan.

This Addendum relies on the significance criteria for each issue area and the corresponding
analysis methodology described in the Final EIR to assess the potential impacts of the
Amendment.

The following environmental categories were specifically examined to determine whether the
Amendment would have an effect on the analysis in the Final EIR:

=  Aesthetics and Visual Resources =  (Geology, Seismicity, and Mineral

= Agriculture and Forestry Resources Resources

= Air Quality = Hazards and Wildfire

= Biological Resources = Hydrology and Water Quality

= Climate Change, Greenhouse Gases, = | and Use, Population, and Housing
and Energy = Noise

= Cultural Resources and Tribal = Public Services and Recreation
Cultural Resources = Public Utilities and Facilities

= Transportation

Analysis

Additional analysis has been conducted for the environmental categories listed above and the
results are discussed below in Table 1. As evidenced herein, the Amendment results in no
substantial changes to the Plan (“the project”) nor does the Amendment result in substantial
changes with respect to the circumstances under which the Plan is undertaken. The Amendment
does not require major revisions of the Final EIR, or preparation of a new, subsequent or
supplemental EIR, due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. As evidenced
herein, the Plan (as amended) would not result in any new impacts that were not previously
disclosed, nor has the environmental baseline in the Bay Area changed since the Final EIR, such
that new impacts would be created. This conclusion for each environmental topic is explained in
the column labeled “Substantial Increase in the Severity of Previously Disclosed Significant
Effects.” No new or revised mitigation measures are necessary as a result of the Amendment. All
mitigation measures adopted in the Final EIR continue to remain in effect and are incorporated by
reference in this Addendum.
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Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

New or
Revised
Mitigation
Measures

Substantial Increase in the
Severity of the Previously
Disclosed Significant
Effects?

Conclusion in the
Final EIR

Conclusionin the
Final EIR

Environmental Impactin
Final EIR

Final EIR Mitigation Measures

3.2 AESTHETICS AND VISUAL
RESOURCES

Impact AES-1: Have a

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not have a
substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important

Mitigation Measure AES-1: Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shallimplement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Reduce the visibility of construction staging areas by fencing
and screening these areas with low contrast materials
consistent with the surrounding environment, and by
revegetating graded slopes and exposed earth surfaces at
the earliest opportunity.

4 Site or design projects to minimize their intrusion into
important viewsheds. Measures to achieve this could
include, but are not limited to, requiring that the scale and
massing of new development in higher-density areas provide
appropriate transitions in building height and bulk that are
sensitive to the physical and visual character of adjoining
neighborhoods that have lower development intensities and

substantial adverse effecton a SIgI’lIfIC«T:\I‘It and - |new mform‘a‘tlon ha§ Peen building heights, and ensuring building heights are stepped No Slgn|f|c§nt and
scenic vista Unavoidable found requiring additional back from sensitive adjoining uses to maintain appropriate Unavoidable
analysis or verification with transitions in scale and to protect scenic vistas and scenic
respect to Impact AES-1. The resources.
potential impacts of the 4 Design projects to minimize the potential to obscure,
proposed amendment to the detract from, or negatively affect the quality of views from
Plan are covered within the State-designated scenic roadways or scenic highways.
parameters of the Final EIR, 4 Use see-through safety barrier designs (e.g., railings rather
and the severity of the than walls).
previously disclosed impacts | 4 Develop interchanges and transit lines at the grade of the
would not substantially surrounding land to limit view blockage.
increase. 4 Where highway screening is a required element of a
development, design landscaping along all highways,
including State-designated scenic highways, locally
designated scenic highways, and highway corridors in rural
and open space areas to add natural elements and visual
interest to soften the hard-edged, linear travel experience
Addendum to the Final EIR for Plan Bay Area 2050 Page | 3




that would otherwise occur. Retain or replace trees
bordering highways so that clear-cutting is not evident.

4 |dentify, preserve, and enhance scenic vistas to and from
hillside areas and other visual resources.

Impact AES-2: Substantially
damage scenic resources,

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not substantially
damage scenic resources,
including but not limited to
trees, rock outcropping, and
historical buildings within a
state scenic highway beyond

the impact previously analyzed.

No substantial changes have
been proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,

surroundings and in an
urbanized area, conflict with
applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic
quality

Unavoidable

character or quality of public
views of the site and its
surroundings and in an
urbanized area, conflict with
applicable zoning and other

development provide appropriate transitions in building
height, bulk, and architectural style that are sensitive to the
physical and visual character of surrounding areas.

4 Contour the edges of major cut and fill slopes to provide a
finished profile that is appropriate to the surrounding

including but not limited to Significant and Significant and
g ) g ) and no substantially important |Mitigation Measure AES-2 Implement Mitigation Measure AES-1. No g )
trees, rock outcropping, and Unavoidable . . Unavoidable
: ) o e new information has been
historical buildings within a - .
o found requiring additional
state scenic highway ) e .
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AES-2. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.
Impact AES-3: In non- No. Implementation of the Mitigation Measure AES-3: Implementing agencies and/or
urbanized areas, substantially proposed amendmenttothe |project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
degrade the existing visual Plan would not, in non- necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
character or quality of public urbanized areas, substantially |thatinclude those identified below:
views of the site and its Significantand | degrade the existing visual 4 Require that the scale, massing, and design of new No Significant and

Unavoidable
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regulations governing scenic
quality beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AES-3. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

context, using shapes, textures, colors, and scale to
minimize contrasts between the project and surrounding
areas.

Require project sponsors to conduct shadow studies for
four-story high (and higher) buildings and roadway facilities
to identify and implement development strategies for
reducing the impact of shadows on public open space,
where feasible. Study considerations shallinclude, but are
not limited to, the placement, massing, and height of
structures, surrounding land uses, time of day and seasonal
variation, and reflectivity of materials. Study
recommendations for reducing shadow impacts shall be
incorporated into the project design as feasible based on
project- and site-specific considerations.

Impact AES-4: Create a new
source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in
the area

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not create a new
source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in
the area beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AES-4. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,

Mitigation Measure AES-4: Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4

4

Design projects to minimize light and glare from lights,

buildings, and roadways facilities.

Minimize and control glare from transportation projects

through the adoption of project design features that reduce

glare. These features include:

¥V planting trees along transportation corridors to reduce
glare from the sun;

¥V landscaping off-street parking areas, loading areas, and
service areas; and

¥ shielding transportation lighting fixtures to minimize off-
site light trespass.

Minimize and control glare from land use and transportation

projects through the adoption of project design features that

reduce glare. These features include:

¥ limiting the use of reflective materials, such as metal;

No

Significant and
Unavoidable

Addendum to the Final EIR for Plan Bay Area 2050
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and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

¥ using non-reflective material, such as paint, vegetative
screening, matte finish coatings, and masonry;

¥ screening parking areas by using vegetation or trees; and

¥ using low-reflective glass.
4 Impose lighting standards that ensure that minimum safety
and security needs are addressed and minimize light
trespass and glare associated with land use development.
These standards include the following:
¥V minimizing incidental spillover of light onto adjacent
private properties and undeveloped open space;

¥ directing luminaries away from habitat and open space
areas adjacent to the project site;

¥V installing luminaries that provide good color rendering
and natural light qualities; and

¥V minimizing the potential for sky glow into the nighttime
sky and for incidental spillover of light onto adjacent
private properties and undeveloped open space.

3.3 AGRICULTURE AND
FORESTRY RESOURCES

Impact AGF-1: Convert Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use, or conflict with
existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act
contract

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not convert Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use, or conflict with
existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act
contract beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important

Mitigation Measure AGF-1 Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shallimplement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Require project relocation or corridor realignment, where
feasible, to avoid agricultural land, especially Prime
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Significance, and land
under a Williamson Act contract.

4 Provide buffers, berms, setbacks, fencing, or other project
design measures to protect surrounding agriculture, and to
reduce conflict with farming that could result from
implementation of transportation improvements and/or
projected land use pattern included as a part of the
RTP/SCS.

4 Maintain and expand agricultural land protections such as
urban growth boundaries.

4 Achieve compensatory mitigation in advance of impacts
through the purchase or creation of mitigation credits or the
implementation of mitigation projects through Regional

No

Significant and
Unavoidable
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new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AGF-1. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Advance Mitigation Planning, as deemed appropriate by the
permitting agencies.

Require acquisition of conservation easements on land in
the same jurisdiction, if feasible, and at least equal in quality
and size as mitigation for the loss of agricultural land.

Institute new protection of farmland in the project area or
elsewhere through the use of long-term restrictions on use,
such as 20-year Farmland Security Zone contracts
(Government Code Section 51296 et seq.) or 10-year
Williamson Act contracts (Government Code Section 51200
etseq.).

Impact AGF-2: Conflict with
existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources
Code Section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code Section
4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code
Section 51104(g))

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not conflict with
existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources
Code Section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code Section
4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code
Section 51104(g)) beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AGF-2. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the

Mitigation Measure AGF-2 Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4

4

4

Require project relocation or corridor realighment, where
feasible, to avoid forest land or timberland.

Maintain and expand forest land protections such as urban
growth boundaries.

Achieve compensatory mitigation in advance of impacts
through the purchase or creation of mitigation credits or the
implementation of mitigation projects through Regional
Advance Mitigation Planning, as deemed appropriate by the
permitting agencies.

Require acquisition of conservation easements on land at
least equal in quality and size as mitigation for the loss of
forest land or timberland.

No

Significant and
Unavoidable
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previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact AGF-3: Involve other
changes in the existing
environment which, due to
their location or nature, could

Significant and

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not involve other
changes in the existing
environment which, due to
their location or nature, could
result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural
use or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new

Mitigation Measure AGF-3 Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Implement Mitigation Measures AGF-1 and AGF-2.

