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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Title
Urban Greening Plan
Lead Agency Name and Address

City of Tl Cerrito
10890 San Pablo Avenue
FEl Cerrito, CA 94530

Contact Person and Phone Number

Melanie Mintz, Community Development Director
510-215-4339, mmintz(@ci.el-cerrito.ca.us

Project Location

The Planning Area encompasses the entire 3.7-square mile City of El Cetrito. The City and

project boundaties are shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: City of El Cetrito in the Context of California and Alameda County
W]

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address

City of El Cetrito
10890 San Pablo Avenue
Tl Cerrito, CA 94530
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General Plan Designation
Vaties

Zoning
Varies

Project Purpose and Ovetview

‘The Urban Greening Plan (Plan) seeks to improve quality of life for community members by
identifying strategies to enhance El Cerrito’s public places and open spaces in order to create a
greenct, more environmentally sustainable and livable city. The Plan seeks (o advance
environmental sustainability and stewardship, community identity, active living/ transportation,

economic vitality, and urban livability.
Project Objectives

The objectives of the Urban Greening Plan are as follows:
1. Improved trails and paths

2. Greener gateways

3. Strengthened Ohlone Greenway

4. Enhanced existing parks

5. Active commetcial corridots

6. Resilient higher density neighborhoods
7. Eariched natural areas

8. FEnhanced creeks

9. Green streets

10. Vibrant schoolyards

11. Utrban agticulture
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The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) necessitates evaluation of any project that
requires discretionary approval by a govesnment agency which may causc an indirect or ditect
physical change in the environment. Thesc Urban Greening Plan objectives set the framework
for the policies and programs that represent the key components of the Utban Greening Plan
evaluated under CHQA.

Key Components

While many of the Usban Greening Plan policies and programs are conceptual and may be
implemented citywide as appropriate and as funding allows, other improvements are specific
to cettain locations. Moreover, many of the policies and programs in the Urban Greeaing Plan
are existing City policies, having already been adopted as part of the General Plan, Climate
Action Plan, San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan, Ohlone Greenway Mastet Plan, or other
citywide or area plans. The Plan cross-refetences and encourages implementation of policies

and programs from these other plans.

The environmental analysis conducted in this Initial Study evaluates project components to
varying degrees, depending on the specificity of the imptovement and its potential to cteate an
adverse physical impact. As a result, there are some project components which may require
additional analysis in the future once the improvement measure is further designed/engineered
or detailed. These instances are highlighted within the individual environmental topics of the
Environmental Checklist section of this Initial Study.

Key components of the Urban Greenittg Plan are summarized as follows, in the categoties of:

Goals, Key Policies, and Focus Areas and Pilot Projects.

Goals

1. Envitonmental Sustainability: Tmprove air and water quality and protect natural
resoutces through green infrastructure, ptesctved biodiversity, context-sensitive infill
development and alternative transpottation opportunitics. The Project does not designate

or propose infill development.

2. Environmental Stewardship: Support volunteer efforts to restore and enhance the City’s
natural resources and continue to provide opportunities for community membets to

engage with and leatn from the natural environment.




City of El Cetrito Urban Greening Plan Inital Study Checklist

3. Community Identity: Design projects and events that demonstrate and celebrate the
City’s commitment to an cnvironmentally sustainable future, catalyzing investment that

supports the community’s vision.

4. Active Living/Transportation: Enhance pedestrian and bicycle connectivity, and
encourape walking, hiking, biking and active recrcation to reduce reliance on fossil fuels

and enhance community quality of life.

5. Economic Vitality: Support economic activity through temporaty and permanent open

spaces and landscaping that create a sense of place and attract residents and visitors.

6. Urban Livability: Create an urban environment that is sustainable, resilient and livable by
ptoviding places that not only improve the natural environment, but are designed for

interaction, recreation and reprieve.

Key Policies

Chapter 4 of the Plan includes a range of policies and actions that address education, signage,
volunteerism, project improvements, and programs designed to meet the goals and objectives
outlined above. Key policies that could affect the physical environment are summatized below
and evaluated in the environmental topic sections that follow. Note that the first number in

the policies below correspond to the numbered Objectives on page 2 of this Initial Study.

m  1.3: Develop a Master Plan for Trails which would identify trail improvement projects,
including gap closure priotities, and pedestrian and bike connections to Wildcat Canyon
Patk and the Bay Trail (see Focus Area #1). The plan would incotporate maintenance

strategies.
" 4.3: Bvaluate opportunitics to enhance, expand, and maintain existing fields, patks, trails

and open spaces (including their trecs and landscapes) and improve maintainability.

*  6.1: Consider amending the Municipal Code to include the San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan

open space requirements for other high density neighborhoods.

= 7.1: Restore natural arcas of existing open spaces to restore their natural function, wildlife
habitat, biodiversity and ensure ecological resilience, as appropriate. Consider strategic land

acquisition to presetrve environmental benefits,

= 7.2: Iistablish a dark sky threshold to reduce light pollution and its effects on wildlife and

livability for community members.
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»  8.2: Consider a Creck Daylighting Incentives Program to encourage ptivate developments

to daylight or naturalize creeks in culverts and channels.

»  8.3: Develop a Watershed Management Plan to establish performance mettics to improve
water quality and monitoring. The plan would include ripaian management guidelines to

reduce erosion, prepate for floods, and support wildlife habitat.

»  8.4: Develop Creek Maintenance Plans for locations whete the City’s Public Works
Department currently maintains creek banks and vegetation to ensure compliance with
Regional Water Quality Control Board regulations and environmental objectives, These
plans would identify regular maintenance projects including those that do not require

petmits and planting of vegetation.

»  9.1: Adopt a Green Streets policy for developing green infrastructure (i.c., projects that
reduce impetvious surfaces) within pedestrian, bicycle, and public transportation projects
in the public right-of way. This policy would include development of 4 Municipal Green
Infrastructure Ordinance to achieve this objective in City-funded streetscape, building, and

open space projects.

= 9.2: Work with Contra Costa Clean Water Progtatn to require a high level of stormwater
capture and trcatment and consider a Designated Green Infrastructure Standard to ensure
that sufficient land area has protected vegetated sutfaces to reduce urban heat island

effects, manage stormwater, and provide recreation opportunities.
= 9.3: Requite ncw developments to plant trees along the public right-of-way.

»  9.4: Adopt a Bay-Friendly Landscaping Policy to establish guidelines for new landscaping
and tetrofit existing public landscapes. Bay-Friendly Landscaping policies generally seck to
reduce waste and pollution, conserve natural resources, and create vibrant landscapes and
gardens.

Chapter 4 also identifies suppoting policies and programs related to maintenance practices

and volunteers, adding a realistic approach for how existing and future propetty and

improvements can be implemented over time. This includes:

e Development of a Drought Responsc and Management Plan

*  Establishing pollinator-fricndly guidelines to encourage bees and natural pollination,
through no disturbance ateas for nesting bees, bird-friendly plantings, and bans on

neonicotinoids (an insecticide) on City property.
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»  Develop and coordinate a Trail Maintenance Volunteer Program and expand the Green
Teams® program to leverage existing community efforts and pattners and provide

additional resources for clean-ups and invasive species removal.

Focus Areas and Pilot Profects

The following projects reptesent focus areas—and in some cascs pilot projects—for
implementing the Utban Greening Plan policies and fulfilling its objectives. Some of the
projects include improvements on or affecting private properties. As indicated in the Plan, full
implementation of these projects would be dependent on the intetest and consent of the
ptivate property ownet, and final decision by the City Council authorizing the project. As a

result, focus arca projects may be partially or fully implemented over time.

1. Blue Green Connections: This improvement is intended to enhance pedestrian and
bicycle connections between majot natural assets including the Bay "I'tail and Wildcat
Canyon Trail. This pilot project could include street tree plantings, traffic calming,
upgrades to staircase routes, new trailheads and multi-use trails, and green infrastructure
{i.c., facilities constructed with natural materials that maintain air and water quality). Many
of these project components could be implemented in the shott-term. However, a
subscquent design and community outreach process to finalize routes and key project
components, such as signage, landscaping and pavement conditions, potential removal of 4
Jimited number of on-street parking spaces, will be requited as part of full implementation
of the Project. Additionally, full implementation of the project would require collaboration
and coordination with the cities of Albany and Richmond on portions of the project that

extend through these adjacent jurisdictions.

2. Ohlone Greenway — Portola to Schmidt: This project would include restoration of the
existing creck channel in the Fluvius Innominatus watershed to improve habitat and water
quality, while also treating stormwater runoff. Conceptual design for this improvement was
completed in 2008 and is documented in a memo prepared by Restoration Design Group,

as referenced in Section e

3. Ohlone Greenway — Gladys to Blake: This component of the project inciudes
tepurposing portions of the landscaped atcas of the Greenway and adjacent public space
for stormwater management, water quality and enhanced recteation and aesthetics. For
stormwater related projects, the Plan recommends focusing on areas adjacent to the

existing inlets to minimize disturbance.
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4. Fairmont Park: This project secks to improve an existing neighborhood park with new,
more accessible paths, improved playground and gathering spaces, and a formalized
community garden. This pilot project would improve access by creating defined entries
and designing ADA-accessible paths. The project could be implemented incrementally.

5. Central Patk and Adjacent Parcel at Central and Belmont: This improvement could
include realigning and naturalizing the existing concrete channel south of Ceatral Avenue

to improve habitat and water quality, create a tiparian edge, and treat stormwater runoff.!
The project would also create a pedestrian and bicycle pathway to better connect Central
Park to Creekside Park and improvements to play structurcs, gathering spaces, and the
bascball field. Since this site lies at the Richmond/Fl Cettito boatder, full project
implementation would require collaboration and cootdination with the City of Richmond.

6. Creekside Park: This project would consider repurposing the existing shallow concrete
pools to create wetlands ot other stormwater treatment facilities, continue the planting and
maintenance of appropriate ripatian plantings to improve the health of the creek, support
wildlife habitat, and enhance the play and gathering spaces to maxitnize opportunities for
this site as a community amenity. This project would also build on the pedestrian and
bicycle pathway described in Focus Area #5 to connect Creekside Park to Central Park,
the Ohlone Greenway, Pierce Street, and the Bay Trail. Tull implementation of this project
component would requite collaboration and coordination with the City of Albany since
this portion of the creek delineates the boundary between the two citles.

7. Hillside Natural Area: This project seeks to enhance and improve this natural open
space, including its paths, trails, native vegetation, and wildlife habitat. This pilot project
includes development of a Mastet Plan for this site to manage vegetation in order to
decrease fire hazards and protect native-plant and wildlife communities, while limiting

invasive species and facilitating use of the site by a diversity of user geoups.

8. El Certito Plaza: This project includes improving connections to the Ohlone Greenway,
the new apartments, and Albany Middle School, which would include development of a
mid-block crossing at San Pablo Avenue to connect the east and west segments of the

Certito Creek pedestrian trail. ‘The project would also repurpose pottions of the street into

! Any opportunities on a private parcel will be dependent on property owner’s interest and consent and a final
decision by the City Coundil to authogize a specific project. Private developments are subject to additional City

regulations.
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10,

11.

12.

14.

biofiltration gardens to treat stormwater.' Full implementation of this project component

would requite collaboration and coordination with the City of Albany.

Conlon Avenue and Key Boulevard: This project secks to utilize excess right-of-way at
this intersection to create a pocket park, and to consider acquiting adjacent property or
partaering with adjacent landowners to develop active play spaces and a “pollinator

athway” to encourage bees and pollination.'
P ¥ g P

Cutting and San Pablo Avenue: This project would support integrating public open
space within private property to increase activity and open space along an active
commercial corridor and major City entrance adjacent to BART. The project could also
include reputposing pottions of the street right-of-way as landscaped areas to treat

stormwater runoff.!

Avila Street and San Pablo Avenue: This improvement seeks to renovate an undetused
cul-de-sac to create a pocket park with street furniture, landscaping, and space for social
gatherings. This project would also have the benefit of improving an existing pedestrian

and bicycle connection from Avila Street to San Pablo Avenue.'

Former Portola Middle School Site: This closed school site, owned by the West Contra
Costa Unified School District, provides an opportunity for community facilities,
recreation, and utban greening, Specific improvements have not yet been identified and
therefore additional environmental analysis may be required once the project is

determined.

. Ashbury Avenue — Brighton to Lynn: This project includes renovating and repurposing

existing turn medians to reduce water usage and enhance utilization of the space by
creating urban agriculture opportunities (including an edible orchard) and biofiltration

gardens to manage stormwater tanoff.

Lower Fairmount Avenue: This pilot project seeks to improve the pedestrian-orientation
of this corridor and add civic spaces mostly within the Public Right of Way. Improvements
would provide opportunity for green infrastructure, such as street and shade trees,
landscaping, and stormwater management measures. Two alternative project designs are
presented. One alternative removes the wide central median and shifts travel lanes to
create a downtown plaza on the south side of the street. A second alternative would vacate
the street (i.c., prohibit vehicle access) to develop a larger plaza. This design would require

rerouting vehicle traffic, removal of some existing on-street parking stalls, but could
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continue to allow pedestrian and bicycle connections. The final design for this proposal
would be subject to evaluation under the San Pablo Specific Plan Multi-Modal Level of
Service standatds and a community engagement process, in addition to State and local

requiremnents.

This Initial Study analyzes the Urban Greening Plan’s potential environmental impacts at a
program level, and at a project level where sufficient information about the improvement is
known and available. The Initial Study also identifies those projects where addittonal
information is needed ptior to project approval. These projects may be subject to
supplemental environmental review if potentially adverse project specific impacts could occur
that would not be mitigated to a less-than-significant level through the mitigation measutes
contained in this Initial Study, and/or where additional site specific/ project-specific measutes

are needed.
Construction

Construction would be faitly limited in scale and duration for individual projects, though the
Project as a whole would continue to be implemented through 2040. Construction activitics
would include limited grading related to park and trail projects; excavation to apptoximately 4-
foot depth for curb and median reconfiguration; underground utility and storm drain

connections; and removal, relocation, and the planting of trees.