4 Manage project operations to minimize the introduction of
invasive species or weeds that may affect agricultural
production on adjacent agricultural land. Where a project
has the potential to introduce sensitive species or habitats
or have other spill-over effects on nearby agricultural lands,
the project proponents shall be responsible for acquiring
easements on nearby agricultural land and/or financially
compensating for indirect effects on nearby agricultural

Significant and

result in conversion of Unavoidable circumstances haVE 9ccurred, land. Easements (e.g., flowage easements) shall be required No Unavoidable
Farmland, to non-agricultural and no substantially important for temporary or intermittent interruption in farming
’ ) new information has been activities (e.g., because of seasonal flooding or groundwater
use or conversion of forest land found requiring additional seepage). Acquisition or compensation would be required
to non-forest use analysis or verification with for permanent or significant loss of economically viable
respect to Impact AGF-3. The operations.
potential impacts of the 4 Design project features to minimize fragmenting or isolating
proposed amendment to the agricultural land. Where a project involves acquiring land or
Plan are covered within the easements, ensure that the remaining agricultural land is of
. a size sufficient to allow economically viable farming
parameters of the Final EIR, . . .
. operations. The project sponsors shall be responsible for
and the severity of the acquiring easements, making lot line adjustments, and
previously disclosed impacts merging affected land parcels into units suitable for
would not substantially continued commercial agricultural management.
increase.
3.4 AIR QUALITY
No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Impact AQ-1: Conflict with or Plan would not conflict with or
. ) Less than . ; . Less than
obstruct implementation of the Significant obstruct implementation of the |None required. No Significant
applicable air quality plan g applicable air quality plan
beyond the impact previously
analyzed. No substantial
Addendum to the Final EIR for Plan Bay Area 2050 Page | 8




changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AQ-1. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact AQ-2: Resultina
substantial netincrease in
construction-related emissions

Significant and
Unavoidable *Less
than Significant
with Mitigation

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not resultin a
substantial netincrease in
construction-related emissions
beyond the impact previously
analyzed. No substantial
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AQ-2. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Mitigation Measure AQ-2 Implementing agencies and/or project
sponsors shallimplement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:
When applicable screening levels set by the relevant air district
are exceeded, implementing agencies and/or project sponsors
shallimplement measures, where feasible and necessary based
on project- and site-specific considerations, that include those
identified below:
Construction Best Practices for Exhaust
4 The applicant/general contractor for the project shall submit
a list of all off-road equipment greater than 25 horsepower
(hp) that would be operated for more than 20 hours over the
entire duration of project construction, including equipment
from subcontractors, to the relevant air district (e.g.,
BAAQMD, NSCAPCD, or YSAQMD) for review and
certification. The list shall include all information necessary
to ensure the equipment meets the following requirement:
¥ Equipment shall be zero emissions or have engines that
meet or exceed either EPA or CARB Tier 4 off-road
emission standards, and it shall have engines that are
retrofitted with a CARB Level 3 Verified Diesel Emissions
Control Strategy (VDECS), if one is available for the
equipment being used. Equipment with engines that
meet Tier 4 Interim or Tier 4 Final emission standards

No

Significant and
Unavoidable *Less
than Significant
with Mitigation
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automatically meet this requirement; therefore, a
VDECS would not be required.

¥ Idling time of diesel-powered construction equipment
and trucks shall be limited to no more than two minutes.
Clear signage of this idling restriction shall be provided
for construction workers at all access points.

¥ All construction equipment shall be maintained and
properly tuned in accordance with the manufacturers’
specifications.

¥ Portable diesel generators shall be prohibited. Grid
power electricity should be used to provide power at
construction sites; or propane and natural gas
generators may be used when grid power electricity is
not feasible.

Construction Best Practices for Entrained Dust
4 All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil

piles, graded areas, and unpaved access roads) shall be
watered two times per day. For projects over five acres in
size, soil moisture should be maintained at a minimum of 12
percent. Moisture content can be verified by lab samples or
a moisture probe.

All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose
material off-site shall be covered.

On-site dirt piles or other stockpiled PM shall be covered,
wind breaks installed, and water and/or soil stabilizers
employed to reduce wind-blown dust emissions. The use of
approved nontoxic soil stabilizers shall be incorporated
according to manufacturers’ specifications to all inactive
construction areas.

Allvisible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads
shall be removed using wet power vacuum street sweepers
at least once per day. Dry power sweeping should only be
performed in conjunction with thorough watering of the
subjectroads.

Allvehicle speeds on unpaved roads and surfaces shall be
limited to 15 mph.

All roadway, driveway, and sidewalk paving shall be
completed as soon as possible. Building pads shall be
paved as soon as possible after grading.

All construction sites shall provide a posted sign visible to
the public with the telephone number and person to contact
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at the lead agency regarding dust complaints. The
recommended response time for corrective action shall be
within 48 hours. BAAQMD’s Complaint Line (1-800-334-
6367) shall also be included on posted signs to ensure
compliance with applicable regulations.

All excavation, grading, and/or demolition activities shall be
suspended when average wind speeds exceed 20 mph.

Wind breaks (e.g., trees, fences) shall be installed on the
windward side(s) of actively disturbed areas of construction.
Wind breaks should have at maximum 50 percent air
porosity.

Vegetative ground cover (e.g., fast-germinating native grass
seed) shall be planted in disturbed areas as soon as
possible and watered appropriately until vegetation is
established.

The simultaneous occurrence of excavation, grading, and
ground-disturbing construction activities on the same area
atany one time shall be limited. Activities shall be phased to
reduce the amount of disturbed surfaces at any one time.

All transfer processes involving a free fall of soil or other PM
shall be operated in such a manner as to minimize the free
fall distance and fugitive dust emissions.

All trucks and equipment, including their tires, shall be
washed off before leaving the site.

Site accesses to a distance of 100 feet from the paved road
shall be treated with a 6- to 12-inch compacted layer of
wood chips, mulch, or gravel.

Sandbags or other erosion control measures shall be
installed to prevent silt runoff to public roadways from sites
with a slope greater than one percent.

Open burning shall be prohibited at the project site. No open
burning of vegetative waste (natural plant growth wastes) or
other legal or illegal burn materials (e.g., trash, demolition
debris) may be conducted at the project site. Vegetative
wastes shall be chipped or delivered to waste-to-energy
facilities (permitted biomass facilities), mulched,
composted, or used for firewood. It is unlawful to haul waste
materials off-site for disposal by open burning.

The primary contractor shall be responsible for ensuring that
all construction equipment is properly tuned and
maintained before and for the duration of on-site operation.
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4 \Where accessible, existing power sources (e.g., power
poles) or clean-fuel generators shall be used rather than
temporary power generators.

4 Atraffic plan shall be developed to minimize traffic flow
interference from construction activities. The plan may
include advance public notice of routing, use of public
transportation, and satellite parking areas with a shuttle
service. Operations that affect traffic shall be scheduled for
off-peak hours. Obstruction of through-traffic lanes shall be
minimized. A flag person shall be provided to guide traffic
properly and ensure safety at construction sites.

Applicable mitigation measures shall be required at the time
grading permits are issued.

Impact AQ-3: Resultina
cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project
region is in non-attainment
under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality
standard

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not resultin a
cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project
region is in non-attainment
under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality
standard beyond the impact
previously analyzed (see Tables
3 and 4). No substantial
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AQ-3. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Mitigation Measure AQ-3(a) MTC and ABAG, in partnership with
BAAQMD, and implementing agencies, shall work together to
support the use of existing air quality and transportation funds
and seek additional funds to continue to implement BAAQMD
and CARB programs (e.g., Carl Moyer) intended to retrofit and
replace trucks and locomotives.

Mitigation Measure AQ-3(b) MTC and ABAG, in partnership with
BAAQMD and the Port of Oakland, and other agency partners,
shall work together to secure incentive funding to reduce on-road
mobile-source PM emissions from heavy duty trucks as well as
entrained PM sources such as tire wear, brake wear, and
roadway dust.

Mitigation Measure AQ-3(c) MTC and ABAG, in partnership with
local air districts, and implementing agencies shall:

4 support the advancement of corridor-level plans and
implementation of projects located on severely congested
(LOS F) facilities and

4 incorporate transportation demand management (TDM)
strategies into individual land use land transportation
projects and plans, as part of the planning process; TDM
strategies could include ridesharing, carsharing,
telecommuting, adopting flexible working hours,
implementing parking management and traffic- calming
measures, and marketing TDM options (especially
alternative commuting services).

Mitigation Measure AQ-3(d) When applicable screening levels
set by the applicable air district are exceeded, implementing

No

Significant and
Unavoidable
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agencies and/or project sponsors shall implement measures,

where feasible and necessary based on project- and site-specific

considerations, that include those identified below or are
updated by BAAQMD/the applicable air district or within
CalEEMod:

4 Provide for, or contribute to, dedication of land for off-site
Class | and Class Il bicycle trails linking the project to
designated bicycle commuting routes in accordance with
the regional bikeway master plan.

4 Provide preferential parking spaces for carpool and vanpool

vehicles, implement parking fees for single-occupancy
vehicle commuters, and implement parking cash-out
program for employees.

4 Support local requirements regarding electric vehicle
charging spaces.

4 Support the inclusion of bus shelters at transit access points
where deemed appropriate by local public transit operator in

large residential, commercial, and industrial projects.

4 Support local communities and agencies equipping of
residential structures with electric outlets in the front and
rear of the structure to facilitate use of electrical lawn and
garden equipment.

4 Support the contribution to the provision of synchronized
traffic signals on roadways affected by the project and as
deemed necessary by the local public works department.

4 Support local transit-enhancing infrastructure that includes

bus turnouts or bulbs, passenger benches, street lighting,
route signs and displays, and shelters as demand and
service routes warrant, subject to review and approval by
local transportation planning agencies.

4 Support pedestrian-enhancing infrastructure that includes
sidewalks and pedestrian paths, direct pedestrian
connections, street trees to shade sidewalks, pedestrian
safety designs and infrastructure, street furniture and
artwork, street lighting, pedestrian signalization and
signage, and/or access between bus service and major
transportation points in the Plan area.

4 Support local community requirements to require all
employment centers to include an adequate number of on-
site shower/locker facilities for bicycling and pedestrian
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commuters (typically one shower and three lockers for every
25 employees per shift).

Support local communities and agencies to provide park-
and-ride lots as deemed feasible and appropriate by
transportation planning agencies.

At employment centers that exceed a designated size, as
measured by the number of employees, support the
provision of on-site child care and after-school facilities or
contribute to off-site construction of such facilities within
walking distance of employment land uses (for employment
centers on or adjacent to industrial land uses, on-site child
daycare centers shall be provided only if supported by the
findings of a comprehensive health risk assessment
performed in consultation with the local air district).
Commit to support programs that include guaranteed ride
home, subsidized transit passes, and rideshare matching.
Support local communities and agencies to provide
transportation (e.g., shuttles) to major transit stations and
multimodal centers.

Mitigation Measure AQ-3(e): Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement the following measures, where
feasible and necessary based on project- and site-specific
considerations, to reduce criteria air pollutant emitted by natural
gas combustion in buildings:

V'
V'

Prohibit natural gas infrastructure in new development.
Utilize, or design to support, microgrid electric systems to
facilitate the resiliency of new developments prohibiting
natural gas.

Equip residential structures containing front and rear yard
area with electric outlets in the front and rear of the
structure to facilitate use of electrical lawn and garden
equipment.

Install ground-source heat pumps, solar, or other
alternatively-fueled water heaters instead of natural gas or
grid-based electric water heaters.

Install ground-source heat pump, or other alternative,
heating and cooling systems.

Increase wall and attic insulation to 20 percent above Title
24 requirements (residential and commercial).
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4

Orient buildings to take advantage of solar heating and
natural cooling, and use passive solar designs (residential,
commercial, and industrial).

Provide energy-efficient windows (double pane and/or Low-
E) and awnings or other shading mechanisms for windows,
porches, patios, and walkways.

Utilize passive solar cooling and heating designs, ceiling and
whole house fans, and programmable thermostats in the
design of heating and cooling systems.

Impact AQ-4: Expose sensitive
receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not expose
sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant
concentrations beyond the
impact previously analyzed
(see Table 5). No substantial
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AQ-4. The
potentialimpacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Implement Mitigation Measure AQ-2

Mitigation Measure AQ-4(a) When locating sensitive receptors in

TAC risk areas, as identified in Figure 3.4-2, implementing
agencies and/or project sponsors shall implement measures,
where feasible and necessary based on project- and site-specific
considerations, that include those identified below:

4

Install, operate and maintain in good working order a central
heating, ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) system or
other air intake system in the building, or in each individual
unit, that meets or exceeds a minimum efficiency reporting
value (MERV) of 13 (MERV-16 for projects located in the
West Oakland Specific Plan area) or higher (BAAQMD 2016).
The HVAC system shallinclude the following features:
Installation of a high efficiency filter and/or carbon filter to
filter particulates and other chemical matter from entering
the building. Either high efficiency particulate air (HEPA)
filters or American Society of Heating, Refrigeration, and Air-
Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) certified 85 percent
supply filters shall be used.

Reduce emissions from diesel trucks through implementing
the following measures, if feasible: installing electrical
hook-ups for diesel trucks at loading docks; requiring trucks
to use Transportation Refrigeration Units that meet Tier 4
emission standards; requiring truck-intensive projects to
use advanced exhaust technology (e.g., hybrid) or
alternative fuels; prohibiting trucks from idling for more than
2 minutes; and establishing truck routes to avoid sensitive
receptors in the project. Implement a truck route program,
along with truck calming, parking, and delivery restrictions.
Install passive electrostatic filtering systems with low air
velocities (i.e., less than 1 mph).

Significant and
Unavoidable
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4 Phase residential developments when proposed within 500
feet of freeways such that homes nearest the freeway are
built last, if feasible.

4 Locate sensitive receptors as far away from truck activity
areas, such as loading docks and delivery areas, as feasible.

4 Ensure that existing and new standby or emergency diesel
generators meet CARB’s Tier 4 emission standards, if
feasible.

4 Locate individual and common exterior open space and
outdoor activity areas proposed as part of individual projects
as far away as possible from emission source within the
project site boundary, face them away major freeways, and
shield them from the source (i.e., the roadway) of air
pollution with buildings or otherwise buffer them to further
reduce air pollution for project occupants.

4 Locate airintakes and design windows to reduce PM
exposure (e.g., windows nearest to the roadway do not
open).

4 If sensitive receptors are located near a distribution center,
do not locate residents immediately adjacent to a loading
dock or where trucks concentrate to deliver goods.

4 Locate sensitive receptors in buildings in areas upwind of
major roadway traffic to reduce exposure to reduce cancer
risk levels and exposure to PM2s.

4 Plant trees and/or vegetation between sensitive receptors
and pollution source. Trees that are best suited to trapping
PM shall be planted, including one or more of the following
species: pine (Pinus nigra var. maritima), cypress (x
Cupressocyparis leylandii), hybrid popular (Populus deltoids
x trichocarpa), California pepper tree (Schinus molle), and
redwood (Sequoia sempervirens).

4 Reduce emissions from diesel trucks by establishing truck
routes to avoid residential neighborhoods or other land uses
serving sensitive populations, such as hospitals, schools,
and child care centers. A truck route program, along with
truck calming, parking and delivery restrictions, shall be
implemented to direct traffic activity at non-permitted
sources and large construction projects.

These BMPs are consistent with recommendations in BAAQMD’s
CEQA Guidelines (BAAQMD 2017c) and Planning Healthy Places
(BAAQMD 2016).

Addendum to the Final EIR for Plan Bay Area 2050

Page |16




Mitigation Measure AQ-4(b) MTC and ABAG shall partner with
BAAQMD and local lead agencies to develop a program to install
air filtration devices in existing residential buildings, and other
buildings with sensitive receptors, located near freeways or
sources of TACs and PMzs.

Mitigation Measure AQ-4(c) MTC and ABAG shall partner with
BAAQMD to develop a program to provide incentives to replace
older locomotives and trucks in the region to reduce TACs and
PMass.

Mitigation Measure AQ-4(d) Implementing agency shall
implement the strategies identified in the CARB Technical
Advisory to reduce air pollution exposure near high-volume
roadways to less-than-significant levels, where feasible.
Examples of effective strategies include (CARB 2017b):

4 Using speed reduction mechanisms, such as roundabouts
to reduce the frequency of stop-and-go driving common
among streets that support stop signs;

4 Using traffic signal management to limit the frequency of
stop-and-go driving and vehicle idling;

4 Establishing and enforcing speed limit reductions of high-
speed roadways;

4 Using design elements that promote air flow and pollutant
dispersion along street corridors to optimize air flow,
building downwash, and pollution dispersal;

4 Incorporating bike lanes and sidewalks to promote
alternative, zero-pollution modes of transportation; and

4 Constructing solid barriers directly adjacent to high-volume
roadways, such as sound walls to improve downwash.

Impact AQ-5: Result in other
emissions (such as those

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not result in other
emissions (such as those
leading to odors) adversely

leading to odors) adversely ;eg;?f::::t affecting a substantial number |None required. No ;egz?f::::t
affecting a substantial number of people beyond the impact
of people previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
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and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact AQ-5. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

3.5 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Impact BIO-1a: Have a
substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not have a
substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through
habitat modifications, on
species identified as
candidate, sensitive, or special
status in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations,

Mitigation Measure BIO-1(a) Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Implementing agencies shall require project sponsors to
prepare biological resource assessments for specific
projects proposed in areas known or likely to contain habitat
suitable for special-status plants and wildlife. The
assessment shall be conducted by qualified professionals
pursuant to adopted protocols and agency guidelines, where

, o Significantand | or by CDFW, USFWS, or NOAA applicable. Where the biological resource assessments Significant and
habitat modifications, on Unavoidable | Fisheries beyond the impact establish that mitigation is required to avoid and minimize Unavoidable
species identified as *Less than previously analyzed. No direct and indirect adverse effects on special-status plant No *Less than
candidate, sensitive, or special . . . and wildlife species, or compensate for unavoidable effects, . .

. ) Significantwith  |substantial changes have been . . ) Significant with
statusin local or regional Mitigation proposed. no new mitigation shall be developed consistent with the Mitigation
plans, policies, or regulations, ) ’ requirements or standards of CEQA, USFWS, CDFW, and
or by CDFW, USFWS, or NOAA circumstances have F)ccurred, local regulations and guidelines, in addition to requirements
Fisheries and no substantially important of any applicable and adopted HCP/NCCP or other

new information has been applicable plans developed to protect species or habitat.

found requiring additional 4 In support of CEQA, NEPA, CDFW, USFWS, and NOAA
analysis or verification with Fisheries review and permitting processes for individual
respect to Impact BIO-1a. The proposed Plan projects, pre-project biological surveys shall
potential impacts of the be conducted as part of the environmental review process to
proposed amendment to the determine the presence and extent of sensitive habitats and
Plan are covered within the species in the project vicinity. Surveys shall follow
parameters of the Final EIR, established methods and shall be conducted at times when
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and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

the subject species is most likely to be identified. In cases
where impacts on State- or federally listed plant or wildlife
species are possible, formal protocol-level surveys may be
required on a species-by-species basis to determine the local
presence and distribution of these species. Coordination
with CDFW, USFWS, and NOAA Fisheries, as appropriate,
shall be conducted early in the planning process at an
informal level for projects that could adversely affect federal
or State candidate, proposed, threatened, or endangered
species to determine the need for consultation or permitting
actions. Projects shall obtain incidental take authorization
from the permitting agencies, as required, before project
implementation.