The Urban Greening Plan does not include construction of substantial above-ground
structures and therefore no pile driving is proposed. Above-ground construction would
include installation of posts for signage, benches, and related patk or strectscape
improvements. No substantial buildings would be constructed as a result of the Project.
Construction activities would primarily be within the public right-of-way and publicly-owned

propetty including streets, curbs, sidewalks, patks, and hillside stairs.

The number of travel lanes may be temporatily reduced at intersections for a period of
approximately two to four weeks, while curh extensions and/or medians arc installed,
modified ot relocated at vatious locations. Partial street closures (primarily parking lanes) and
detours may be required for one to two-week petiods during construction of pedestrian and
bicycle facilities (i.c., sidewalks and cutb reconstruction) and utility connections into the public
right-of-way. Improvements to stairs and handrails would likely requite tempotaty or

intermittent closutre of staircases for a two to four-week periods.
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Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

The City of El Cetrito is focated in the East Bay region of the San Francisco Bay Arca. It is the
southernmost jurisdiction in Contra Costa County, surrounded by the City of Richmond to
the west, unincorporated Contra Costa County to the notth and east, and the City of Albany
(in Alameda County) to the south. I-80 runs notth-south near the western edge of the city.
T'he Hast Bay Regional Park District’s Wildcat Canyon Regional Patk is located east of the city.

Several other agencies have jurisdiction and/or operations that coincide with the Urban
Greening Plan and implementation of its policies and programs. San Pablo Avenue, which
runs parallel to [-80, is the main north-south route along the westetn edge of the city. Also
known as State Route 123, San Pablo Avenue is operated and maintained by Caltrans. The
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District (AC T'ransit) provides local, express, and transbay
regional bus service throughout the city and offers connections to points in the Hast Bay and
greater region. The Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) provides regional train service
throughout the Hast Bay and the region, and has two stations in Fl Cetrito—the Plaza and Del

Nortte stafions.

Requested Applications and Other Participating Agencies

Lead Agency

City Couacil would be responsible for adoption of the Urban
City of El Cerrito Greening Plan, and fuading approval through the capital
improvements prografm Process and grant programs

Responsible Agencies

Would be a responsible party for any projects that necessitate an
Caltrans encroachment permit for work on San Pablio Avenue within the State

Route 123 section.

Othet public agencies whosc approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
patticipation agrcement):

City of Albany

City of Richmond

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Conttol Board

U.S. Army Corps of Iingineers

10
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFF ECTED
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the

checklist on the following pages.

O Aesthetics (3 Agriculture and Forestry m Air Quality

m Biological Resoutces m Cultural Resources m Geology/Soils

( Greenhouse Gas Emissions m azards & Hazardous Materials 0 Hydrology/Water Quality
O Land Use/Planning 3 Mineral Resources m Noise

O Population/Housing O Public Setvices O Recteation

1 Transportation/ Traffic (3 Utilities/Service Systems (J Mandatory Findings

Determination. (To be completed by the Lead Agency.)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

) I find that the proposed project COULD NO'' have a significant effect on the
environment, and 2 NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

o I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project
have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.
0 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant cffect on the environment,
and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. '
a I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” ot
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1)
has been adequately analyzed in an carlier document pursuant to applicable legal standatds,
and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze
only the effects that remain to be addressed.
0 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an
carlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION putsuant to applicable standards, and (b) have
been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that eatlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project,
nothing further is required.

A L/

4 1 o~ ]2
UVvil — l" : - / “

Signature Date

11
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
A, AESTHETICS
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse cffect on a scenic vista? 0 A a 0
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and ) 0 d =
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or ' 0 - 0

quality of the site and its surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare

which would advessely affect day or nighttime a a = a

views in the area?

Affected Envitonment

The Project would be primarily implemented on public rights-of-way and other public
locations, including BART station ateas, trails, and parks that are already surrounded with
urban uses—primarily residential neighborhoods and commercial retail development.
Development of private propetty as pivate or publicly accessible open space or connections

could result with implementation of the Project with the consent of the property owner.

Discussion

a)  Have a sibsiantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less Than Significant. ‘The Bl Cerrito General Plan identifies the following scenic tesources
in the city: views to the west—of San Francisco and San Pablo Bays, Matin County, San
Francisco, and Albany Hill; and views to the cast—of the Fast Bay Hills and ridgelines of
Wildcat Canyon Park.? The following General Plan policy addresses vistas:

Policy CD1.7: Views and Vistas. Preserve and enhance major views and vistas along major streets

and open spaces, providing areas to stroll and benches to rest and cojoy views,

2 City of El Cerrito, 1999. General Plan Conminity Development and Design Elenent. 4-28.

12
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The Project helps to implement this policy by calling for improvements to existing parks,
including Fairmont Park, Central Patk, Creekside Park, and the Hillside Natural Area, which
could expand the use of these facilities. New or imptroved walking and biking routes and
stairways would expand locations where views can be seen. New trail connections within and
along public parks, including Arlington Park, Canyon Trail Park, and Hillside Natural Area

would provide beneficial impacts by adding public viewpoints of scenic vistas.

The Project does not include substantial constructed features (e.g, buildings or towers) that
would affect existing views, but street trees, and creck and patk landscaping would be installed
as part of streetscape improvements and other pedestrian network improvements. These
improvements are identified as pedestrian-scaled and therefore ate not anticipated to be tall
enough to obstruct views or to create an adverse cffect on scenic vistas such as views of the
Bay or of the hillsides. As 2 result, the potental for the Project to have a substantial adverse

effect on a scenic vista is less than significant.

b)  Substantially damage scenic resonrees, including, but not imited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a State Scenic Highway?

No Impact. The portions of I-80 visible from the Planning Area are not designated as Scenic
Highways, according to California Scenic Highway mapping system. As a result, the Project
would not substantially damage scenic resources within a State Scenic Highway and no impact

would occur.

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or qurality of the site and its surroundings?

Less Than Significant. The Project would change the appearance of parks, open spaces,
creeks, public rights-of-way, and potentially private devclopments (i.e., increasing the
provision of open spaces) in the city with: new landscaping, signage, pedesttian paths and
trails, and daylighting of creek ateas. The General Plan includes the following policies
regarding visual character and quality related to public rights-of-way and parks and open

spaces. The Project would contribute to implemeﬂtation of these policies:

» Policy CD1.8: Fdges. Preserve and enhance [l Cetrito’s well-defined edges along the
hillside open spaces, the eastetn border along the regional pack, and the I-80 freeway.

*  Policy CD2.3: Streetscape Improvements. Maintain an active program of street tree
planting and improved roadway landscaping through both public and private means.
Design guidelines shall describe appropriate types of trees for commercial ageas — to

enhance the shopping experience rather than deteact from it,

13
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» Policy CD3.5: Creek Preservation. Where possible, preserve and restore natural
drainage ways as parts of the storm drainage system, coordinating with recreational and
trail use.

»  Policy CID3.6: Cerrito Creck. Where possible, open the Cerrito Creek channel,
providing access and recreational oppottunities along the creek in conjunction with its
flood control function.

= PR3.2: Open Space Improvements. Design any improvements in open space areas to

minimize adverse impacts to habitats, view, and other open space resources.”

Additionally, the General Plan identifies and seeks to protect “sacred places” including the
lazge rock outcropping at the top of Cutting Boulevard, Cerrito Creek, landmark businesses
and historic resources.” The Project may enhance access to some of these “sacred places,” but

is not expected to adversely impact thesc resources.

Project improvements described above would change the character of streets and open spaces
by reducing the amount of paved area, adding bicycle facilities, increasing the amount of
landscaping and green infrastructure related to stormwater management, and enhancing creeks
through daylighting, restoration and riparian landscape improvements. As a result, the Project
would change the existing visual character, but would not substantially degrade it, ot the
quality of the city. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant,

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which wonld adversely affect day or nighttine views in the
area?

Less Than Significant. As patt of implementation of the Project, the City would establish a
dark sky threshold to reduce light pollution and its impacts on people and wildlife. While, the
Project does not specifically propose to add new lighting, new trails and connections proposed
by the Project could include new street lighting, consistent with existing street standards.
Whenever possible, lighting will be directed down onto the facility itseif and would not spill
over onto adjacent land uses. New strect and path lighting is not expected to create new
source of substantial light o glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the

area and therefore would have a less-than-significant impact.

3 City of El Cerrito, 1999, General Phan Public Facilities and Services Blement: 6-17.
ty
4 City of Bl Certito, 1999. General Plan Community Developrient and Desigin Element. 4-28.

14
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Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact

B. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST
RESOURCES
In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared
by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significantly
environmental effects, lead agencies may refet to
information compiled by the California Department of
Fotestry and Fite Protection regarding the state’s
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
project; and forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in forest protocols adopted by the California
Air Resoutces Board. Would the project:
2) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared putsuant to the m 0 a x
Farmland Mapping and Monitoting Progeam of the
California Resources Agency, to a non-agticultural
user
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 0 0
a Williamson Act contract?
¢) Contflict with existing zoning for, or cause TezONIng
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), tmberland (as defined by Public 0 el a
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timbeglacd Production (as defined by
Governmental Code section 51104(g))?
d} Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of 0 a '
forest land to non-forest use?
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, duc to their location or nature, could result 0 a 3 -
in conversion of Farmland to non-agticultural use
ot conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
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No Impact. The Project is located in an urbanized area and is not shown as agricultural land
on the State of California Department of Conservation, Fazmland Mapping and Monitoriag
Program Map 2010 There is no land under Williamson Act contract or forest zoned land in
the City of El Cerrito. The Project would not cause or induce the convetsion of forest land
and agricultural land because the City is alrcady urbanized. Large open space ateas, namely the
Hillside Natural Area, is not proposed to undergo any substantial change in use. Therefore, the

Project would have no impact on agricultural and forest resources.

5 State of California Department of Conservation, Farmiand Mapping and Monitoring Program Map 2010
ftp://Etp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2010/a¥a10.pdf
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
C. AIR QUALITY
Whete available, the significance criteria established by
the applicable air quality management or air pollution
control district may be telied upon to malke the
following determinations. Would the project:
a) Coaﬂlct th_h or o!astruct implementation of the o 0 - a
applicable air quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality O O n 0
viclation?

¢} Resultina cumulatively considerable net increasc of
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
. . ; . . . (| 0 = O
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative. thresholds for
OzOnE PrecuLsors)?

d) Exnose sensitive receptoss to substantal pollutant
) Fxpose ses P P O n 0 0
concentrations?
e) Create obijectionable odors affecting a substantial
) j g 0 0 = 0

number of people?
Affected Environment

The Project is located in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin, which is regulated by the Bay
Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) and the Bay Area 2010 Clean Air Plan—
the most recent clean air plan adopted by BAAQMD in September 2010.

Discussion

a}  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air guality plan?

Less Than Significant. The Project would not affect population or cmployment growth. As
a result, it would not result in growth that exceeds growth estimates of the Bay Area 2010
Clean Air Plan® and would not generate emissions beyond what have been accounted for in

the Clean Air Plan. Rather, the Project would contribute to fulfillment of the objectives of the

¢ Bay Area Air Quality Management Disteict, 2010. Bay Area 2070 Clean Air Plan.
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Clean Air Plan by encouraging utban heat island reduction measures, shade tree planting, and

biking and walking trips.

The Project would potentially reduce vehicle trips and therefore have a beneficial impact by
helping to reduce emissions of greenhousc gas, particulate matter, and other pollutants,
Additionally, implementation of the Plan would include consideration of a Green
Tnftastructure Standard to ensute that sufficient land area has protected vegetated surfaces to
reduce urban heat island effects. As a result, the Project’s potental to conflict with or obstruct

implementation of the Clean Air Plan would be less than significant.

b)  Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially fo an existing or projected air graltty
violation?

Less Than Significant. Ambient air quality standards have been established at both the State
and federal level. The Bay Atea Air Basin is considered a non-attainment atea for ground-level
ozone and fine particulate matter (PM2.5) under both the Federal Clean Air Act and the
California Clean Air Act. The area is also considered non-attaintment for respirable particulate
matter (PM10) uader California standards, but not national standards.’

The BAAQMD Air Quality Guidelines do not have quantified thresholds related to direct and
indirect critetia pollutant emissions resulting from plan implementation (as opposed to project
implementation). Tnstead, proposed plans must show consistency with cutrent air quality
control measures and show that the plan’s projected vehicle miles traveled increase would be

less than or equal to its projected population increase.

Implementation of the Project is not anticipated to have a substantial effect on vehicle miles
and associated greenhouse gas emissions, in particular air pollutants associated with motor
vehicle use (ground level ozone and PM10). Tt would not generate additional population or
jobs following construction of the Project. The proposed patk and open space improvements
would not generate substantial vehicle trips and the increase in pedestrian and bicycle facilities
could reduce vehicle trips. Gap closures and trail improvements would potentially increase
walking and biking trips. Planting of additional trees and landscaping would help to reduce
precnhouse gas emissions through catbon capture. Therefore, the Project would not exceed

BAAQMD thresholds.

7 Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 2015. “Air Quality Standards and Attainment Status.”
-/ fwww. basamd.gov/research-and-data /air_quality-standards-and-attainment-status. Accessed September 4,

2015,
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Substantive cffects on ait quality would be limited to tempotary construction impacts. Alr
pollutants would be gencrated from construction equipment operations and fugitive dust
caused by ground disturbance during project construction (e.g., grading and construction of
sidewalks, paths, patks, etc.). However, these impacts would not be of such quantity or
duration to exceed BAAQMD thresholds. Therefore, implementation of the Project would
have would result in a less-than-significant impact on violation of air quality standards.