A species and habitat compensation plan shall be prepared
for unavoidable direct impacts on special-status plant
species and shall be reviewed and approved by the resource
agencies and lead agency prior to project approval. The plan
shall identify effective methods for reestablishing the
affected species and habitat, including but not limited to
seed collection, salvage of root masses, and planting seeds
and/or root masses in an area with suitable conditions. The
plan shall also specify a monitoring program designed to
evaluate success in reestablishing the affected species and
habitat, and remedial measures that shall be followed if the
project is not meeting specified performance criteria. The
monitoring program shall be designed to evaluate the current
and probable future health of the resources, and their ability
to sustain populations in keeping with natural populations
following the completion of the program. Remedial measures
are highly dependent upon the species and habitats in
question, but generally shall include but not be limited to
invasive species management, predator control, access
control, replanting and reseeding of appropriate habitat
elements, regarding, and propagation and seed bulking
programs.

Project designs shall be reconfigured, whenever practicable,
to avoid special-status species and sensitive habitats.
Projects shall minimize ground disturbances and
transportation project footprints near sensitive areas to the
extent practicable.

Temporary access roads and staging areas shall not be
located within the areas containing sensitive plants or wildlife
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species wherever feasible, to avoid or minimize impacts on
these species.

Project activities in the vicinity of sensitive resources shall be
completed during the period that best avoids disturbance to
plant and wildlife species present to the extent feasible.

Individual projects shall minimize the use of in-water
construction methods in areas that support sensitive aquatic
species, especially when listed species could be present.

If equipment needs to operate in any watercourse with
flowing or standing water where special-status species may
be affected, a qualified biological resource monitor shall be
present to alert construction crews to the possible presence
of such special-status species.

If project activities involve pile driving or vibratory hammering
in or near water, interim hydroacoustic threshold criteria for
protected fish species shall be adopted as set forth by the
Interagency Fisheries Hydroacoustic Working Group, as well
as other avoidance methods to reduce the adverse effects of
construction to sensitive fish, piscivorous birds, and marine
mammal species.

A qualified biologist shall locate and fence off sensitive
resources before construction activities begin and, where
required, shall inspect areas to ensure that barrier fencing,
stakes, and setback buffers are maintained during
construction.

For work sites located adjacent to special-status plant or
wildlife populations, a biological resource education
program shall be provided for construction crews and
contractors (primarily crew and construction foremen)
before construction activities begin.

Biological monitoring shall be considered for areas near
identified habitat for State- and federally listed species, and
a “notake” approach shall be taken whenever feasible during
construction near special-status plant and wildlife species.
Mitigation Measure NOISE-1 shall be implemented when
permanent or temporary noise has been identified as a
potential impact on wildlife.

Impacts resulting from nighttime lighting associated with
construction and future permanentlighting shall be assessed
atthe project level. This assessment shallinclude an analysis
of current light sources in the vicinity of the project. All
feasible measures to reduce impacts from nighttime lighting
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shall be considered and implemented at the project level
based on site-specific conditions. They may include but shall
not be limited to the following measures:

To the extent feasible, nighttime lighting sources shall not be
installed in areas that support highly sensitive natural
resources.

Nighttime lighting shall be directed at the construction or
project site and away from sensitive habitats. Light glare
shields shallbe used to reduce the extent of illumination onto
adjoining areas. Permanent lighting shall be shielded and
directed atintended use areas.

LEDs or bulbs installed as part of a project shall be rated to
emit or produce light at or under 2700 Kelvin, which results in
the output of a warm white color spectrum.

Physical barriers, including solid concrete barriers or privacy
slats in cyclone fencing, shall be installed where they have
the potential to reduce illumination from overhead lights and
vehicle lights. Barriers should only be utilized as a light
pollution minimization measure if they do not create a
substantial barrier to wildlife movement such that the height
and/or width of the barrier do not allow wildfire to move
through the area. Additional barrier types should be
employed when feasible, such as privacy slats into the
spacing of cyclone fencing to create light barriers for areas
outside the roadway.

Reflective highway markers shall be used to reduce raptor
collisions on roadways.

Projects on previously unlit roadways with adjacent sensitive
habitat and open space shall explore design options that
address safety needs without the use of artificial lighting.

If nighttime lighting has the potential to result in adverse
effects on a listed or candidate wildlife species (e.g., a nest,
den, or other important habitat feature is identified near the
project site), then consultation with the appropriate natural
resource agency may be required.

Fencing and/or walls shall be built to avoid temporary or
permanent access of humans or domestic animals from
development areas into areas occupied by special status
species. Spoils, trash, or any debris shall be removed offsite
to an approved disposal facility.

Project activities shall comply with existing local regulations
and policies, including applicable HCP/NCCPs, that exceed
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or reasonably replace any of the above measures protective
of special-status species.

4 Compensatory mitigation for unavoidable loss of habitat or
other impacts on special-status species may be achieved in
advance of impacts through the purchase or creation of
mitigation credits or the implementation of mitigation
projects through Regional Advance Mitigation Planning
(RAMP) (i.e., Conservation and Mitigation Banking, natural
community conservation planning, Regional Conservation
Investment Strategies), as deemed appropriate by the
permitting agencies. Projects will prioritize mitigation
banking within the same county as the project, if possible
(i.e., if mitigation banks or mitigation credits are available in
a given county).

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not have
substantial adverse impacts on
designated critical habitat for
federally listed plant and
wildlife species beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new

Mitigation Measure BIO-1(b) Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations, for
projects that could affect designated critical habitat for federally
listed plant and wildlife species that include those identified
below:

4 Coordination with USFWS and NOAA Fisheries, as
appropriate based on the species, shall be conducted early
in the environmental review process to determine the need
for further mitigation, consultation, or permitting actions.
Formal consultation is required for any project with a federal

Impact §|0'1b: Havg Signific§nt and | L mstances have occurred, nexus when a listed species or designated critical habitat is Signifiqmt and
substantial adverse impacts on Unavoidable and no substantially important likely to be adversely affected. Any conservation measures Unavoidable
designated critical habitat for *Less than new information has been required by USFWS or NOAA Fisheries as part of formal No *Less than
federally listed plant and Significant with found requiring additional consultation (e.g., through issuance of a biological opinion) Significant with
wildlife species Mitigation req g o would be implemented. Mitigation
analysis or verification with ! . . . A
| BIO-1b.Th 4 Reconfigure project design to avoid or minimize adverse
respectto Impact BIO-1b. The effects on protected species within designated critical
potential impacts of the habitats.
proposed amendm.en.t tothe 4 Implementing agencies and/or project sponsors shall
Plan are covered within the comply with existing local regulations and policies, including
parameters of the Final EIR, applicable HCP/NCCPs.
and Fhe sevgrity Ofth? 4 Additionally, implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-
previously disclosed impacts 1(a), above, which includes an initial biological resource
would not substantially assessment and, if necessary, compensatory mitigation for
increase. unavoidable loss of habitat or other impacts on special-
status species. Compensatory mitigation may be achieved
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in advance of impacts through the purchase or creation of
mitigation credits or the implementation of mitigation
projects through RAMP, as deemed appropriate by the
permitting agencies.

Impact BIO-2: Have a
substantial adverse effect on
riparian habitat, State- or
federally protected wetlands

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not have a
substantial adverse effect on
riparian habitat, State- or
federally protected wetlands
(including but not limited to
marsh, vernal pool, coastal), or
other sensitive natural
communities identified in local
or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by CDFW or
USFWS, through direct
removal, filling, hydrological

Mitigation Measure BIO-2 Implementing agencies and/or project
sponsors shallimplement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Implementing agencies shall require project sponsors to
prepare biological resource assessments for specific
projects proposed in areas containing, or likely to contain,
jurisdictional waters or other sensitive or special-status
communities. These assessments shall be conducted by
qualified professionals in accordance with agency
guidelines and standards. Qualified professionals shall
reference applicable regional data sources for wetland
mapping, which may include, but not be limited to, the
Adaptation Atlas (San Francisco Estuary Institute 2021),
Recovery Plan for Tidal Marsh Ecosystems of Northern and
Central California (USFWS 2013), and the 2015 Bay

(including but not limited to Significant and interruption. or other means Ecosystem Habitat Goals Update (Goals Project 2015). Significant and
marsh, vernal pool, coastal), or | Unavoidable |, ondpthe i’m act brevioust Where the biological resource assessments establish that Unavoidable
other sensitive natural *Less than Y pactp . Yy .mlt.lgatlonlsreqwred to avoid and minimize direct and No *Less than
N N ) analyzed. No substantial indirect adverse effects on State- or federally protected N )
communities identified in local | Significant with ; o Significant with
. - o changes have been proposed, wetlands, or compensate for unavoidable effects, mitigation L
or regional plans, policies, or Mitigation . ) . ) Mitigation
. no new circumstances have shall be developed consistent with the requirements or

regulations, or by CDFW or occurred, and no substantially standards of USACE, EPA, RWQCB, and CDFW, and local
:JeSrTI:Z\\/Z,ltfr;lrl(iJ:ghhdgfgl'to o important new information has regulatigns and guidelines, in addition to requiremen'Fs of
: g g, hy gl been found requiring additional any applicable and adopted HCP/NCCP or other apphcab}e
interruption, or other means . R . plans developed to protect these resources. In keeping with

analysis or verification with . I .

ttol ¢BIO-2.Th the “no net loss” policy for jurisdictional waters (i.e.,

respec. 9 mpac = 1he wetlands and other waters of the United States or State),

potentialimpacts of the project designs shall be configured, whenever possible, to

proposed amendment to the avoid wetlands and other waters and avoid disturbances to

Plan are covered within the wetlands and riparian corridors to preserve both the habitat

parameters of the Final EIR, and the overall ecological functions of these areas. Projects

and the severity of the shall minimize ground disturbances and transportation

previously disclosed impacts project footprints near such areas to the extent practicable.

would not substantially ¥ Project sponsors shall consult with USFWS, NMFS,

increase. USFS, CDFW where state-designated sensitive or

riparian habitats provide potential or occupied habitat
for federally listed rare, threatened, and endangered
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species afforded protection pursuant to the federal ESA,
the MBTA during the breeding season, the California
ESA, or Fully Protected Species afforded protection
pursuant to the State Fish and Game Code and with the
CDFW pursuant to the provisions of Section 1600 of the
State Fish and Game Code as they relate to Lakes and
Streambeds.

4 \Where avoidance of jurisdictional waters is not feasible,

project sponsors shall minimize fill and the use of in-water
construction methods, and place fill only with express
permit approval from the appropriate resource agencies
(e.g., USACE, RWQCB, CDFW, BCDC, and CCC) and in
accordance with applicable existing regulations, such as the
Clean Water Act or local stream protection ordinances.

Project sponsors shall arrange for compensatory mitigation
in the form of mitigation bank credits; on-site or off-site
enhancement of existing waters; or wetland creation in
accordance with applicable existing regulations and subject
to approval by USACE, RWQCB, CDFW, BCDC, and/or CCC.
If compensatory mitigation is required by the implementing
agency, the project sponsor shall develop a restoration and
monitoring plan that describes how compensatory
mitigation will be achieved, implemented, maintained, and
monitored. At a minimum, the restoration and monitoring
plan shallinclude clear goals and objectives, success
criteria, specifics on restoration/creation/enhancement
(e.g., plant palette, soils, irrigation design standards and
requirements), specific monitoring periods and reporting
guidelines, and a maintenance plan. The following minimum
performance standards (or other standards as required by
the permitting agencies) shall apply to any wetland
compensatory mitigation:
¥ Compensation shall be provided at a minimum 1:1 ratio
for restoration, preservation, and creation but shall in all
cases be consistent with mitigation ratios set forth in
locally applicable plans (e.g., general plans,
HCP/NCCPs) or in project-specific permitting
documentation. Compensatory mitigation may be a
combination of on-site
restoration/creation/enhancement or off-site
restoration, preservation, or enhancement.
Compensatory mitigation may be achieved in advance of
impacts through the purchase or creation of mitigation
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credits or the implementation of mitigation projects
through RAMP, as deemed appropriate by the permitting
agencies.

¥V Ingeneral, any compensatory mitigation shall be
monitored for a minimum of 5 years and will be
considered successful when at least 75 percent cover
(or other percent cover considered appropriate for the
vegetation type) of installed vegetation has become
successfully established.

¥V If the restoration is not meeting success criteria,
remedial measures shall be implemented and would
typically include, but are not limited to, replanting,
reseeding, grading adjustments, supplemental irrigation,
access control, increased weed control, and extended
maintenance and monitoring periods. After final success
criteria have been met and relevant permitting agencies
have approved the mitigation project as complete, all
mitigation areas shall be permanently conserved (e.g.,
conservation easement) and managed in perpetuity.

4 Salvage and stockpile topsoil (i.e., the surface material from

6to 12 inches deep) and perennial native plants, when
recommended by the qualified wetland biologist, for use in
restoring native vegetation to areas of temporary
disturbance within the project area. Salvage of soils
containing invasive species, seeds and/or rhizomes shall be
avoided as identified by the qualified wetland biologist.

In accordance with CDFW guidelines and other instruments
protective of sensitive or special- status natural
communities, project sponsors shall avoid and minimize
impacts on sensitive natural communities and habitats
when designing and permitting projects. Where applicable,
projects shall conform to the provisions of special area
management or restoration plans, such as the Suisun Marsh
Protection Plan and the East Contra Costa County HCP,
which outline specific measures to protect sensitive
vegetation communities.

If any portion of a sensitive natural community is
permanently removed or temporarily disturbed, the project
sponsor shall compensate for the loss. If such mitigation is
required by the implementing agency, the project sponsor
shall develop a restoration and monitoring plan that
describes how compensatory mitigation will be achieved,
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implemented, maintained, and monitored. At a minimum,
the restoration and monitoring plan shallinclude clear goals
and objectives, success criteria, specifics on
restoration/creation/enhancement (e.g., plant palette, soils,
irrigation design standards and requirements), specific
monitoring periods and reporting guidelines, and a
maintenance plan. The following minimum performance
standards (or other standards as required by the permitting
agencies) shall apply to any compensatory mitigation for
sensitive natural communities:

¥ Compensation shall be provided at a minimum 1:1 ratio
for restoration and preservation but shallin all cases be
consistent with mitigation ratios set forth in locally
applicable plans (e.g., general plans, HCP/NCCPs) or in
project-specific permitting documentation.
Compensatory mitigation may be a combination of on-
site restoration/creation/enhancement or off-site
restoration, preservation, or enhancement.
Compensatory mitigation may be achieved in advance of
impacts through the purchase or creation of mitigation
credits or the implementation of mitigation projects
through RAMP, as deemed appropriate by the permitting
agencies.

¥V Ingeneral, any compensatory mitigation shall be
monitored for a minimum of 5 years and will be
considered successful when at least 75 percent cover
(or other percent cover considered appropriate for the
vegetation type) of installed vegetation has become
successfully established.

¥V If the restoration is not meeting success criteria,
remedial measures shall be implemented and would
typically include, but are not limited to, replanting,
reseeding, grading adjustments, supplemental irrigation,
access control, increased weed control, and extended
maintenance and monitoring periods. After final success
criteria have been met and relevant permitting agencies
have approved the mitigation project as complete, all
mitigation areas shall be permanently conserved (e.g.,
conservation easement) and managed in perpetuity.

4 All construction materials, staging, storage, dispensing,

fueling, and maintenance activities shall be located in
upland areas outside of sensitive habitat, and adequate
measures shall be taken to prevent any potential runoff from
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entering jurisdictional waters. Fueling of equipment shall
take place within existing paved roads. Contractor
equipment shall be checked for leaks prior to operation and
repaired, as necessary.

4 Construction activities shall be scheduled, to the extent
feasible, to avoid sensitive times for biological resources
and to avoid the rainy season when erosion and sediment
transportis increased.

4 Compliance with existing local regulations and policies,
including applicable HCP/NCCPs, that exceed or reasonably
replace any of the above measures protective of wetlands
and other waters or sensitive natural communities.

Impact BIO-3: Interfere
substantially with the

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not interfere
substantially with the
movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with
established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridor, or
impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites beyond
the impact previously analyzed.

Mitigation Measure BIO-3(a) Implementing agencies shall
require project sponsors to prepare detailed analyses for specific
projects affecting ECA lands to determine the wildlife species
that may use these areas and the habitats those species require.
Projects that would not affect ECA lands but that are located
within or adjacent to open space lands, including wildlands and
agricultural lands, or otherwise may contain land used as wildlife
movement corridors (e.g., green belts in urban areas) shall also
assess whether significant wildlife corridors are present, what
wildlife species may use them, and what habitat those species
require. The assessment shall be conducted by qualified
professionals and according to applicable agency standards with

movement of any native Significant and . Significant and
resident or migratory fish or Unavoidable No substantial changes have | consideration of the local, regional, and global context of Unavoidable
wildlife species or with *Less than b.een proposed, no new landscape connectivity for a given project in a given area. *Less than
established native resident or Significant with clreumstances have 9ccurred, Implementing agencies and/or project sponsors shall implement Significant with
migratory wildlife corridor, or Mitigation and no substz.antlally important | measures, where feasible and necessary based on project- and Mitigation
impede the use of native new |nform.a.t|on ha§ peen site-specific considerations, that include those identified below:
wildlife nursery sites found requiring additional 4 Design projects to minimize impacts on wildlife movement

analysis or verification with and habitat connectivity and preserve existing and functional

respect to Impact BIO-3. The wildlife corridors.

potentialimpacts of the 4 Design projects to promote wildlife corridor redundancy by

proposed amendment to the including multiple connections between habitat patches.

Plan are covered within the 4 Consult relevant guidance documents regarding wildlife

parameters of the Final EIR, movement and habitat connectivity during the project design

and the severity of the phase, including but not limited to statewide and Bay Area

previously disclosed impacts region guides (e.g., CLN mapping, CDFW’s California Wildlife

would not substantially Barriers 2020 [CDFW 2020], the California Department of

increase. Transportation’s Wildlife Crossings Guidance Manual [Meese
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et al. 2007], Critical Linkages: Bay Area & Beyond [Penrod et
al. 2013]), and local guides (e.g., Gray et al. 2018; Diamond
and Snyder 2016).

Conduct wildlife movement studies for projects that may
fragment or constrict regional or local corridors and impede
use to nursery sites. These studies will include, but would not
be limited to, the following objectives: identify activity levels
and directional wildlife movement trends within the study
area, consult the California Fish Passage Assessment
Database (CALFISH database) to identify potential fish
barrier locations and conduct first pass and second pass fish
assessments as necessary, assess current functionality of
existing underpasses, and determine what species or groups
of species exhibit sensitivity to the existing roadways.
Movement studies shallidentify project-specific measures to
avoid or mitigate impacts on corridors and movement to
nursery sites that may include, but are not limited to,
developing alternative project designs that allow wider
movement corridors to remain; provide for buffer zones
adjacent to corridors, such as passive recreation zones;
implement physical barriers that prevent human and/or
domestic predator entry into the corridor or block noise and
lighting from development; incorporate shielded and
directed lighting in areas near corridors; implement a
“natives only” landscaping policy within 200 feet of identified
wildlife corridors; incorporate periodic larger habitat patches
along a corridor’s length; minimize the number of road
crossings of identified wildlife corridors; and replace roadway
culverts with bridges to allow for wildlife movement.

For projects that cannot avoid significant impacts on wildlife
movement corridors or native wildlife nursery areas, consult
with CDFW to determine appropriate measures to minimize
direct and indirect impacts and implement measures to
mitigate impacts on wildlife corridors or native wildlife
nursery sites.

Conduct site-specific analyses of opportunities to preserve
or improve habitat linkages with areas on- and off-site.
Preservation or improvements of habitat on both sides of a
wildlife crossing should be prioritized.

Analyze habitat linkages and wildlife movement corridors on
a broad scale for long linear projects with the possibility of
adversely affecting wildlife movement to avoid critical narrow
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choke points that could reduce function of recognized
movement corridor.

Construct wildlife-friendly overpasses and culverts. These
structures should be designed to meet the needs of
appropriate species, considering factors such as the size or
diameter of the structure, interval frequency, and/or physical
design to allow conditions similar to the surrounding habitat.