Q) Reswlt in a cummnlatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)é

Less Than Significant. As described in the response in Section C.b, above, the Project would
not have a measurable impact on air quality compated to existing conditions and therefore
would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any eriteria pollutant with non-

attainment status (L.c., ozone, PM2.5, and PM10).

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. Sensitive receptors in the
Planning Area include childeen, students, and seniotrs in such locations as local schools, day
cates, and the Open House Senior Center. Potential impacts during constructon and

operation phases on the Project are analyzed below.

During operation of the Project, pedestrians and bicyclists in close proximity to locations
whete truck traffic is plentiful—namely, I-80 and to a lesser extent San Pablo Avenue—would
be temporatily exposed to outdoor toxic air contaminants, particularly fine patticulate matter
from diesel truck exhaust. Focus Area Project #1: Blue to Green Connections creates
pedesttian facilities under the I-80 freeway in order to connect to destinations, including the
Bay Trail. (While only a small portion of the City’s boundaty extends across and along I-80,
the Urban Greening Plan connects the Project’s imptovements to the City of Richmond’s

planned improvements which lie closer to the 1-80.)

Cancer risk and PM2.5 cxposurc ate based on chronic or long-term exposures. Since bicyclists
and pedestrians would be shott-term users through affected areas, these impacts do not apply;
they would not be exposed to these emissions long enough to be adversely exposed. For
example, the cancer risk impacts are based on nearly continuous lifetime exposures (Le., 70

years), while PM2.5 impacts are based on annual exposures.
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Howevet, construction activities could temporarily expose ncatby sensitive receptots to
poflutant concentrations, principally PM10 and PM2.5, from fugitive dust sources. The
relatively shott construction period and limited scale of construction for the project
components is not expected to result in any health risks to residents ot sensitive receptors.
The preatest impact from construction activities are those related to the emissions of diesel
particulate matter from construction equipment and truck traffic. This is a potentially
significant impact. However, implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 would ensurce
compliance with BAAQMD best management practices for fugitive dust control, and would

reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level,

Mitieation Measure AQ-1 — Air Quality Best Management Practices: The constructon
contractos shall institute a dust control program, which shall be submitted to the City’s

Community Development Department and approved prior to any construction activity.
Elements of the dust and emissions control program shall include, but not be limited to,

the following measures:

*  During construction, all exposed surfaces (e.g. parking ateas, staging areas, soil piles,
graded areas, and unpaved access roads) shall be watered at least two times per day to
control dust particulates.

= Cover all hauling trucks or maintain at Jeast two feet of freeboatd.

= Pave, apply water at least twice daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all
unpaved access roads, parking ateas, and staging areas.

= Sweep daily (with water sweepers) all paved access toads, patking areas, and staging
areas and sweep streets daily (with water sweepers) if visible soil material is deposited
onto the adjacent roads.

= Hydroseed ot apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas (i.c.,
previously graded arcas that are Inactive for 10 days ot more).

»  Tinclose, cover, water twice daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil binders to exposed
stockpiles.

»  Limit traffic speeds on any unpaved roads to 15 mph.

= Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.

*  Suspend construction activities that cause visible dust plames to extend beyond the
construction site.

= Post a publically visible sign(s) with the telephone number and pegson to contact at the
Lead Agency regarding dust complaiats. This person shall respond and take corrective
action within 48 hours. The Air District’s phone number shall also be visible to ensure

compliance with applicable regulations.
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= The contractor shall provide a plan for approval by the Community Development
Department or BAAQMD demonstrating that the heavy-duty (>50 horsepower) off-
toad vehicles to be used in the construction project, including owned, leased and
subcontractor vehicles, will achieve a project wide fleet-average 20 percent NOX
reduction and 45 percent patticulate reduction compated to the most recent CARB
fleet average. '

" Clear signage at all construction sites shall be posted indicating that diesel equipment
standing idle for more than five minutes shall be turned off. This would include trucks

waiting to deliver or receive soil, aggregate, or other bulk matetials. Rotating drum
conctrete trucks could keep their engines running continuously as long as they were on-

site or adjacent to the construction site.

» The contractor shall install temporary electrical service whenever possible to avoid the
need for independently powered equipment (e.g., compressors).

= Propetly tune and maintain equipment for low emissions.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 would represent Best Management Practices
recommended by BAAQMD, and therefore, reduce construction petiod emissions and the

potential impact of consttuction period fugitive dust toa less-than-significant level.

&) Create objectionable odors affecting a swbstantial number of people?

Less Than Significant. No odors ate anticipated during opetation of the Project. Odors
resulting from the combustion of diesel fuel duting construction activities could create
localized objectionable odors. The odors would be temporaty and localized to the
construction site. Therefore, the Project would not create objectionable odors that would

affect a substantial number of people and the impact would be less than significant.
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D.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a)

b)

Have a substantial adverse cffect, cither directly
or through habitat modifications, on any species
identificd as a candidate, sensitive, ot special
status species in local or regional plans, policies,
ot regulations, ot by the California Depattment
of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policics,
regulations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Servicer
Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means?

Intetfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species ot with established na tive resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, ot impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resoutces, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Hiabitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Affected Environment

Urban Greening Plan Initial Study Checklist

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially

Stgnificant

Unless Less Than

Mitigation Significant No

Incorporation Impact Impact
0 u 0
m o 0
a ) B
O || a
[ a a
0 0 B

The Planning Atea is 2 highly developed utban area. Scattered trees, such as cucalyptus,

redwood junipers, palms, cypress, coast live oak, and planted pines and redwoods, and shrubs
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exist in the city, most of which are introduced species planted as urban landscaping, providing
some minor value to wildlife. There are several above-ground creek segments running through
the city and in City patks, such as within Baxter Creek Gateway Park, the Ohlone Greenway,
Canyon 'T'rail, Poinsett, Creekside, and Fluber Parks, Hillside Natural Area and along El

Cerrito Plaza.

Discussion

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or throngh habital modifications, on any species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less Than Significant. A recent teview of the California Natural Diversity Database, as part
of the San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan environmental analysis, identified one special-status
species that has the potential to occur in the Urban Greening Plan Planning Area: the Alameda
whipsnake (Masticophis lateralis enryxanthus), a federal and State threatened species. However,
based on the urban conditions in the Planning Area, suitable habitat for the Alameda
whipsnake does not currently exist in the urban portions of the city where the majority of
project improvenents would take place. Trail improvements in open spaces and patks,
including the Hillside Natural Areas would not substantially increase paved areas and effects
are not anticipated beyond noise and ground disturbance impacts during construction which
would be temporary. Moreovet, the General Plan requires replacement of any lost habitat

through the following poficies:*

Policy R1.1: Habitat Protection. Preserve oak/woodland, riparian vegetation, creeks, native
grasslands, wildlife cortidoss and other important wildlife habitats. Loss of these habitats should be
fully offsct through creation of habitat of equal value. Compensation rate for habitat fe-creation

shall be determined by a qualified biologist.

Policy R1.2: Rare and Endangered Species. Limit development in areas that support rare and
endangered species. If development of these ateas must occur, any loss of habitat should be fully
compensated on-site, Tf off-site mitigation is necessaty, it should occur within the El Cezrito
planning area whenever possible, and must be accompanied by plans and a monitoring program

prepared by a qualified biologist.

Given the scope of the Project and existing regulations, the Project is not anticipated to have a
substantial adverse effect on the Alameda whipsnake’s habitat. As a result, the Project would

§ City of Kl Cerrito, 1999. General Plan Resources and Hazgards Ffement: 7-5.
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have a less-than-significant impact on plant or animal species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, ot regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian babital or other sensitive natural commmnity identified in
Jocal or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Gane or us
Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less Than Significant. As described in the San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan EIR, the only
lknown and identified riparian habitat or other sensitive patural community in the City of El
Certito is the riparian habitat adjacent to Cetrito Creek and Baxter Creek, including a grove of
willows along Baxter Creek which is under the regulatory jurisdiction of the CDFW under
section 1601 of the California I'ish and Game Code. Any improvements to open water
channels (e.g., Cerrito Creek, Ohlone Greenway-Schmidt to Portola, Creekside Park) as part of
the Urban Greening Plan would be subject to the Joint Aquatic Resource Permit Application
(JARPA) process, which consolidates individual applications for state, federal and some
regional agencies to make the permitting process more clear and consistent. The Urban
Greening Plan proposes landscaping, daylighting, trails, and riparian improvements at creek

locations and therefore would be subject to these regulations.

Additionally, the Project includes policy measures, including Policy 8.3 to develop a Watershed
Management Plan, to suppott wildlife habitat through creek channel and riparian management

measures that would reduce erosion and degradation.

Lastly, Municipal Code Chapter 19.12 (Creek Protection Overlay District), which applies city-
wide, specifies permitted uses and development standatds for improvements adjacent to the
creek to control flood and erosion damages and preserve natural watercourses as an important
public asset. Project improvements would improve oppottunities for riparian habitat and
sensitive natural communities to thtive. As a result of the Project’s policies and programs, and
existing City and State regulations described above, the Project’s impact is anficipated to be

less than significant.

) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, ele.) through direct removal, filling,
bydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact. Focus Arca #6: Creekside Park proposes to consider creation of functional
wetlands, but the City of El Cerrito does not contain any federally protected wetlands.

Therefore, the Project would have no impact on protected wetlands.
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d) Interfere substantiafly with the movensent of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or wath
established native resident or migratory wildlife eorvidors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sifes

Less Than Significant. The primary wildlife corridors in El Ceerito are within the city’s
Hillside Natural Area and to a lesser extent along open teaches of the creeks. As analyzed in
the San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan EIR, the City of El Certito does not contain native
resident ot migratory fish. Creek maintenance measures proposed by the Project would
tremove invasive plants and potentially improve the condition of creck areas to support wildlife
habitat. Restoring natural arcas in existing open spaces, such as transitioning channelized
creeks into daylit creck areas may testore their natural function while potentially increasing
wildlife habitat and biodiversity. As described in Seetion D.b, any improvements within creek

areas would be subject to State and local regulations to protect these resoutces.

'I'rail improvements in open spaces and parks are not anticipated to have impacts during
operation of the Project since improvements ate limited to unpaved trail development and
improved water quality. Noise impacts during construction would be temporaty and therefore
are not anticipated to intetfere substantially with the movement of wildlife spaces. Pollinator
pathways along the Greenway, on Conlon Avenue, within the Ashbury Avenue median and in
other locations in the public right-of way would provide pollinator species with access to
pollen and nectar. In sum, the Project would have a less-than-significant impact on fish ot
wildlife species.

e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting bivlogical resources, sueh as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. Construction of focus arca
projects and build out of pedestrian and park improvements may result in the trimming or
removal of trees, shrubs or weedy vegetation, which could provide habitat for nesting birds.
The City is in the process of preparing a Tree Prescrvation Ordinance, but it is not yet
completed or adopted. Therefore, while the project would not conflict with local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resoutces, there are mitigation measutes that can be
implemented to reduce potential impacts on these resources. Implementation of Mitigation

Measures BIO-1, BIO-2 BIO-3, and BIO-4 would reduce the potential impacts to a less-than-

significant levek:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1 — Nesting Birds: The removal of teces, shrubs, or weedy
vegetation shall be avoided during the February 1 through August 31 bird nesting period

to the extent possible, cxcept for in the case of an cmergency. If no vegetation or tree
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temoval is proposed during the nesting period, no further action is required. If it is not
feasible to avoid the nesting petiod, the project applicant shall conduct a survey for nesting
birds no sooner than 14 days prior to the start of removal of trees, shrubs, grassland
vegetation, buildings, grading, or other construction activity. Sutvey results shall be valid
for 21 days following the sutvey; therefore, if vegetation ot building removal is not started
within 21 days of the sutvey, another survey shall be required. The area surveyed shall
include all construction sites, access roads, and staging ateas, as well as areas within 150

feet outside the boundaries of the areas to be cleared or as otherwise determined by the

biologist.

Ia the event that an active nest is discovered in the arcas to be cleared, or in other habitats
within 150 feet of construction boundaties, clearing and construction shall be postponed
for at least two weeks or until a wildlife biologist has determined that the young have
fledged (left the nest), the nest is vacated, and there is no evidence of second nesting

at temp ts.

Mitivation Measure BIO-2 - Pre-Construction Survey for Bats: A qualified biologist shall
conduct pre-construction surveys for bats and suitable bat roosting habitat at worl sites

where culverts, structures and/or trees would be removed prior to the initiation of
construction. If bats or suitable bat roosting habitat is detected, CDFW shall be notified

immediately for consultation and possible on-site monitoting.

Mitigation Measure BIO-3 — Tree Replacement: A certified arborist approved by the
Public Works Department shall perform fieldwork that includes detailing the number of
trees to be removed or affected and preserved within each project site. The results of this
fieldwork shall form the basis for the appropriate tree replacement ratio. The findings of
the field work and associated recommendations shall be reviewed by the Public Wotks

Director for approval and implementation.

Mitipation Measute BIO-4 — Tree Roots: If trimming of roots greater than two inches in
diametet is necessary during construction of the Project, a certified arborist approved by
the Public Works Department shall be required to review and approve excavation plans

and, if determined to be necessary by the arborist, shall be on site duting construction to

ensure that trimming does not cause an adverse impact to the trees.
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Implementation of Midgadon Measure BIO-1, BIO-2, BIO-3, and BIO-4 would reduce
and/ ot avoid potential impacts on nesting birds, bats, and trees, and therefore, reduce the

potential impact of construction of the Project to a less-than-significant level.

£y Conflict with the provisions of an adepted Habitar Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. Thete are no habitat conservation plans, natural community conscrvation plans,
or other approved local, regional, or State habitat consetvation plans that apply in the Planning
Area. Therefore, the Project does not conflict with any adopted habitat consetvation plan and

would have no impact.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
TImpact Incorporation Impact Impact
E. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in ! J = a
§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource pursnant a L a a
to §15064.57
¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic a u O a
feature?
d) Disturb any hutnan remains, including those 0 - O O

interred outside of formal cemeteriesr?