Upgrade existing culverts or implement directional fencing to
guide animals to existing culverts or underpasses when
conducting expansion or enhancement projects on existing
roads.

Fence major transportation corridors in the vicinity of
identified wildlife corridors.

Use wildlife-friendly fences that allow larger wildlife, such as
deer, to cross over and smaller wildlife to move under.

For projects that require the placement of stream culverts in
a fish spawning stream, follow USACE, NOAA Fisheries,
USFWS, and CDFW permit conditions and design
requirements to allow fish passage through the culverts.

Limit wildland conversions in identified wildlife corridors
such that the function of the wildlife corridor is not impaired.

Retain  wildlife-friendly vegetation in and around
developments.

Monitor and maintain fencing, under crossings, and/or other
crossing structures as needed to ensure corridor
permeability and functionality. Development and
implementation of a fencing and wildlife crossing structure
maintenance plan is recommended to maintain permeability
for wildlife across corridors.

Prohibit construction activities within 500 feet of occupied
breeding areas for wildlife afforded protection pursuant to
Title 14 Section 460 of the California Code of Regulations
protecting fur-bearing mammals, during the breeding
season.

Comply with existing local regulations and policies, including
applicable HCP/NCCPs, that exceed or reasonably replace
any of the above measures to protect wildlife corridors.

Mitigation Measure BIO-3(b) Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement the following measures, where
feasible and necessary based on project- and site-specific
considerations:
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4 Implement Mitigation Measures BIO-1(a) and BIO-2.

Impact BIO-4: Conflict with any
local policies or ordinances
protecting biological
resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not conflict with
any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological
resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or
ordinance, or with provisions of
an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan (HCP);
Natural Community
Conservation Plan (NCCP); or
other approved local, regional,
or State HCP beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No

ordinance, or with provisions of Less than . . Less than
) o substantial changes have been |None required. No L
an adopted Habitat Significant Significant
. proposed, no new
Conservation Plan (HCP); )
) circumstances have occurred,
Natural Community and no substantially important
Conservation Plan (NCCP); or ‘ antiatly Imp
. new information has been
other approved local, regional, L .
found requiring additional
or State HCP ) - I
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact BIO-4. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.
Impac.t BIO-5: Have t.he o No. Implementation of the Mitigation Measure BIO-5 Implementing agencies and/or project o
potential to substantially Significantand |proposed amendment to the . . Significant and
) : . sponsors shallimplement the following measures, where ;
reduce the habitat of a fish or Unavoidable Plan would not have the . . . e Unavoidable
o ) ) ) ) feasible and necessary based on project- and site-specific
wildlife species; cause a fish or *Less than potential to substantially considerations: No *Less than
wildlife population to dro Significantwith  |reduce the habitat of a fish or ) Significant with
poputation fo drop gnfiican aue _ _ 4 Implement Mitigation Measures BIO-1(a), BIO-1(b), BIO-2, gnitican
below self-sustaining levels; Mitigation wildlife species; cause a fish or and BIO-3(a) Mitigation
threaten to eliminate a plant or wildlife population to drop '
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animal community; or
substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of
an endangered, rare, or
threatened species

below self-sustaining levels;
threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community; or
substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of
an endangered, rare, or
threatened species beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact BIO-5. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

3.6 Climate Change,
Greenhouse Gases, and Energy

Impact GHG-1: Resultin a net
increase in greenhouse gas
emissions, either directly or
indirectly, compared to 2015
conditions that may have a
significantimpact on the
environment

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not resultin a net
increase in greenhouse gas
emissions, either directly or
indirectly, compared to 2015
conditions that may have a
significant impact on the
environment beyond the
impact previously analyzed
(see Tables 7 and 8). No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new

Mitigation Measure GHG-1 Consistent with the
recommendations in the 2017 Scoping Plan, the applicable lead
agency can and should implement, where necessary and
feasible to address site-specific construction climate change
impacts, the following measures to avoid or minimize impacts
related to construction GHG emissions:

4 Project proponents shall require its contractors to restrict
the idling of on- and off-road diesel equipment to no more
than 5 minutes while the equipment is on-site.

4 Project proponents of new facilities shall implement waste,
disposal, and recycling strategies (i.e., 10 percent recycled
content for Tier 1 and 15 percent recycled content for Tier 2)
in accordance with the voluntary measures for non-

No

Significant and
Unavoidable
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circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GHG-1. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

residential land uses contained in Section A5.405 of the
2016 CALGreen Code or in accordance with any update to
these requirements in future iterations of the CALGreen
Code in place at the time of project construction.

4 Project proponents of new facilities shall achieve or exceed
the enhanced Tier 2 target for nonresidential land uses of
recycling or reusing 80 percent of the construction waste as
described in Section A5.408 of the 2016 CALGreen Code or
in accordance with any update to these requirements in
future iterations of the CALGreen Code in place at the time
of project construction.

4 Project proponents shall require all diesel-powered, off-road
construction equipment meet EPA’s Tier 3 or Tier 4
emissions standards as defined in 40 CFR 1039 and comply
with the exhaust emission test procedures and provisions of
40 CFR Parts 1065 and 1068. This measure can also be
achieved by using battery-electric off-road equipment as it
becomes available.

4 Project proponents shallimplement a program that
incentivizes construction workers to carpool, and/or use
public transit or electric vehicles to commute to and from
the project site.

Impact GHG-2: Conflict with
the Bay Area region’s
achievement of the GHG
emissions reduction target of
19 percent below 2005
emissions by 2035 established
by CARB pursuant to SB 375

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not conflict with the
Bay Area region’s achievement
of the GHG emissions
reduction target of 19 percent
below 2005 emissions by 2035
established by CARB pursuant
to SB 375 beyond the impact
previously analyzed (see Table
9). No substantial changes
have been proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GHG-2. The

None required.

Less than
Significant
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potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact GHG-3: Conflict with
an applicable state plan, policy
or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not conflict with an
applicable state plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases
beyond the impact previously
analyzed (see Table 10). No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GHG-3. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Implement Mitigation Measures TRA-2a and TRA-2b

Mitigation Measure GHG-3 Consistent with the
recommendations in the 2017 Scoping Plan, implementing
agencies and/or project sponsors shall implement the following,
where feasible and necessary based on project- and site-specific
considerations:

4 CAP support programs: MTC and ABAG, in partnership with
the BAAQMD, shall provide technical assistance to the
counties and cities in the Bay Area to adopt qualified GHG
reduction plans (e.g., CAPs). The CAPs can be regional or
adopted by individual jurisdictions, so long as they meet the
standards of a GHG reduction program as described in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5. At the regional level, the
cumulative emissions reduction of individual CAPs within
the region or a regional CAP should demonstrate an
additional Bay Area-wide reduction of 33 MMTCO2e from
land uses and on-road transportation compared with
projected 2050 emissions levels already expected to be
achieved by the Plan. (This is based on the 2015 Bay Area
land use and on-road transportation emissions of 37
MMTCO2e, the statewide GHG reduction target of 80
percent below 1990 levels by 2050, and a two percent
increase in statewide emissions between 1990 and 2015).
However, MTC and ABAG do not have jurisdiction over the
adoption of CAPs by individual jurisdictions.

4 Energyreduction incentive programs: These reductions can
be achieved through a combination of programs supported
by BayREN, which focus on energy reduction by
homeowners, multifamily property owners, and businesses
through energy retrofits of existing buildings. BayREN also
supports other programs that help local jurisdictions reduce
building energy use through improved design and
construction standards, such as updated Title 24 energy

Significant and
Unavoidable
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standards, and including ZNE in new construction. These
programs and other measures supported by MTC and ABAG
may be included so long as the additional 33 MMTCO2e
reduction (by 2050) can be demonstrated. However, MTC
and ABAG cannot require engagement in these programs.
This target can be adjusted depending on the progress of
statewide legislation or regulations in reducing statewide
GHG emissions, so long as a trajectory to achieve this target
in the Bay Area is maintained.
While many local jurisdictions in the region have released CAPs,
the additionalimplementation of CAPs in the region would
continue to help to reduce GHG emissions from the land use
projects that would be constructed under the Plan, as well as
reducing GHG emissions from existing uses. Energy reduction
incentive programs, such as those supported by BayRen, would
help with reduce GHG emissions from energy usage in existing
and new structures in the region.

Impact GHG-4: Conflict with
an applicable local plan, policy
or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not conflict with an
applicable local plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases
beyond the impact previously
analyzed. No substantial
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GHG-4. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts

None required.

No

Less than
Significant

Addendum to the Final EIR for Plan Bay Area 2050

Page | 34




would not substantially
increase.

Impact EN-1: Result in
potentially significant
environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during
project construction or
operation

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not result in
potentially significant
environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during
project construction or
operation beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact EN-1. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

None required.

No

Less than
Significant

Impact EN-2: Conflict with or
obstruct a state or local plan
for renewable energy or energy
efficiency

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not conflict with or
obstruct a state or local plan
for renewable energy or energy
efficiency beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,

None required.

No

Less than
Significant
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and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact EN-2. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

3.7 Cultural Resources and
Tribal Cultural Resources

Impact CUL/TCR-1: Cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical
resource as defined in
Guidelines Section 15064.5

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical
resource as defined in
Guidelines Section 15064.5
beyond the impact previously
analyzed. No substantial
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact CUL/TCR-1.
The potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Mitigation Measure CUL/TCR-1 Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shallimplement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Require a survey and evaluation of structures greater than
45 years in age within the area of potential effect to
determine their eligibility for recognition under federal,
State, or local historic preservation criteria. The evaluation
shall be prepared by an architectural historian or historical
architect meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation
Professional Qualification Standards (SOI PQS). The
evaluation shall comply with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5(b) and, if federal funding or permits are required,
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966 (16 U.S. Code Section 470 et seq.). Study
recommendations shall be implemented.

4 Realign or redesign projects to avoid impacts on known
historical resources where possible.

4 If avoidance of a significant historical resource is not
feasible, implement additional mitigation options that
include specific design plans for historic districts or plans
for alteration or adaptive reuse of a historical resource that
follows the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for

No

Significant and
Unavoidable
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Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing
Historic Buildings. The application of the standards shall be
overseen by an architectural historian or historic architect
meeting the SOI PQS. Prior to any construction activities that
may affect the historical resource, a report meeting industry
standards shall identify and specify the treatment of
character-defining features and construction activities and
be provided to the lead agency for review and approval.

4 If aprojectwould resultin the demolition or significant
alteration of a historical resource, the resource shall be
recorded prior to demolition or alteration. Recordation shall
take the form of Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS),
Historic American Engineering Record (HAER), or Historic
American Landscape Survey (HALS) documentation and
shall be performed by an architectural historian or historian
who meets the SOI PQS. The documentation package shall
be archived in appropriate public and secure repositories.
The specific scope and details of documentation shall be
developed at the project level in coordination with the lead
agency.

4 Comply with existing local regulations and policies that
exceed or reasonably replace any of the above measures
that protect historical resources.

Impact CUL/TCR-2: Cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a unique
archaeological resource as
defined in Guidelines Section
15064.5

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a unique
archaeological resource as
defined in Guidelines Section
15064.5 beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact CUL/TCR-2.
The potential impacts of the

Mitigation Measure CUL/TCR-2 Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Before construction activities, project sponsors shall retain
a qualified archaeologist to conduct a record search at the
appropriate information center to determine whether the
project area has been previously surveyed and whether
resources were identified; the record search shallinclude
contacting the NAHC to request a Sacred Lands File search
and a list of relevant Native American contacts who may
have additional information. If a survey of the project area
has not been conducted in the last 5 years, project sponsors
shall retain a qualified archaeologist to conduct
archaeological surveys prior to construction activities.
Project sponsors shall follow recommendations identified in
the survey, which may include activities such as subsurface
testing, designing and implementing a Worker
Environmental Awareness Program, construction monitoring

No

Significant and
Unavoidable
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proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

by a qualified archaeologist, avoidance of sites, or
preservation in place.

Areas determined to be of cultural significance shall be
monitored during the grading, excavation, trenching, and
removal of existing features by a qualified archeologist and
culturally affiliated California Native American tribal
monitor.

To ensure that new transportation facilities, such as the
Transbay rail crossing, do not adversely affect potentially
buried archaeological deposits, an underwater
archaeological survey shall be conducted to identify,
evaluate, and protect significant submerged cultural
resources prior to activities that would disturb the shoreline
or the floor of the bay. Additionally, the archaeologist shall
request a search of California State Lands Commission’s
Shipwreck Database.

When a project would impact a known archaeological site,
the project sponsor and/or implementing agency shall
determine whether the site is a historical resource (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5(c)(1)). If archaeological
resources identified in the project area are considered
potentially significant, the project sponsor and/or
responsible implementing agency shall undertake additional
studies overseen by a qualified archaeologist (36 CFR
Section 61) to evaluate the resources eligibility for listing in
the CRHR, NRHP, or local register and to recommend further
mitigative treatment. Evaluations shall be based on, but not
limited to, surface remains, subsurface testing, or archival
and ethnographic resources, on the framework of the
historic context and important research questions of the
project area, and on the integrity of the resource. If a site to
be tested is prehistoric, culturally affiliated California Native
American tribal representatives shall be afforded the
opportunity to monitor the ground-disturbing activities.
Appropriate mitigation may include curation of artifacts
removed during subsurface testing.

If prehistoric archeological resources are identified through
survey or discovered in the project area, the culturally
affiliated California Native American tribe shall be notified.
Both the archeologist and tribal monitor or tribal
representative should strive for agreement on the
determined significance of an artifact or cultural resource.
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4 If significant archaeological resources that meet the

definition of historical or unique archaeological resources
are identified in the project area, the preferred mitigation of
impacts is preservation in place (CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(b); PRC Section 21083.2). Preservation in place
may be accomplished by, butis not limited to, avoidance by
project design, incorporation within parks, open space or
conservation easements, covering with a layer of sterile soil,
or similar measures. If preservation in place is feasible,
mitigation is complete. Additionally, where the
implementing agency determines that an alternative
mitigation method is superior to in-place preservation, the
project sponsor and/or implementing agency may
implement such alternative measures.

When preservation in place or avoidance of historical or
unique archaeological resources are infeasible, data
recovery through excavation shall be required (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)). Data recovery would
consist of approval of a Data Recovery Plan and
archaeological excavation of an adequate sample of site
contents so that research questions applicable to the site
can be addressed. For prehistoric sites, the culturally
affiliated California Native American tribe shall be afforded
the opportunity to monitor the ground-disturbing activities. If
only part of a site would be impacted by a project, data
recovery shall only be necessary for that portion of the site.
Data recovery shall not be required if the implementing
agency determines prior testing and studies have
adequately recovered the scientifically consequential
information from the resources. Confidential studies and
reports resulting from the data recovery shall be deposited
with the Northwest Information Center. Mitigation may
include curation for artifacts removed during data recovery
excavation.

If archaeological resources are discovered during
construction, all work near the find shall be halted and the
project sponsor and/or implementing agency shall follow
the steps described under CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5(f), including an immediate evaluation of the find by
a qualified archaeologist (36 CFR Section 61) and
implementation of avoidance measures or appropriate
mitigation if the find is determined to be a historical
resource or unique archaeological resource. If the find is a
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prehistoric archaeological site, the culturally affiliated
California Native American tribe shall be notified and
afforded the opportunity to monitor mitigative treatment.
During evaluation or mitigative treatment, ground
disturbance and construction work could continue on other
parts of the project area.

4 Integrate curation of all historical resources or a unique
archaeological resources and associated records in a
regional center focused on the care, management, and use
of archaeological collections. All Native American human
remains and associated grave goods discovered shall be
returned to their Most Likely Descendent and repatriated.
The final disposition of artifacts not directly associated with
Native American graves will be negotiated during
consultation with the culturally affiliated California Native
American tribes. Artifacts include material recovered from
all phases of work, including the initial survey, testing,
indexing, data recovery, and monitoring. Curated materials
shall be maintained with respect for cultures and available
to future generations for research.

4 Project sponsors shall comply with existing local regulations
and policies that exceed or reasonably replace any of the
above measures that protect archaeological resources.

Impact CUL/TCR-3: Disturb
any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not disturb any
human remains, including
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact CUL/TCR-3.
The potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the

None required.

Less than
Significant
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parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact CUL/TCR-4: Cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in
PRC Section 21074 as either a
site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is
geographically defined in terms
of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or
object with cultural value to a
California Native American
tribe

Significant and
Unavoidable

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal
culturalresource, defined in
PRC Section 21074 as eithera
site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is
geographically defined in terms
of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or
object with culturalvalue to a
California Native American
tribe beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact CUL/TCR-4.
The potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Mitigation Measure CUL/TCR-4(a) If the implementing agency
determines that a project may cause a substantial adverse
change to a tribal cultural resource, and measures are not
otherwise identified in the consultation process required under
PRC Section 21080.3.2, implementing agencies and/or project
sponsors shall implement the following measures, where
feasible and necessary, to address site-specific impacts and
avoid or minimize the significant adverse impacts:
4 Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects
to any tribal cultural resource (PRC Section 21084.3[a]). If
the lead agency determines that a project may cause a
substantial adverse change to a tribal cultural resource, and
measures are not otherwise identified in the consultation
process, provisions in the PRC describe mitigation
measures that, if determined by the lead agency to be
feasible, may avoid or minimize the significant adverse
impacts (PRC Section 21084.3[b]). Examples include:

4

avoiding and preserving the resources in place, including
planning and constructing to avoid the resources and
protect the cultural and natural context, or planning
greenspace, parks, or other open space to incorporate
the resources with culturally appropriate protection and
management criteria;

treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity,
taking into account the tribal cultural values and
meaning of the resource, including:

. protecting the cultural character and integrity of

the resource,

. protecting the traditional use of the resource, and

. protecting the confidentiality of the resource;
establishing permanent conservation easements or
other interests in real property, with culturally
appropriate management criteria for the purposes of
preserving or using the resources or places; and
protecting the resource.

Significant and
Unavoidable
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4 The implementing agency shall determine whether or not
implementation of a project would indirectly affect tribal
cultural resources by increasing public visibility and ease of
access. If it would, the implementing agency shall take
measures to reduce the visibility or accessibility of the tribal
cultural resource to the public. Visibility of the resource can
be reduced through the use of decorative walls or vegetation
screening. Accessibility can be reduced by installing fencing
or vegetation barriers, particularly noxious vegetation, such
as poison oak or blackberry bushes. It is important to avoid
creating an attractive nuisance when protecting tribal
cultural resources. Conspicuous walls or signs indicating
that an area is restricted may result in more attempts to
access the excluded area.