Affected Fnvironment

As desctibed in the General Plan, prehistotic archaeological sites in Western Contra Costa
County are typically located near historical marsh margins, on terraces along watercousses, and
at the base of hills neat watetcourses. Common prehistoric atchaeological resources found at
such sites include shell middens and bedrock milling stations. The City of El Cetrito is situated
to the cast of the general zone where shellmounds have been found. Futther from the
shoreline and upslope, the likelihood of encountering a classic deposit diminishes. Stll, there

are five recorded prehistoric archacological sites within [l Cerrito’s boundaries.”

Discussion
a)  Canse a substantial adverse change in the significance of a bistorical resonrce as defined in 15064.5¢

Less Than Significant. Focus area projects and the landscaping and stormwater
improvements consistent with the Urban Greening Plan policies would take place along
existing streets, creek beds and primarily within disturbed and developed tight-of-ways and

paths, and would not affect existing structures. However, historic resonrces can also come in

¥ Thid: 7-2.
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the form of sites. Two historic sites have been identified in publicly-accessible locations in the

Contra Costa County Historic Resoutces Inventory: '

*  Joaquin Mutietta Rock, neat Atlington and Cutting Boulevards: An outcropping of
rock covering about an acte. Legend has it that it was a hiding place for bandits who
robbed the stagecoaches on the flat lands below. The rock outcropping is of the
Franciscan type, and is over 150 million years old.

= Victor Castro Adobe at 1 El Cerrito Plaza: Don Victor Ramon Castro, one of thitteen
children of Don Francisco Castro, chose the edge of his father’s 17,938 acre Rancho
San Pablo for his adobe hacienda in 1839. The adobe extended into a U-shape Spanish
stylc home with two wings and a patio. The adobe was destroyed by fire in 1956. The
adobe site is a California Historical Landmark #356 and is now identified by a sign on-

site.

The Project does not propose improvements at the Murietta Rock site. However, the Project
does propose to create a mid-block crossing in El Cetrito Plaza (now occupied by a shopping
center) to connect the east and west segments of the Cetrito Creek pedestrian trail and provide
oppottunities for improved trails and an enhanced creck experience at Creekside Park. These
project improvements would not constitute a substantial adverse change in the significance of

a historic resource and the potential impact would be less than significant.

b)  Canse a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archacological resostree pursiant to §15064.5¢

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. In areas whete improvements are
proposed along existing streets and within disturbed and developed right-of-ways, thete would
be no impact on historical or archacological resources. Improvement projects along creeks or
that involve park and open space expansions would requite grading or ground disturbance that
may have an impact on unknown, but potentially present archacological resources. Further, it
is noted that Creekside Park is in close proximity to Albany Hill, which is identified as a
tesoutce in the California Archaeological Inventoty. The Project would not directly affect

Albany Hill and therefore would not would not cause a substantial adverse change.

No itnpact is anticipated duting opetation of the Project. In order to reduce potendal impacts
to archaeological resources during construction to a less-than-significant level, Mitigation
Measure CUL-1 shall be implemented.

10 Contra Costa County, 2010. FHistorsc Resonrces Luveniory: 19.
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Mitization Measure CUL-1 — Asrchaeological Resources: If a previously unknown, but

potentially significant cultural resoutce is encountered duting clearing, grading and
subsutface earthwork activities for any project component, all construction activities
within a 100-foot radius of the find shall ceasc until 2 qualified archaeologist determines
whether the uncovered resource requires further study. The project proponent shall
immediately notify the City of El Cerrito Community Development Director. The project
applicant shall include a standard “Inadvertent Discovery Clause” in evety construction
contract to inform contractors of this requitement. Any previously undiscovered resoutces
found during construction shall be recorded on appropriate California Department of
Parks and Rectreation (DPR) forms and evaluated for significance in tetms of CEQA
criteria by a qualified archaeclogist. Potentially significant cultutal resources cousist of but
are not limited to stone, bone, glass, ceramic, wood, or shell artifacts; fossils; or features

including hearths, structural remains, or historic dumpsites.

If the resource is determined significant under CEQA, the qualified archaeologist shall
prepate and implement a rescarch design and archaeological data recovery plan that will
capture those categories of data for which the site is significant. The archaeologist shall
also perform apptopriate technical analyses, prepare a comprehensive report and fie it
with the appropriate Information Center (Sonoma State University), and provide for the

permanent curation of the recovered materials,

Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1 would reduce and/or avoid potential impacts
on archeological resoutces, and therefore, reduce the potential impact of construction to a

less-than-significant level
) Directly or indirectly destroy a nnigue paleontological resonree or site or unigite geologic feature?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. The Project does not involve
construction which would impact known unique paleontological resources of sites or unique
geological features. Although unlikely, in some arcas, the proposed trail, patk, channel/creek,
and open space improvement projects would require grading or ground disturbance and
therefore may have an impact on paleontological resources. No impact is anticipated during
operation of the Project. The following mitigation measure shall be applied to the Project to

reduce the potential impact duting construction:

Mitigation Measure CUL-2 — Paleontological Resources: In the event a fossil is discovered

duting any earthwork activities for the project components (including those occurring at
depths of less than 10 feet), all excavations within 100 feet of the find shall be temporarily
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halted ot delayed until the discovery is examined by a qualified palcontologist, in
accordance with Society of Vertebrate Paleontology standards. The project applicant shall
include a standard “Inadvertent Discovery Clause” in every construction contract to
inform contractors of this requirement. The paleontologist shall notify the City of El
Cerrito Community Development Director ot designee to determine procedures to be
followed before construction is allowed to resume at the location of the find. If the find is
determined to be significant and the City determines that avoidance is not feasible, the
paleontologist shall design and carry out a data recovery plan consistent with the Society of
Vertebrate Palcontology standards. The plan shall be submitted to the City for review and
approval. Upon approval, the plan shall be incorporated into the project.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-2 would reduce and/or avoid potential impacts
on paleontological resources, and therefore, reduce the potential impact of construction of the

Project to a less-than-significant level.

d) Disturb any biwman remains, incliding those interred ontside of formal cemeteries?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. The potential to uncover Native
American human remains exists in locations throughout California. Although not anticipated,
in some areas improvement projects that involve grading or ground disturbance could disturb
human remains. The following mitigation measute shall be applied to the Project to reduce the

potential impact:

Mitipation Measure CUL-3 — Human Remains: If human remains are encountered during
carth-disturbing activities for the Project, all work in the adjacent atea shall stop
immediately and the Alameda County Coroner’s office shall be notified immediately. This
requirement shall be included in all project construction documents. If the remains are
determined to be Native American in origin, the Native American Heritage Commission
shall be notified and will identify the Most Likely Descendent, who will be consulted for

recommendations for treatment of the discovered remains.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-3 would reduce and/or avoid potential impacts
on palcontological resources, and therefore, reduce potential adverse impacts to human

remains duting construction to a less-than-significant level.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
F. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:
a) Exposc people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or ) O ] d
death involving:

i.  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Fatthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other O ] = ]
substantial evidence of a known Faule? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

Seismic-related ground failure, inclading
liquefaction?
iv. Landslides?
b) Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?
¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or ofEsite 0 | [ a
landslide, lareral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapser
d} Be located on expansive soil, as defined in"Fable
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), 4 [ a 0
creating substantial tisks to life or property?
e} Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks ot alternative waste watet 0 a o -
disposal systems where sewers are not available for
the disposal of waste water?

Q aaqQ
" B m
I I |
oo oaan

Affected Environment

The City of El Cerrito is in the northetn portion of the Coast Range geomotphic province of
California, which is characterized by notthwest-trending mountain ranges and valleys that
gencrally parallel the major geologic structures, such as the San Andreas and Hayward faults.
The Hayward fault is the active fault nearest to the city limits. It is 2 northwest-trending zone,
about 51 miles long, which extends from southeastern San Jose through the Bast Bay

commuaities into San Pablo Bay.
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Discussion

a)  Escpose peaple or strnctures to potential sitbstantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
deatl involving:

i Rupture of a known earthquake fantt, as delineated on the most recent Alguist-Priols Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issned by the State Geologist for the area or based on other subsiantial evidence of a
known fantt? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

Less Than Significant. According to the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone Maps
published by the California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology
(1982), most of the city is not located within the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone for the
Hayward fault. The project improvements do not involve substantial structutes that could be
damaged or could injure people directly from fault off-set during a strong earthquake.

i Strong seismic gronnd shaking?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation The entire San Francisco Bay
Atea is subject to petiodic earthquake ground shaking. The potential for strong scismic
shaking at the project site is high. Due to their close proximity and historical seismic activity,
the Hayward, San Andreas, and Concord/Green Valley faults present the highest potential for
severe ground shaking. For example, the Working Group on California FEarthquake
Ptobabilities in conjunction with the United States Geological Sutvey estimates that there is a
14 percent probability that a magnitude 6.7 or greater earthquake will occur on the Hayward
fault system in the next 30 yeats, a 6 percent probability that a magnitude 6.7 or greater
earthquake will occut on the San Andreas fault, but a cumulative 72 percent probability that a
magnitude 6.7 or greater earthquake will occur in the San Francisco Region in the next 30

yeats . 1

Unless structures ate specifically designed to withstand strong ground motion, proposed
facilitics stairs and trails in hillside areas, daylighting of creeks out of existing culverts, and
other creek and creck bank improvements could be damaged. Tn order to reduce these fmpacts

to a less than significant level, Mitigation Measure GEO-1 shall be implemented:

.S, Geological Survey, 2015. “UCERF3: A New Farthquake Forecast for California’s Complex Fault System”
Fact Sheet 2015-3009.
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Mifigaion Measure GIQ-1 — Geotechnical Investigation; Prior to final design of
improvements that involve significant ground disturbance, and substantial structares such

as retaining walls, the City shall complete a geotechnical investigation, consistent with City
of El Certito requirements, to identify design measures to mitigate impacts associated with
poor soil conditions, unstable slopes, landslides, and earthquake related events such as
groundshaking and ground failute, and implement those measures in the respective patk,

open space, and pedesttian improvements.
i, Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. Liquefaction occurs when loose
sand and silt that is saturated with water behaves like a liquid when shaken by a seismic event,
potentially resulting in a loss of soil strength and settling or subsidence. In some instances,
lateral movements of the ground surface can also occur as a result of liquefaction through a
phenomenon known as lateral spreading. Liquefaction and lateral spreading can constitute a
significant geologic hazard, causing damage to pedesteian bridges or walkways and other site
improvements. In order to reduce these impacts to a less than significant level, Mitigation
Measures GEO-1 shall be implemented.

i, Landslides?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The hillsides in the north and east
of il Certito are prone to landslides. The City’s General Plan discourages development from
these areas and the Urban Greening Plan does not propose any development in these areas.
However, grading related to new pedesttian infrastructure (i.e., trails and stairs) could
contribute to the risk of landslides. Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would

reduce potential landslide itmpacts on the site to a less-than-significant level.

b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant. Exposed soils, particularly on steep portions of project sites could be
subject to erosion duting construction and grading activities. The potential for soil erosion
exists during the period of eatthwork activities and between the time when earthwork is
completed and new vegetation is established or hardscape is installed. Once projects ate
operational and landscaping and trails have been installed, the Project is anticipated to have a

beneficial impact on reducing and avoiding erosion.
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As described further in Section I: Hydrology and Water Quality, the City of El Certito requires
preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for projects of a certain scale
that would generate stormwater impacis in order to prevent erosion and sedimentation during
and following construction. The requirements include implementation of Best Management
Practices (BMPs) during construction and the use of Tntegrated Management Practices (IMPs)
for permanent, post-construction controls to reduce erosion (and pollutants discharged from
the sites). Implementation of existing regulations would reduce etosion impacts to a less-than-

significant level.

S\ Be located on a seolagic unit or soil that is unstable, or that wonld become unstable as a result of the
Le0log .
project, and potentially resunit in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, hquefaction or
collapse?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. Subsidence or collapse can result
from the removal of subsurface water resulting in either catastrophic or gradual deptession of
the surface elevation of the project site. The Project would have a beneficial impact on
groundwatet rechatge by increasing the amount of stormwater captured. For example, as
described in Appendix F of the Urban Greening Plan, the additional trees planted as part of
the project would reduce sutface water runoff by over 30,000 gallons per year (133 gallons
annually per tree planted). Therefore, subsidence or collapse of site soils is not likely.
However, soils may be subject to liquefaction following an earthquake and landslides, as
described above. In order to reduce these potential impacts to a less-than-significant level,

Mitigation Measure GIZO-1 shall be implemented.

d)  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
snbstantial risks to life or property?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. In areas undetlain by expansive
soils and compacted, engineered fll high shrink-swell soil activity can disrupt or damage paved
sutfaces as well as the foundations of public access facility structures. In order to reduce these
potential impacts to a less-than-significant level, Mitigation Measure GEO-1 shall be

implemented.

€) Hae soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of seplic tanks or alfernative waste water disposal
systems where sewers are not avatlable for the disposal of waste water?

No Impact. No septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems would be utilized as

part of the Project. The City uses a municipal sewer system.
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Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact

G. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly
ot indirectly, that may have a significant impact on a a ] a
the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 0 a | a
emissions of greenhouse gases?

Affected Envitonment

The City of El Certito adopted a Climate Action Plan in 2013 to provide guidance for
reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The Climate Action Plan identifies an emisstons reduction
target of 15 percent below 2005 levels by 2020 and 30 percent below 2005 emissions’ levels by
2035. The transportation sector (i.e., vehicle emissions) represents just over half (51%) of all
emissions in the city accotding to the 2005 baseline inventory, followed by residential energy
use (28%) and commercial energy use (15%). Water consumption has a minimal contribution

to greenhouse gas emissions, at 0.3%.