Mitigation Measure CUL/TCR-4(b) Implementing agencies
and/or project sponsors shallimplement measures, where
feasible and necessary based on project- and site-specific
considerations, that include those identified below:

4 Implement Mitigation Measure CUL/TCR-2.

3.8 Geology, Seismicity and
Mineral Resources

Impact GEO-1: Directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving rupture of a
known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based
on other substantial evidence
of a known fault

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving rupture of a
known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based
on other substantial evidence
of a known fault beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important

None required

Less than
Significant
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new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GEO-1. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact GEO-2: Directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving strong
seismic ground shaking

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving strong
seismic ground shaking beyond
the impact previously analyzed.
No substantial changes have
been proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GEO-2. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

None required

Less than
Significant

Impact GEO-3: Directly or
indirectly cause potential

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the

None required

Less than
Significant
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substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving seismic-
related ground failure,
including liquefaction, lateral
spreading, and subsidence

Plan would not directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving seismic-
related ground failure,
including liquefaction, lateral
spreading, and subsidence
beyond the impact previously
analyzed. No substantial
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GEO-3. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact GEO-4: Directly or
indirectly cause potential

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,

: Less than or death involving landslides . Less than
substantial adverse effects, o ) . None required o
. ) . o Significant beyond the impact previously Significant
including the risk of loss, injury, A
> ) ] analyzed. No substantial
or death involving landslides
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
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analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GEO-4. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact GEO-5: Result in

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not resultin
substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important

] . . Less than new information has been . Less than
substantial soil erosion or the o - . None required o
. Significant found requiring additional Significant
loss of topsoil . e .
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GEO-5. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.
No. Implementation of the
Impact GEO-6: Be located on P
) . ) ) proposed amendment to the
expansive soil, as defined in
. Plan would not be located on
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Less than ) . ) . . Less than
- ) L expansive soil, as defined in None required N
Building Code (1994), creating Significant ) Significant
o . Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
substantial direct or indirect o )
risks to Life or propert Building Code (1994), creating
property substantial direct or indirect
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risks to life or property beyond
the impact previously analyzed.
No substantial changes have
been proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GEO-6. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact GEO-7: Directly or
indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature

Significant and
Unavoidable *Less
than Significant
with Mitigation

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not directly or
indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature
beyond the impact previously
analyzed. No substantial
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact GEO-7. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts

Mitigation Measure GEO-7 Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Ensure compliance with the Paleontological Resources
Preservation Act, the Federal Land Policy and Management
Act, the Antiquities Act, Section 5097.5 of the PRC, adopted
county and city general plans, and other federal, State, and
local regulations, as applicable and feasible, by adhering to
and incorporating the performance standards and practices
for the assessment and mitigation of adverse impacts on
paleontological resources.

4 Obtain review by a qualified paleontologist to determine
whether the project has the potential to require ground
disturbance of parent material with potential to contain
unique paleontological resources or to require the
substantial alteration of a unique geologic feature. The
assessment should include museum records searches, a
review of geologic mapping and the scientific literature,
geotechnical studies (if available), and potentially a
pedestrian survey if units with paleontological potential are
present at the surface.

Significant and
Unavoidable *Less
than Significant
with Mitigation
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would not substantially
increase.

4

4

Avoid exposure or displacement of parent material with
potential to yield unique paleontological resources.
Implement the following measures where avoidance of
parent material with the potential to yield unique
paleontological resources is not feasible:

¥ All on-site construction personnel shall receive Worker
Education and Awareness Program training before the
commencement of excavation work to understand the
regulatory framework that provides for protection of
paleontological resources and become familiar with
diagnostic characteristics of the materials with the
potential to be encountered.

¥V Aqualified paleontologist shall prepare a
paleontological resource management plan (PRMP) to
guide the salvage, documentation, and repository of
unique paleontological resources encountered during
construction. If unique paleontological resources are
encountered during construction, qualified
paleontologist shall oversee the implementation of the
PRMP.

¥ Ground-disturbing activities in parent material with a
moderate to high potential to yield unique
paleontological resources shall be monitored using a
qualified paleontological monitor to determine whether
unique paleontological resources are encountered
during such activities, consistent with the specified or
comparable protocols.

Identify where ground disturbance is proposed in a geologic
unit having the potential to contain fossils, and specify the
need for a paleontological monitor to be present during
ground disturbance in these areas.

Avoid routes and project designs that would permanently
alter unique geological features.

Salvage and document adversely affected resources
sufficient to support ongoing scientific research and
education.

If paleontological resources are discovered during
earthmoving activities, the construction crew will be
directed to immediately cease work and notify the
implementing agencies and/or project sponsors. The project
sponsor will retain a qualified paleontologist for
identification and salvage of fossils so that construction
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delays can be minimized. The paleontologist will be
responsible for implementing a recovery plan which could
include the following:

¥ inthe event of discovery, salvage of unearthed fossil
remains, typically involving simple excavation of the
exposed specimen but possibly also plaster-jacketing of
large and/or fragile specimens, or more elaborate quarry
excavations of richly fossiliferous deposits;

¥ recovery of stratigraphic and geologic data to provide a
context for the recovered fossil remains, typically
including description of lithologies of fossil-bearing
strata, measurement and description of the overall
stratigraphic section, and photographic documentation
of the geologic setting;

¥ laboratory preparation (cleaning and repair) of collected
fossil remains to a point of curation, generally involving
removal of enclosing rock material, stabilization of
fragile specimens (using glues and other hardeners),
and repair of broken specimens;

¥V cataloging and identification of prepared fossil remains,
typically involving scientific identification of specimens,
inventory of specimens, assignment of catalog numbers,
and entry of data into an inventory database;

¥V transferal, for storage, of cataloged fossil remains to an
appropriate repository, with consent of property owner;

¥V preparation of a final report summarizing the field and
laboratory methods used, the stratigraphic units
inspected, the types of fossils recovered, and the
significance of the curated collection; and

¥ project sponsors shall comply with existing local
regulations and policies that exceed or reasonably
replace any of the above measures that protect
paleontological or geologic resources.

4 Prepare significant recovered fossils to the point of curation,
identified by qualified experts, listed in a database to
facilitate analysis, and deposited in a designated
paleontological curation facility.
¥V Following the conclusion of the paleontological

monitoring, ensure that the qualified paleontologist
prepares a report stating that the paleontological
monitoring requirement has been fulfilled and
summarizes the results of any paleontological finds. The
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report should be submitted to the CEQA lead agency and
to the repository curating the collected artifacts and
should document the methods and results of all work
completed under the PRMP, including the treatment of
paleontological materials; results of specimen
processing, analysis, and research; and final curation
arrangements.

Impact MR-1: Result in the loss
of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be
of value to the region and the

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not result in the
loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be
of value to the region and the
residents of the state ora
locally-important mineral
resources recovery site
delineated on a local land use
plan beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been

or the environment through the

Plan would not create a

) Less than proposed, no new . Less than
residents of the state ora o ) None required o
. ) Significant circumstances have occurred, Significant
locally-important mineral ) )
) and no substantially important
resources recovery site ) ]
. new information has been
delineated on a local land use - .
lan found requiring additional
P analysis or verification with
respect to Impact MR-1. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.
3.9 Hazards and Wildfire
Impact HAZ-1: Create a No. Implementation of the
o . Less than . Less than
significant hazard to the public o proposed amendment to the None required o
Significant Significant
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routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous
materials

significant hazard to the public
or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous
materials beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact HAZ-1. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact HAZ-2: Create a
significant hazard to the public
or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions
involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not create a
significant hazard to the public
or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions
involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional

None required

Less than
Significant
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analysis or verification with
respect to Impact HAZ-2. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact HAZ-3: Emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within
0.25 mile of an existing or
proposed school

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within
0.25 mile of an existing or
proposed school beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact HAZ-3. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

None required

Less than
Significant

Impact HAZ-4: Be located on a
site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to

Significant and
Unavoidable *Less
than Significant
with Mitigation

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not be located on a
site which is included on a list

Mitigation Measure HAZ-4 Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shall implement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

Significant and
Unavoidable *Less
than Significant
with Mitigation
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Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, create
a significant hazard to the
public or the environment

of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, create
a significant hazard to the
public or the environment
beyond the impact previously
analyzed. No substantial
changes have been proposed,
no new circumstances have
occurred, and no substantially
important new information has
been found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact HAZ-4. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

4 The project proponent shall perform a records review to
determine whether there is existing permitted use of
hazardous materials or documented evidence of hazardous
waste contamination on the project site and provide the
results of this investigation to the implementing agency.

4 Forany project located on or near a hazardous materials
and/or waste site pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 or sites that have the potential for residual
hazardous materials as a result of historic land uses, project
proponents shall prepare a Phase | ESA in accordance with
the American Society for Testing and Materials’ E-1527-05
standard.

4 Forany project located on or near sites that are not listed
and do not have the potential for residual hazardous
materials as a result of historic land uses, no action is
required unless unknown hazards are discovered during
development. In that case, the implementing agency shall
discontinue development until DTSC, RWQCB, the local air
district, and/or other responsible agency issues a
determination, which would likely require a Phase | ESA as
part of the assessment.

4 Develop, train, and implement worker awareness and
protective measures to minimize worker and public
exposure to an acceptable level and to prevent
environmental contamination as a result of construction.

4 Projects preparing a Phase | ESA, where required, shall fully
implement the recommendations contained in the report. If
a Phase | ESA indicates the presence or likely presence of
contamination, the project proponent shall prepare a Phase
Il ESA, and recommendations of the Phase Il ESA shall be
fully implemented.

4 Consult with the appropriate local, state, and federal
environmental regulatory agencies to ensure sufficient
minimization of risk to human health and environmental
resources, both during and after construction, posed by soil
contamination, groundwater contamination, or other
surface hazards including, but not limited to, underground
storage tanks, fuel distribution lines, waste pits and sumps.

Impact HAZ-5: Resultin a
safety hazard for people
residing or working in the

Less than
Significant

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not resultin a

None required

Less than
Significant
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planning area for projects
located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within 2
miles of a public airport or
public use airport

safety hazard for people
residing or working in the
planning area for projects
located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within 2
miles of a public airport or
public use airport beyond the
impact previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been
found requiring additional
analysis or verification with
respect to Impact HAZ-5. The
potential impacts of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan are covered within the
parameters of the Final EIR,
and the severity of the
previously disclosed impacts
would not substantially
increase.

Impact HAZ-6: Impair
implementation of, or
physically interfere with, an
adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation
plan

Significant and
Unavoidable *Less
than Significant
with Mitigation

No. Implementation of the
proposed amendment to the
Plan would not impair
implementation of, or
physically interfere with, an
adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation
plan beyond the impact
previously analyzed. No
substantial changes have been
proposed, no new
circumstances have occurred,
and no substantially important
new information has been

Mitigation Measure HAZ-6 Implementing agencies and/or
project sponsors shallimplement measures, where feasible and
necessary based on project- and site-specific considerations,
thatinclude those identified below:

4 Continue to participate in the San Francisco Bay Area
Regional Transportation E