Discussion

¢

a)  Would the project generate greenbouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may bave a significant
impact on the environnment?

Less Than Significant. Construction activities (i.¢., the use of vehicles and other equipment)
related to the project improvements would increase greenhouse gas emissions (e.g:, catbon
dioxide) temporarily during construction. This impact is not considered to be significant given

the limited scope and duration of construction for cach project component.

During opetation, the Project would encourage additional pedestrian and bicycle trips, as the
Project proposes to add and improve pedestrian and bicycle connections and enhance
neighborhood patks that ate easily reached on foot. The Project could potentially result in
fewer vehicle trips compared to existing conditions which would potentially reduce

greenhouse gas emissions. Additionally planting shade trees and landscaping, could help

36




Public Review Draft October 2015

reduce urban heat island effects and sequester carbon. Therefore, the Project would have a

less-than-significant impact on ditectly or indirectly generating greenhouse gas emissions.

bY  Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or reguiation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenbonse pases?

Less 'Than Significant. The Project helps to implement the following key goals and
objectives in the City’s Climate Action Plan related to utban greening improvements such as

stormwatet management and landscaping, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities:

Goal SC-3: Continue to invest in infrastructure that invites people to walk, bike, and take transit

more in Bl Cerrito.

Objective SC-3.1: Create design standards for developments in commercial areas to require

pedestrian-friendly improvements.

Objective SC-3.2: Maintain and expand an active program of streetscape improvements that
enhance the pedestrian environment, character and continuity of residential and commercial

districes and greater connectivity between resideatial and commercial districts.

Objective SC-3.3: Continue implementation of the Obbue Greenway Marter Plan and create greater

connections between the Greenway, San Pablo Avenue and other regional trail networks.

Goal SC-4: Increase and enhance urban green and open spaces to protect biodiversity, conserve
natueal resources, conserve water, foster walking and bicycling, and improve the health and quality
of life for residents and people who work in El Cerrito.

Objective SC-4.1: Develop a comprehensive Urban Greening Plan to guide the development,
programming, and maintenance of the City’s public open spaces and green infrastructure and to
identify additional or different types of green spaces needed to suppott urban infill development.

Objective SC-4.2: Promote Bay-Friendly tree planting and landscaping, and the creation of green
and open space that is attractive and helps restore natural processes, sequester catbon, clean storm

water, conserve resources, and connect citizens to Bl Cerrito’s natural environment.
Goal EW-4: Partner with local, regional, and State agencies to encourage water conscrvation and
efficiency.1?

The Project would help to implement these Climate Action Plan objectives by calling for mid-
block pedesttian connections; encouraging open space requirements in private development

projects; sequesteting catbon dioxide and mitigating urban heat islands by increasing street

12 City of El Cerrito, 2013. Chimsare Action Plan.
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trees and plantings and reducing the amount of impervious surfaces; providing more
opportunities for local food production through community gardens and pollinator gardens;
mitigating the impacts of heavy rain events and flooding by reducing impetvious paving and
adding biofiltration gardens, open space, and other planted ateas. The Project would also
encoutage Bay-Friendly landscaping and enhance biodiversity by protecting habitats and
wildlife corridots to increase the likelihood that native ecosystems will be able to adapt to the
impacts of climate change. It would also expand signage, trails, sidewalks, and bicycle facilities

that encourage bicycle and pedestrian circulation.

As a result, the Project would have a beneficial impact on the City’s greenhouse gas emissions’
reduction goals. Thetefore, the potential to conflict with applicable emissions reductions plans

and policies would be less than significant.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incotporation Impact Impact
H. HAZARDS
Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, ot O 1 | J

disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset 1 7 - i
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous matetials, substances, or waste 0 0 - 0
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 0 m 0 0
would it create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?

¢) For a project located within an aitport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, a 0 a -
would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

f) For a project located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard 0 O 0 |
for people residing or working in the project arca?

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or n| a | a
emetgency evacuation plan?

k) Expose people of structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland fizes,
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized ] ] n 4
areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

Affected Environment

There are a number of automobile service stations and other commercial uses (e.g., dry
cleanets) within the Planning Area that store, use and dispose of hazardous materials. The

majority of hazardous materials sites within the city are leaking underground storage tank
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(LUST) cleanup sites associated with gasoline stations and automobile setvice uses, as well as
activities that use onsite underground storage tanks, based on information from the
Department of Toxic Substance’s (D'TSC) EnvitoStor database® and the State Water
Resources Control Board’s (SWRCB) Geotracker database.' A review of the Environmental
Protection Agency’s (RPA) CERCLIS database indicated no active sites in the city.

Discussion

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment throngh the routine transport, use, or disposal
of hazardons materials?

Less Than Significant. Implementation of the Project would include development of a
Sustainable Landscape Program to educate residents on sustainable landscape and
maintenance practices, including but not limited to programs related to pesticide-tree and
integrated pest management gardening, Bay Friendly Landscaping, street tree protection and
proper maintenance, and water consetvation practices. ‘The City would continue to implement
the City’s Tntegrated Pest Management (IPM) Policy, which specifies the use of low risk
pesticides only after City thresholds have been ctossed and altetnative strategies exhausted.
Additionally, routine use of hazardous materials as part of the Project would be limited to
small amounts of maintenance and custodial supplies to clean infrastructure in parks and other
public facilities. These notmal activities would be subject to applicable local, State, and federal
regulations. No additional mitigation is required.

Depending on the scale of the project improvement, preparation and implementation of a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), discussed further in Section I: Hydrology and
Water Quality, may be required. The SWPPP is designed to reduce the risk of spills or leaks
from the reaching the environment, including procedures to address minor spills of hazardous

materials.

The proposed improvements would not involve the routine transpott, use, storage, or disposal
of hazardous materials to the extent that a significant public or environmental hazard would
occur. Therefore, development and operation of the Project would therefore have a less-than-

significant impact.

13 Department of Toxic Substances, 2015. Envirostor Mapping Tool. Accessed Septemnber 4, 2015.
 Sate Water Resources Control Board, 2015, GeoTracker Mapping Tool. Accessed September 4, 2015.
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b)  Create a significant hasard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
acident conditions involving the release of bazardons materials into the environmient?

Less Than Significant. The Project’s proposcd streetscape improvements would likely
requitc minimal groundbreaking and the amount of soil excavation for street and open space
areas is not expected to be substantial. The Project does not propose to demolish or renovate
any buildings, which could contain hazardous materials. As described in Section H.a above, the
Project does not involve or affect significant hazardous materials and would not create
conditions which could lead to the accidental release of hazardous substances. Therefore, the

potential impact is less than significant.

¢} Fmit hagardons emissions or handfe hazardons or aculely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-guarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Less Than Significant. Although the Project would be implemented within one-quarter mile
of several schools, as described above, it would not emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous materials, substances, or waste. Therefore, the potential impact of the Project would

be less than significant.

d)  Be Jocated on a site which is inclded on a list of bazardons materials sites compiled prrswant to
Govermment Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, wonld it create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. According to databases
maintained by the California Department of T'oxic Substances Control and the California State
Water Resources Control Board, there are several sites in the City of El Cerrito that are on the
Cortese list of hazardous materials sites. Most of these sites are gas stations and commercial
uses that use and dispose of hazardous matetials, and arc located along San Pablo Avenue.
These uses would not be affected by the surface construction of streetscape and landscaping
facilities and improvements to parks and open spaces. Improvements that involve the
disturbance of soil at or near these hazardous materials could potentially expose people and

the environment to hazardous substances.

Mitioation Measute HHAZ-1 - Phase I and 1I Investigations. Priot to construction of any

improvements that require ground disturbance, lists of hazardous materials sites
maintained by the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) and the
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) shall be consulted. Where a proposed
facility is located on an identified site, follow up Phase T and as appropriate Phase 11
hazardous waste site investigations shall be completed if not already available. No
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disturbance of contaminated soil shall be permitted unless an approved site cleanup and
remediation plan has been implemented for the identified hazardous waste site(s).

‘T'he Project proposes formalizing the existing community garden in Fairmont Park,
developing an edible orchard in the Ashbury Avenue median, and encouraging community
gardens on public and private property. Implementation of the Project would include
development of 2 Community Garden Program that develops maintenance and partnership
regulations and programs for establishing and running comenunity gardens. To ensure that soil
in community gatdens is safe for gardeners and consumers, the following mitigation measure

shall be implemented.

Mitigation Measure HAZ 2 -~ Community Garden Soil Evaluation. Prior to approval of a

petmanent community garden on public property, the applicant shall prepare and provide
documentation of the following U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
recommendations" for developing community gardens, to the satisfaction of the

Community Development and Public Works Director:

»  Research and submit the history of the property, which may include consultation of
resources from the Depastment of Toxic Substances, State Water Resources Control
Board resoutces, Sanbosn ot fire insurance maps, and City ditectories, in order to
identify potential risks and contaminants for testing.

"  Test soil at a laboratory to consider likely environmental contaminants, as well as
macronutrients (nitrogen, phosphorus, potassium), micronutrients (magnesium,
calcium, manganese, iron, etc.), Soil pH, and organic matter needed for healthy plant
growth.

*  [f contaminants are at a level that need cleanup, applicant shall discuss with the City to
determine whether an alternative site should be pursued, whether cleanup funds are
available or can be attained, or whether above-ground rather than in-ground gardening
should be putsued to reduce exposure to unsafe soils. In the latter instance, a water
petmeable fabric cover or geotextile may be utilized, or topsoil or clean fill added from
certified soil sources (i.e., clean of any hazardous materials and safe for food

production) to reduce exposures to soils of concern.

15 1.8, Environmentat Protection Agency, 2015, “Steps to Create a Community Garden or Expand Urban
Agdicuiture.” http:/ /www.epa.gov/brownfields /urhanag/steps.hitm. Accessed September 23, 2015,
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In order to mitigate potential impacts to a less-than-significant level, Mitigation Measure
HAZ-1 and HAZ-2 shall be implemented.

e) For a project located within an airport land nse plan or, where sich a plan bas not been adopled, within
2 miiles of a public airport or public use airport, wonld the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The Project is not located within an airpott land use plan nor within 2 miles of a

public or public use airport.

£)  For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety bazard for
peaple residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The Project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

@) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopled emergency response plan or errergency
evacuation plan?

Less Than Significant. The project improvements are located in a predominantly urban
sctting mostly along existing rights-of-way (primarily along sidewalks and landscape strips) and
public patks and open spaces, including the more rural Hillside Natural Areas. The Project is
not expected to affect the roadway atea where emergency vehicles and evacuation routes are

located.

Any on-street improvements that would affect the roadway area, such as the Blue to Green
Connections and Lower Fairmount Avenue improvements would undergo review by the
Police and Fire departments to ensure the necessary road widths, turning radii, emergency
vehicle apparatus, and clearance distances ate maintained for all emergency vehicles. In
particular, if the Lower Fairmount Avenue proposal to vacate the street to some or all vehicle
modes is pursued, further analysis would be required to determine the effect on emergency
tesponse. Based on known project implementation, the Project would not physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan and the Project’s impact is expected

to be less than significant.

hy Esgpase peaple or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildfand fires, including
where wildlands are adiacent to urbanized areas or where residenices are intermised with wildlands?

Less Than Significant. The potential for grassland or woodland fires is found in the El
Cerrito hills, Fxisting water lines and access for emergency vehicles in this area arc considered

adequate for fire protection; no additional mitigation is required. Moteover, as part of
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implemcntation of the Project, the Hillsdale Open Space pilot project includes policies for
vegetation management to decrease fire hazards in this open space area. Therefore, the

potential impact of the Project on wildland fires is considered less than significant.
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L

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

3)
b)

d)

£

h)

)

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies ot
interfere substantially with groundwater rechatge
such that there would be 2 net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for
which peemits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in 4 manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, or substantiafly
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-
site?

Create ot contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems ot provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantally degrade water quality?
Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area
as mapped on 4 federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flood Tnsurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures
which would impede ot redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding of as a result of the failure of a levee or
damr

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfow?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

QOctober 2015

Potentially

Significant

Unless Less Than

Mitigation Significant No

Incorporation Impact Impact
0 u 0
0 | |
a = a
a = a
O u a
0 u a
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Affected Envirtonment

The City of El Cetrito is located in the San Francisco Bay Hydrologic Region, in the Hast Bay
Plain Subbasin of the Santa Clara Valley Groundwater Basin. This subbasin is a northwest
trending alluvial plain bounded on the north by San Pablo Bay, on the east by the contact with
Franciscan Basement rock, and on the south by the Niles Cone Groundwater Basin. 'The Hast
Bay Plain Subbasin extends beneath San Francisco Bay to the west. Several creek reaches pass

through El Cerrito.

The State Water Resources Control Board and nine Regional Water Boards regulate watet
quality of surface watet and groundwater bodies throughout California. In the Bay Atea,
including the project site, the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Board is responsible for
implementation the Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan). The Basin Plan establishes
beneficial water uses for waterways and water bodies within the region. Runoff water quality is
regulated by the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Program,
established through the federal Clean Water Act. Compliance with NPDES permits is
mandated by State and federal statutes and regulations. The Contra Costa Countywide Clean
Water Program assists cities, towns, and unincorporated areas with coordination and
consistency of approaches across the County in implementing the Regional Water Boatd

requirements,
Discussion

2)  Violate any water quality siandards or waste discharge requirements?

Less Than Significant. Potential stormwater impacts in improvements associated with the
Project may occur during construction phases, while operation of the Project is expected to
improve water quality and benefit waste discharge by improving and expanding stormwater

management infrastructure.

Pursuant to Section 402 of the Clean Water Act and the Portet-Cologne Water Quality
Control Act, municipal stormwatet discharges in the City of Tl Cerrito are regulated under the
San Francisco Bay Region Municipal Regional Stormwater NPDES Permit, Order No. R2-
2009-0074, NPDES Permit No. CAS612008, adopted October 14, 2009 (MRP). MRP
Provision C.3 addresses post-construction stormwater management requirements and requites
the City to incotporate site design, source control, and stormwater treatment measures into
development projects, to minimize the discharge of pollutants in stormwater runoff and non-

stormwater discharges. Under provision C.3.b.i.(4)(d), sidewalks and trails that are not
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hydraulically connected to other impervious surface ot the stormwater conveyance system and
drain to vegetated areas are exempt from water quality treatment requirements. As a result,

most project components would be exempt from C.3 requirements.

Still, compliance with State and federal standards to maintain water quality is required,

consistent with the following General Plan policy:

Policy R1.6: Runoff Watcr Quality. Maintain, at a minimum, the water quality levels established by
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), implement Clean Water Program and NPDES
requirements, and achieve the highest possible level of water quality reasonable for an urban

environment in City creeks,

The regional NPDES permit requires that the City and permit applicants address storm watet
pollution issues in development of private and public projects. Any construction activities,
including grading, that would result in the disturbance of one acre or more would be required
to comply with the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction
and Land Disturbance Activity (Construction General Permit). Under the Construction
General Petmit, preparation of a SWPPP for a site would be required to address construction-

related impacts.

As part of its standard practice, the City would review improvement projects priot to
construction and determine if the project component requires preparation of a SWPPP. Based
on this review, the City or applicant would prepare a project SWPPP that includes Best
Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent, or minimize stormwater pollution during
construction activities. All projects proposed along creck channels would require the
preparation of an Erosion Control and Revegetation Plan, and a Spill Control and Counter
Measures Plan, regardless of whether a SWPPP is technically required or not, as well as a Joint
Aquatic Resource Permit (JARPA).

Therefore, existing regulations would mitigate any potential impacts of construction of the
Project and operation of the Project is anticipated to have beneficial impacts on water quality

Potential impacts of the Project on water quality would be less than significant,

b)  Substantially deplete gronndwater supplies or interfere substantially with gronndwater recharge such that
there would be a net deficit in agutifer volume or a lowering of the local gronndwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearlby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

Less Than Significant. The Project is anticipated to increase groundwater recharge by

reducing the amount of impervious surfaces as a result of removing pavement along sidewalks
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and streets, and increasing the area devoted to stormwater capture and treattnent.
Implementation of the Project would include installation of biofiltration gardens, constructed
wetlands, and new street trees and landscaping that would contribute to increasing
groundwater supplies. As a result, the Project’s impact on groundwater supplies would be less

than significant.

) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including throngh the alferation of the
conrse of @ stream or viver, in a manner which would resnlt in substantial ervosion or siltation on- or off-
site?

Less Than Significant. The Project includes naturalizing and daylighting former creeks that
are currently channelized along portions of the Ohlone Greenway (Portola Drive to Schmidt
Tane), Cerrito Creek near Fl Cerrito Plaza, and the under construction Creckside Apartments
project. (Notably, the Creekside Apartments’ project includes daylighting and restoting
approximately 180 feet of Cerrito Creck; environmental impacts of this project component—
which has been approved and was under construction in 2015—wete previously evaluated in a
2005 Subsequent Environmental Impact Report and are not analyzed further in this Tnitial
Study.) As a result of these improvements, the sinuosity (or curves) of the creek bed would be
restored along the Ohlone Greenway. Daylit and restored creeks would be engineered
consistent with federal, State, and local regulations to reduce erosion and siltation, as they
return creek areas to a more natural state. These regulations include compliance with the
JARPA requirements discussed in Seefon D.b. Additionally, the Project would follow the
recommendations of the conceptual site planning completed for daylighting the creek segment
along the Ohlone Greenway from Portola to Schmidt (Focus Area #2).1

Existing storm drainage systems would be retained, but impervious areas are expected to be
reduced as a result of the Project. Grading of project sites and installation of green
infrastructure for stormwater management would affect local drainage patterns in terms of the
amount of flow and areas for drainage. As part of implementation of the Project, the City
would develop Creek Maintenance Plans and a Watershed Management Plan, which would
include riparian management guidelines to manage plantings, and reduce erosion in advance of
development of creek restoration and watershed enhancement projects. As described in Seation
La above, BMPs and preparation of SWPPP would be required on larger projects to address

erosion and sedimentation.

16 Restoration Design Group, 2008, “Fluvius Innominatus Restoration Channel Design” Memorandum to
Melanie Mintz, City of El Cerrito: March 8.
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While ground disturbance for projects outside existing paved rights-of-way associated could
cause erosion and sedimentation into waterways, Urban Greening Plan policies and existing
local and regional regulations desctibed above would reduce potential impacts on existing

draining patterns that would result in erosion to less-than-significant levels.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including throngh the alleration of the
course of a stream or viver, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runaff in a mansner which
wornld result in flooding on- or off-sate?

Less Than Significant. As described in Seation Ld above, as part of implementation of the
Project, green infrasttuctute, stormwater management measures, and riparian management
guidelines would be implemented to reduce flood impacts. Impervious surfaces would be
reduced as a result of the Project, thereby further reducing potential flood impacts. As
described in Appendix F of the Utban Greening Plan, the additional trees planted as part of
the Project would reduce surface water runoff by over 30,000 gallons per year. Therefore, the
Project would reduce the rate and amount of surface runoft which would have a beneficial

impact on flooding and the potential impact would be less-than-significant.

) Create or contribute rinoff water which wornld exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormnvater
drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polinted rungff?

Less than Significant. The Project is anticipated to reduce stormwater runoff by reducing the
amount of impervious sutfaces (removing portions of paved areas along sidewalks and streets)
and increasing the area devoted to stormwater capture and treatment. Implementation of the
Project would include installation of biofiltration gardens, constructed wetlands, and new
strect trees and landscaping that would contribute to reducing runoff and removing pollutants
from the watcr. For example, the biofiltration garden at Ashbury Avenue (Focus Area 13) is
estimated to treat approximately 177,800 gallons of runoff per year, while the constructed
wetland at Creekside would treat over 8.4 million gallons of runoff per year. {See Appendix F
of the Urban Greening Plan for additional details.)

The Project would not significantly alter the existing stormwater drainage system (some drains
rnay be rebuilt as a result of strect improvement projects), but it is expected to reduce reliance
on the storm drain system and therefore increase its capacity. As a result, the Project would

have a less-than-significant impact on runoff and the capacity of drainage systems.
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£y Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less Than Significant. As described in Appendix F of the Urban Greening Plan, the Project
would expand the amount of runoff treated and remove pollutants—namely, total suspended
solids (TSS), total phosphotus (IP), Nitrate and Nitrite, Lead, total Kjeldahl nitrogen (TN},
Copper and Zinc—from stormwatet tunoff resulting in 2 beneficial impact on watet quality.
Furthermore, as part of implementation of the Project, the City would develop a Watershed
Management Plan to establish performance metrics to improve water quality and monitoring,
Erosion and sedimentation from construction related disturbance of pedestrian facilities and
trails could impact water quality temporarily. Where required, for larger projects, a SWPPP
would be required to mitigate the impacts of etosion and sedimentation associated with
construction-related disturbance. Therefore, the potental impact on water quality would be

less than significant.

@) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Fiood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

No Impact. The Project does not place housing within a 100-year floodplain; therefore the

Project would have no impact with respect to this criterion.

by Place within a 100-year flood hasard area structures which would impede or redirect flood flows?

Less than Significant. The Project does not propose to add significant structuges within a
100-year floodplain. Therefote, the Project would have a less-than-significant impact on flood

flows.

i) BExpase people or structures fo a siguificant 155k of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding of as a resulf of the failure of a levee or dam?

No Impact. None of the proposed project components ate located in the vicinity of a levee
or dam that could fail and cause loss, injury ot death. Thetefore, the Project would have no

impact with regard to flooding as a result of a levee or dam failute.

1) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mdflow?

No Impact. None of the proposed projects ate located in the vicinity of areas subject to
seiche, tsunami, ot mudflow. Therefore, the Project would have no impact with regard to

inundation.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
J. LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? 0 O | | a

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy,
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general 0 0 - 0
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the putpose of avoiding or
mitigating an eavironmental effect?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation B o a -
plan or natural community conservation plan?

Affected Environment

The Project would be implemented in various locations within the City of Bi Cerrito, primarily
in urban areas, but also including the Hillside Natural Area. While the Project would primarily

be constructed in public rights-of way, patks, and open spaces, it would include project
components developed adjacent to a range of land uses, including residential, commercial, and

community facility uses.

Discussion

a) Physically divide an established community?

Less Than Significant. The Project does not propose to add structutes, walls, or reduce
connections that would physically divide an established community. Project improvements
such as new stairs, trails, mid-block crossings, and pedestrian connections would have a

beneficial impact by improving connections between destinations within the community.

Focus Area 14: Lower Faitmount Avenue includes one alternative option that would vacate
the street, closing it off completely to vehicular traffic, though bicycle and pedestrian traffic
could potentially remain. This would require permanent rerouting of the northbound left tarn
fane and would reduce the need for ongoing Caltrans permits for food truck gatherings and
other events. With San Diego Strcet running east-west 400 feet to the north and Catlson Street

600 feet to the south, there are reasonable alternative options for citculation. As a result, the
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Project would have a less than significant impact on physically dividing an established

community.

b)  Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regnlation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coasial program, or Joming
ordinance) adopied for the purpose of avoiding or miligating an environmental effect?

Less ‘T'han Significant. The Project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy or regulation. Private property identified for potential open space development as part
of the improvements to Central Park, Fl Cerrito Plaza, and the Hillside Natural Area would be
dependent on the private property ownert’s interest and consent, and subsequently the City

Council’s determination if a land use change were necessary.

As identified in the environmental topics throughout this Initial Study, the Urban Greening
Plan would facilitate implementation of policies and programs in El Cerrito’s General Plan and
Climate Action Plan, in particular those related to expanding parks and open spaces,
improving the pedestrian and bicycle network, and managing stormwatet runoff to improve
water quality and reduce flood impacts. The implementation of mitigation measures in this
environmental document and adherence to the requirements in the City’s General Plan and
Municipal Code would ensure confortmance with plans, policies and regulations to avoid ot

mitigate potential environmental effects.

Q) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan?

No Impact. There are no habitat consetvation plans or natural community conservation plans
that apply in the Planning Area. Therefore, the Project does not conflict with any applicable

habitat conservation plan and would have no impact.
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Potentially

Significant
Potendally Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incosrporation Impact Impact

K. MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and a a O u
the residents of the state?

b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site delineated 0 0 0 -
on a local gencral plan, specific plan or other land
use plan?

No Impact. The El Certito General Plan does not identify any mineral resources within the
city. The proposed Utban Greening Plan improvements would be located primarily in an
already urbanized area and would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource ot in the loss of a locally important mineral resource recovery site. Improvements
within the Hillside Natural Area, Creckside Park, and other open space areas are proposed to
muaintain and enhance the historic natural setting of these resoutces by removing invasive
plants, daylighting creek sections, planting native vegetation, and installing trails to manage
erosion. Therefore, implementation of the Project would not have an impact on mineral

resources,
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L.

NOISE

Would the project:

a)

b)

Exposure of persons to or gencration of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

Exposure of petsons to ot generation of excesstve
ground borne vibration or ground borne noise
levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

A substantial temporaty or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not beens adopted, within
2 miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or
working in the project atea to excessive noise
levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or
working in the project atea to excessive noise
levels?

Affected Envitonment

Utban Greening Plan Initial Study Checklist

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless Less Than

Mitigation Significant No

Incorporation Impact

| ] 0
] [ ]
a ]
0 |
m] ]
0 ]

'The Project is located within an already utbanized environment. According to the City’s
General Plan, the predominant noise sources in the city are from vehicle and rail traffic,
specifically vehicles on I-80 and San Pablo Avenue, and along the BART sail line. Long-term
measutements that were taken over a 24-hour petiod in March 2014 to analyze another
project—the San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan—corroborate the General Plan’s findings

regarding existing noise levels at these locations.
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Discussion

a)  Fogosnre of persons to or generation of noise levels in exceess of standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incotporation. Operation of the Project would
not create substantial new noise sources since the primary new noise sources would be
additional human voices as a result of increased visitors to patrks and open spaces. Additional
trees and landscaping may have some noise reduction benefits. However, construction of the
Project would temporatily increase noise sources duc to the use of construction vehicles and
equipment. Noise-generating activities would include removal of existing pavement, grading,
excavation, and traif building. Although construction noise would be localized to specific
project site locations, businesses and residences would be intermittently exposed to noise

throughout the plan horizon as individual projects are constructed.

The City’s General Plan and Zoning Ordinance include standards and regulations to analyze
and reduce potential noise impacts, respectively. Additionally, Mitigation Measure NS-1 is
included to further reduce potential impacts. Given the temporary and intermittent nature of
the construction activities, and with implementation of these regulations and mitigations, the
Project is not anticipated to have a significant impact on noise exposure in excess of
established standards.

Performance Standards

El Cerrito’s General Plan identifies standards for maximum outdoot noise levels and

encourages noise teducing technology in the development of infrastructure:

Policy H3.2: Outdoor Noise Levels. The goal for maximum outdoor noise levels in residential
areas is an Ldn [Day-Night Level] of 60 dB {decibels]. This level is a requirement to guide the
design and location of future development and is 2 goal for the reduction of noise in existing
development. However, 60 Ldn is a goal that cannot necessarily be reached in all residential areas
within the realm of cconomic or aesthetic feasibility. This goal will be applied where outdoor use is
a major consideration {e.g., backyards in single-family housing developments and recreation areas
in multi-family housing projects). The outdoor standard will not nozmally be applied to the small
decks associated with apartments and condomiaiums but these will be evaluated on a case-by-case
basis. Where the city determines that providing an Ldn of 60 dB or lower outdoors is not feasible,
the outdoor goal may be increased to an Ldn of 65 dB at the discretion of the Planning

Cominission.
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Policy H3.5: Impacts of BART Noise. If the noise source is BART, then the outdoor noise
exposure criterion should be 70 Ldn for future development, recognizing that BART noise is

characterized by relatively few loud events.

Chapter 19.21.050 of the Zoning Ordinance requires preparation of a noise study if uses
would produce outdoot noise levels in the conditionally permitted range or above. As
described above, the Project is not anticipated to increase noise levels substantially and

therefore would not trigger a noise study.

The Zoning Ordinance also deseribes performance standards to manage and reduce potential
noise impacts. Normally acceptable noise levels are up to 60 dB in residential, commercial, and
public facilities, and up to 65 dB in parks and open space areas; conditionally acceptable levels
generally range from 75 to 80 dB in these use locations. The Zoning Ordinance requires
evaluation of mitigation measures for projects in residential areas under the following

circumnstances:

= The project would cause the Ldn to increase 3 dBA or more.

= Any increase would result in an Tdn greater than 60 dBA.

» The Ldn already exceeds 60 dBA.

=  The project has the potential to generate significant adverse commuanity response.

Existing Noise Reduction Regulations

‘The General Plan includes the following policy to reduce potential noise impacts:

Policy #13.12: New Noise Reducing Technologies. Support and employ new noise reducing
technologies in the development and maintenance of local and regional infrastructure.

Additionally, Chapter 16.03.060 of the Zoning Ordinance regulates construction hours to 7:00
a.m. to 6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, and 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on Saturday. It requites
that construction work be controlled to prevent causing a public nuisance such as noise and

vibration.

While the Project is not anticipated to cause an increase in dBA or generate significant adverse
community response, it would be implemented in locations where the Ldn alteady exceeds 60
dBA, according to the measurements conducted fot the San Pablo Avenuc Specific Plan Draft
EIR in March 2014. As a result, in addition to the regulations desciibed above, mitigation
measures were evaluated and one mitigation measure is applied to the Project to reduce noise

levels duting construction.
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Mitigation Measure

Implementation of Mitigation Measure NS-1 would further reduce potential noise Impacts:

Mitioation Measure NS-1 — Noise Control Best Manapement Practices: The constructon

contractor shall institute a noise control progtatm, which shall be submitted to the
Cotnmunity Development Department and approved prior to any construction activity.
Construction equipment shall be well-maintained and used judiciously to be as quiet as
practical. The following measures, when applicable, are tecommended as patt of the noise

control program to reduce noise from construction activites:

*  Tiquip all internal combustion engine-driven equipment with mufflers that are in good
condition and apptoptiate for the equipment.

»  Utilize “quiet” models of air compressors and other stationary noise sources where
technology exists.

= Locate stationaty noisc-generating equipment as far as feasible from sensitive receptors
when sensitive receptors adjoin or are near a construction arca.

»  DProhibit unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines.

= A temporary noise control blanket barrier could be erected, if necessary, along building
facades facing construction sites. This mitigation would only be necessaty if conflicts
occurred which were irresolvable by proper scheduling.

»  Route construction-related traffic along major roadways and as far as feasible from
sensitive receptors.

»  Tnsure that construction activities (including the loading and unloading of materials
and truck movements) are limited to the hours specified in the Zoning Ordinance or
determined in consultation with the Community Development Director.

» Businesses, residences, or noise-sensitive land uses adjacent to construction sites shall
be notified of the construction schedule in writing. Designate a “construction liaison”
who would be responsible for responding to any local complaints about construction
noise. The Haison would determine the cause of the noise complaints (e.g., starting too
early, bad muffler, etc.) and institute reasonable measures to cotrect the problem.

Conspicuously post a telephone number for the liaison at the coastruction site.

Compliance with existing policies and regulations, and implementation of Mitigation Measure
NS-1 would reduce the exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of

established standards and result in a less-than-significant impact.
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b)  Exposure of persons fo or generation of excessive gromnd borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?

Less Than Significant. Community members would be exposed to additional noise and
vibration sources temporatily during construction. The City of Il Cerrito does not have
quantifiable vibration limits that can be used to evaluate the compatibility of land uses with
respect to ground-botne vibration, but given the limited nature of construction—no pile
driving, or substantial excavation or grading is proposed-—vibration impacts ate expected to
be limited and not substantial, Noise impacts would be regulated by the policies and

regulations described in Section I.a above.

Parks and open space visitors would be temporarily exposed to existing noise and vibration
sources in certain locations adjacent to BART and near vehicles on roadways, as a result of the
Project. These impacts would affect users of the Blue to Green Connections in locations that
cross under 1-80, Ohlone Greenway improvements under the BART line, and pedestrian
improvements at Lowet Faitmount Avenue and Avila Street/San Pablo Avenue, adjacent to

vehicle traffic on San Pablo Avenue.

Since proposed imptovements neat I-80 and San Pablo Avenue are pedestrian
improvements—as opposed to park and open space improvements that might invite
community members to linger—pedesttians would only be temporatily exposed to noise and
vibration sources while passing under I-80 or San Pablo Avenue. Improvements to the
Ohlone Greenway may increase the number of visitors to this linear park and likewise
temporatily expose community members to noise and vibration intermittently as a BART train
passes overhead. In conclusion, the potental impact of exposure of persons to ot generation

of excessive ground borne vibration or noise levels would be less than significant.

) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without
the project?

Less Than Significant. As described in Section L.« and Section 1.5 above, the Project would
not generate increased noise levels during operation of the Project. 'Therefore, the Project
would not result in a substantial permanent inctease in ambient noise levels and the potential

impact would be [ess than significant.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
excisting without the project?

Less ‘Than Significant. As described in Setion I..a and Section L. above, the Project would

temporarily generate construction noise impacts. Construction would include demolition,
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grading, and excavation, so the highest noise levels would be generated when heavy equipment
in used. Following common noise impact assessment practice, a substantial permanent noise
increase would occur if the noise level increase resulting from the Project is 3 dBA Ldn or
greater. A substantial temporaty noise level increase would occur where noise from
construction activitics exceeds 60 dBA Leq and the ambient noise environment by at least 5
dBA Leq at noise-sensitve uses in the project vicinity for a period greater than one year. A
substantial permanent cumulative noise increase would occur if the project contributed a
minimum noise increase of 1T dBA Ldn whete cumulative noise levels are anticipated to

increase by 3 dBA Ldn or more.

Hourly average noise levels generated by the highest noise-producing construction activities
could range from 75 dBA to 85 dBA Leq measured at a distance of 50 feet from the center of
the active construction area. Construction-generated noise levels drop off at a rate of about 6
dBA per doubling of distance between the source and receptor. According to the San Pablo
Avenue Specific Plan Draft EIR, typical existing noise levels around San Pablo Avenue (one of
the nosiest parts of the Planning Area) range from 63 to 79 dBA Leq during the day. Although
at times the construction of the Project may exceed the dBA Leq threshold, since construction
related to individual project components would occur for a duration of less than one year, the
potential impact would be less than significant. Moreover, potential impacts would be
mitigated through the regulations, mitigation measure, and policies described in Seation L.a. As
a result, the Project would not result in a substantial temporary or petiodic increase in ambient

noise levels and the potential itnpact would be less than significant.

) Fora project 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 nse airport, would the project exjpose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive woise levels?

No Impact. The Project is not located within an airport land use plan nor is it located within
2 miles of a public airport ot public use airport. As a result, there would be no impact

regarding this significance criterion.

£ For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project exipose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The Project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, As a result,

there would be no impact regarding this significance critetion.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incotporation Impact Impact
M. POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:
) Induce substantial population growth in an atea,
cither directly (for example, by proposing new 0 0 0 -

homes and businesses) ot indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement O 0 a |
housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement a a a n
housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The Project does not involve the construction of any new vehicular roads, sewer
and water lines or other utilities which could induce population growth in the City. The
proposed streetscape, park, and open space improvements would serve the existing population
and would not directly add housing or jobs to the City that could have a growth inducing
effect. It would not displace any existing housing units or substantial numbers of people,

requiting replacement housing clsewhere.
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Potentally
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incotporation Impact Impact
N. PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the project:
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altered governmeatal
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times
or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:
Fite protection? a ] = O
Police protection? .| 0 = m)
Schools? I 0 0 "
Parks? 41 d | | a0
Othet public facilities? 0 ] 0 ™

Affected Environment

The Project is located within an urban area which is cutrently served by existing public fire,

police, schools, parks, and related public services.
Discussion

a)  Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental faciléties, need for new or physically altered governmental facifities, the
construction of which conld eanse significant environmental inspacts, in order to meintain aceeplable service
ratios, response times or other perfornance objectives for any of the public services: fire protection, police
Pprotection, schools, parks, or other public facilities?

Fire Protection - Less Than Significant. Fire protection for the Project would be provided
by the El Cetrito Fire Department. As of 2015, the Fire Department had 37 authorized
personnel, including 19 paramedics who provide advanced life support setvices during

emetgency medical responses. The Fl Certito General Plan states a goal to maintain an average
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emergency response time for the first fire engine of less than 6 minutes for 95 percent of all
emergency calls for service, provided adequate financial tesources are available."” Addidonally,
the El Cetrito Fire Departrent has automatic aid response agreements with the City of
Richmond Fire Department, City of Albany Fire Department, City of Betkeley Fire
Department, and Contra Costa County Fire Protection Disttict.

The Project is not anticipated to affect fire protection services substantially, since it would not
increase the population of residents or employees not the amount of development. Fuel
reduction policy measures in the Hillside Natural Areas could reduce calls for service related to
wildfire. As a result, implementation of the Project would not necessitate new Fire
Department facilides and therefore would not create substantial adverse physical impacts
related to the provision of new or altered Fire facilities and the tesulting impact is less than

significant.

Police Protection - Less Than Significant. Police protection for the Project would be
provided by the El Cerrito Police Department. The Police Department has a response time
standard of 5 minutes for Priority 1 and 2 calls (these ate calls for service considered
emergencies, with the potential for serious injuty and/or death) and a staffing service level
standard of 1.26 officers per 1,000 residents, according to the General Plan.™

The Project would not increase the population of residents or employees nor the amount of
development and therefore is not anticipated to have a substantial effect on police protection.
As a result, implementation of the Project would not necessitate new Police Department
faciliies and therefore would not create substantial adverse physical impacts related to the
provision of new or altered Police facilities. The resulting impact is less than significant.

Schools — No Impact. The Project would not generate new students. As a result, the Project
would not have an effect on the need for new or physically alteted governmental facilities to

maintain acceptable service ratios.

Parks — Less Than Significant. Service ratios, maintenance, construction and operation

impacts related to parks and open space are analyzed below.

17 City of Bl Certito, 1999. General Plan Public Facilities and Services Elfement. 6-29.
18 Thid: 6-25.
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Service Ratios

The City contains approximately 142 acres of park, open space, and recreation area (not
including Ohlone Greenway) in the city. The General Plan states a minimum level of service
standard of 5 acres of publicly-owned park land per 1,000 tesidents.” Based on a population
estimate of 24,316 in 2013, the current service level is 5.85 acres per 1,000 residents.
Therefore, the City is currently meeting and exceeding the General Plan standatd. The Project
would enhance and/or increase the amount or accessibility of tecreation areas through
amenities to existing facilities and potentally expanded facilities through private Iand

acquisition, which would collectively result in an increase in the overall service ratio.

Maintenance

The Urban Greening Plan suppotts a range of policies and programs to support maintenance
of existing and planned improvements through plant selection (i.e., removal of invasive species
and planting approptiate species), volunteerism, and support for a citywide maintenance and
management plan to create dedicated revenue streams for maintenance. As a result, although
the Project would increase the provision of recreation facilities and the use of existing
facilities, policies, volunteetism, and potential new funding streams would prevent the physical

deterioration of these facilities.

Although the City does not currently have a parks impact fee, the Active Transpostation Plan,
a parallel planning effort, recommends preparation of a nexus study in order to analyze the
oppottunity for 2 funding mechanism (such as impact fees) to pay for acquisition and
maintenance of open space. The San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan also provides incentives for
public open space and recommends establishment of an in-lieu fee for projects which will not
add common, private ot public open space. These policies and programs would further

reduce the potential impact of incteased usage and the provision of new facilities.

Conclusion

Tn summary, the Project would have a beneficial impact on the provision of recreation
facilities in the city and would also provide for the maintenance of both existing and new
facilitics to avoid any potential detetioration due to increased use. The Project would not be
expected to result in substantial adverse physical impacts duc to temporary construction
activities ot opetation of the Project. As a result, construction of the Project would result in a

less-than-significant environmental impact.

19 Thid: 6-13.
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Other Public Facilities — No Impact. The Project would have no impact on the provision
of or need for other new public facilities, such as City Hall, the El Cetrito Libraty, or Open

House Senior Center.

64




Public Review Diraft October 2015

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
0. RECREATION
Would the project:
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional patks ot other recreational facilities such ] o - 0

~ that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?
b} Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of 0 0 ” I
recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment?

Affected Environment

The City of Bl Cerrito Recreation and Public Works departments manage facilities and
activities in the City’s patks, recreational facilitics, and open spaces. The West Contra Costa
Unified School District operates parks and tecteation facilities on school sites. The East Bay
Regional Parks District manages the 2,427-acre Wildcat Canyon Regional Park adjacent to the
city’s eastern border. The Bay T'ail, which runs along the waterfront west of the city, is

operated by various cities, counties, park districts and other agencies.

Discussion

a)  Wonld the project increase the use of existing neighborbood and regional parks or ather recreational
Joacilities swch that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

Less Than Significant. The Project would enhance facilities, plantings, and accessibility of
existing neighborhood and regional parks and therefore could increase usage of these facilities.
The Urban Greening Plan, and the Active Transportation Plan prepated in parallel, identify
measures to prevent deterioration of these facilitics, including funding for both capital
imptrovements and maintenance, formalization of volunteer efforts, and removal of invasive
species. As described in Section N.a (Parks) above, implementation of the Project would not be
expected to increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional patks and recreation
facilities to such extent that these facilities would be physically degraded or that substantial
physical deterioration would be accelerated. Therefore, the Project would have a less-than-

significant impact on the deterioration of existing facilities.
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b)  Does the project include recreational facilities or require the consirsiction or expansion of recreational
Jacilitios which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Less 'Than Significant. As described in Seation N.a (Parks) and Section O.a above, the Project
would create new recreation opportunities in the form of enhanced facilities, such as new
trails, landscaping, and patk features. Construction of these facilities would include
development of new paths, removal of some existing impervious surfaces in otdet to instail
plantings and stormwater infrastructure. As part of implementation of the Project, the City
would develop a Master Plan for Trails to identify trail improvement projects and maintenance
strategies. The Project could include expansion of parks and open spaces through the
acquisition of private propesty and revisions to the Zoning Ordinance, requiting new

development projects to provide open space.

These facilities would help implement the goals of the General Plan and the Climate Action

Plan by providing pedesttian facilities and improving access to parks and open space areas. It
is not anticipated that these new and improved facilities would have an adverse physical effect

on the environment; therefore the potential impact s less than significant.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitgation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
P. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant d a [ | O
components of the circulation system, including but
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management
progratn, including, but not limited to level of
service standards and travel demand measures, or
. 0 O [ | (o
other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated
roads ot highways?
©) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in a a 4 [ ]
location that results in substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous ] A - 0
intersections) ot incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency accesse ] 0 N ]

f) Conflict with adopted polices, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 0 0 = 0
facilities, ot otherwise decrease the perforinance or
safety of such facilities?

Affected Environment

The Project would affect public rights-of-way throughout the city with projects that would
reconfigure sidewalks to replace portions of existing impetvious surfaces with landscape sttips
and with upgrades to the Ohlone Greenway multi-use path. ‘The Project would not affect
travel on highways and freeways; thetefore such travel is not discussed further except as it

relates to local street intersections with freeway on- and off-ramps. Although not cutrently
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included in the CEQA Guidelines” Appendix G Checklist as a significance criterion, patking
capacity is evaluated at the end of this section for informational purposes.

Discussion

a)  Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, laking into acconnt all modes of fransportation ucluding mass transit
and non-molorized travel and relevant components of the circitlation system, including but not limited to
interseetions, streels, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Less Than Significant. The Project would have a less-than-significant impact on
vehicles/streets, transit, bicycle and pedestrian performance standards, and applicable plans

and policies as described below.

Streets/Vehicles

Vehicle level of service (LOS) is defined in terms of a letter grade ranging from A to F. LOS A
is the best level of operation, representing free flowing conditions, and LOS F is the worst
level of operation, representing excessive delays, long vehicle queues, and generally intolerable
conditions. The City of El Cerrito’s policy calls for achievement of LOS D or better.” The
Project would not increase vehicle trips on city streets compared to existing conditions, but
would potentially reduce vehicle travel by encouraging use of alternate modes by improving
pedestrian and bicycle facilities and connections to transit and other key destination.

Transit

The City of El Cerrito has taken a step toward making AC Transit more efficient by adopting
a Transit First Policy. According to the General Plan, it is the official policy of the City of El
Certito to encourage public transit among El Cerrito residents and visitots, and expedite the
movement of transit vehicles.” The Project does not proposed to directly affect transit

performance or operations.

Bicycles/Pedestrians

While the City does not have adopted standards for bicycle and pedestrian facility performance
citywide, it does express support for bicycle and pedestrian facilities through the goals and
policies of the General Plan and Climate Action Plan. Improvements to paths, including

2 City of Bl Cerrdto, 1999. Genera/ Plan Transportation Elemrent. 5-4.
2t Tbid: 5-10.
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within linear parks such as Creekside Park and Baxter Gateway Park, and adding bicycle and
pedestrian connections, such as at Avila Street and San Pablo Avenue, would enhance

pedestrian and bicycle mobility by expanding connections between destinations.

Construction Impacts

Construction of on-street pedestrian improvements related to the Blue to Green Connections
and green infrastructure may involve sidewalk and curb replacement that could result in
temporaty partial street closures, primatily to parking lanes, but potentially to travel lanes as
well. Stair and trail improvements within off-street open space areas may also create short-
term closures to park trails and staircases. Additionally, the number of travel lanes may be
reduced while curb extensions and/or medians are installed at vatious locations. As these

impacts would be temporary, they are not expected to create significant impacts.

As 2 result, the potential impact of the Project to conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or
policy establishing measutes of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system

would be less than significant.

b)  Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, birt not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand nreasures, or other standards established by the county congestéon managenzent
agency for designated roads or highways¢

Less 'T'han Significant. The Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) serves as the
Congestion Management Agency for the County, responsible for prepating the County’s
Congestion Management Program (CMP), most recently in 2013. Within the city, the CMP
analyzes conditions on 1-80 and San Pablo Avenue, and sets specific intersection LOS
standards for both of these facilities: LOS T for 1-80 between Cutting Boulevard and the
Alameda County line; and LOS E for the portion of San Pablo Avenue within Fl Cerrito.”

According to the CMP and the Measure | Contra Costa Growth Management Program, only
projects that expect to generatc more than 100 peak hour vehicle trips are required to prepare
a traffic impact analysis that assesses impacts of the proposed development on the regional
transportation system. As described in Section P.a above, the Project would not increase vehicle
trips on city streets compated to existing conditions and would not generate more than 100
peak hour trips. Therefore, an impact analysis does not need to be prepared. Additionally, the
Project would not have a direct impact on vehicle trips on [-80. Therefore, the Project is not

22 Contra Costa County Transit Authority, 2013, Contra Casta Congestion Management Program: D-2, D-4.
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expected to conflict with the CCTA’s CMP and the resulting impact on the CMP and related

travel demand measures and standards would be less than significant.

) Reswult in a change in air iraffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location
that resulls in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. No aitpotts are located in the vicinity of the Planning Area. Therefore, the

Project would have no impact on air traffic patterns.

Ay Substantially increase hazards due to a design featnre (e.g., sharp enrves or dangerons intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment}?

Less Than Significant. While the majority of project improvements do not substantially alter
street design, the Project includes several pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure projects that are
intended to make intersections safer for pedestrians, bicyclists, and drivers. Specifically,
reconfiguring the intersection at Conlon Avenue and Key Boulevard is intended to improve
sightlines and clarify movemeats. Alternative proposals for Lower F airmount Avenue would
cither restripe travel lanes or vacate the street altogether; although these proposal will be
considered in further detail, neither alternative would substantially increase hazards. As a
result, the potential impact on increasing hazards or incompatible uses would be less than

significant.

€) Result in inadegnate emergency access?

Less Than Significant. As described in Section P.d, certain project components would alter
street design, specifically reducing intetsection widths (at Conlon Avenue and Key Boulevard),
potentially some restriping related to the Blue to Green Connections, and restriping or
vacation of Lower Fairmount Avenue. While the street vacation alternative would eliminate
one route through this portion of the city, several other existing routes would remain. As part
of the City’s standard project review process, the Fire and Police departments would review
street redesign proposals for emergency access considerations. Additionally, any street vacation
proposal must go through a review process as per California Streets and Highway Code
requirements (Section 8300: Public Stecets, Highways, and Service Easemcents Vacation Law).
As a result, these street design enhancements would be consistent with the City’s emergency
access standards and would not be expected to adversely affect emetgency response.

Therefore. the Proiect’s impact to emetgency access is expected to be less than significant.
s i p gency p 2
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f)  Conflict with adapred polices, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or
otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

Less Than Significant. Implementation of the Project would include the City adopting a
Green Streets policy for developing green infrastructure within pedestrian, bicycle, and transit
projects in the public right-of-way. This policy would include preparation of 2 Municipal
Green Infrastructure Ordinance to achieve this objective in City-funded streetscape, building,

and open space projects.
Additionally, the Project supports the following transportation policies in the General Plan:

'T1.1: Balanced Transportation System. Create and maintain a balanced transpostation system with

choice of transit, bicycle, pedestrian, and private automobile modes.

T1.4: Pedestrian Circulation. Provide a safe, convenient, continuous and interconnected pedestrian

citculation system throughout the City. Ensure safe pedestrian access to local schools.

"The Project also helps to implement the following Climate Action Plan alternative

transportation policies:

Goal SC-3: Continue to invest in infrastructure that invites people to walk, bike, and take transit

more in Bl Cerrito.

Objective SC-3.2: Maintain and expand an active program of streetscape improvements that
enhance the pedestrian environment, character and continuity of residenttal and comimnercial

districts and create preater connectivity between residential and commercial districts.

Objective SC-3.3: Continue implementation of the Oblone Greenway Master Plan and create greater

connections between the Greenway, San Pablo Avenue and other regional trail networks.

Therefore, the Project would have a beneficial impact on policies, plans and programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities, and would not affect the

performance of these facilities, resulting in a less-than-significant impact.
Other Non-CEQA Topic: Parking

For informational putposes, the anticipated parking demand and changes in supply for the
Project were considered. In the City’s Municipal Code, parking requirements are not specified
for Park and Recreation Facilities; rather they are determined by the Zoning Administrator,
who may require patrking demand analysis. In this case, the Project does not propose to add ot
remove a significant number of parking spaces. There may be removal of a limited number of

on-street parking spaces as a result of the reconfiguration of certain streets, such Lower
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Fairmount Avenue and streets where bike facilides are proposed. Parking spaces proposed for
removal would be determined during the design phase and would include 2 community

engagcment process.

While the enhancement of existing parks and open spaces and the provision of new open
space amenities could generate additional visitors, thesc improvements are not anticipated to
generate a substantial increase in parking demand. Many of these improvements would be
made to neighborhood patks that draw users from walking distance. Moreovet, the pedesttian
and bicycle improvements proposed by the Project may result in a reduction in driving and
parking demand. In summaty, the Project would not generate substantial parking demand not

significantly alter parking supply.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
Q. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requitements of the o (1 - o

applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Requite or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilitics ot expansion of 0 a - ]
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing A 0 - O
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient watet supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or d d [ ] 0
are new or expanded entitlements needed?

€) Resultin a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the a g | a
project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

£f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted

capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste O O | a
disposal needs?
g) Comply with federal, State, and local statutes and a 0 . 0

regulations related to solid waste?
Affected Envitonment

The following sub-sections provide an overview of existing conditions related to wastewatet,
water supply, stormwater runoff, and solid waste and the potential impacts of the Project on

these utility and service systems.
Discussion

a)  Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Qnality
Control Board?

Less Than Significant. The City of El Cettito is located within the jurisdiction boundatics of
the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board. The Regional Water Boatd
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provides groundwater protection, wastewater discharge regulation, stormwater basin planning,
water quality information, and enforcement. Under the Regional Water Board NPDES permit
system, all existing and future municipal and industrial discharges to surface waters within the
city would be subject to regulation. The Project would not generate substantial additional
wastewater and therefore would have a less-than-significant impact on wastewatet treatment

requitements of the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board.

b) Would the project require or result in the constyviction of new waler or waskeater lreatmien! facilities or
excpansion of existing facililies, the construction of which could canse significant environmental effects?

Less T'han Significant. The Project would not directly generate new tesidents ot employees.
Therefore, the Project would not have a substantial effect on wastewater demand and would

have a less-than-significant impact on water or wastewater treatment facilities or the need for

expansion.

) Wonld the projest require or result in the consiruction of new storn: waler drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the constrsction of which conld canse signifucant environmental effects?

Less Than Significant. One of the primary improvements of the Urban Greening Plan is the
installation of green infrastructure —stormwater drainage facilities-—to manage and treat
stormwater before it entets the groundwater ot San Francisco Bay. All of these proposed
stormwater drainage facilities are natural systems, which utilize bioretention gardens and
facilities comptised of plants, ditt, rocks or similar natural materials, These improvements
would include removal of some impetvious sutfaces and the addition of trees, landscaping
strips, and other plant material to reduce stormwater runoff flows duting wet weather into the
storm drainage system and into the Bay. Tmplementation of the Project includes consideration
of a Designated Green Infrastructure Standard to ensure that sufficient land area has protected
vegetated surfaces to reduce urban heat island effects, manage stormwatet, and provide
recreation opportunities. The Project does not propose to expand the existing storm drainage
infrastructute and does not propose substantial excavation, which could result in erosion or

other environmental effects.

Although the Project would not substantially increase stormwater or lead to the need for
storm drain facilities, it is possible that duting construction of improvements to sidewalks,
storm drains would be altered. The City would review and inspect all plans for any alterations
to existing storm drains. The Project would not requite or result in the construction of new ot
expansion of existing stormwater drainage facilities and the impact on stormwater drainage

would be beneficial and less than significant,
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d)  Would the project have sufficient water supplies available o serve the project from excisting entitlements and
resourees, or are new or expanded entitlenments nesded?

Less Than Significant. The East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) owns, operates
and maintains the water distribution system in the City. Both supply and demand vary
seasonally and become critical during drought periods which can last several years. EBMUD
has water rights and contracts for up to 325 million gallons a day from the Mokelumne River
watershed, which provides 90 percent of the water used by EBMUD.? For planning purposes
and looking to the year 2040, EBMUD’s current water supply is sufficient to meet customet
needs duting normal years, but insufficient to meet demand during single- and multt-year
droughts. EBMUD is pursuing a range of strategies to teduce demand and increase supply,
including through public outreach, leak fixes, water storage, infrastructure improvements and

water conservation measures.

The Project is not anticipated to substantially increase demand for water supplies. Proposed
new landscaping may generate a small increase in irrigation temporarily as plants are installed
and to help them establish. However, since the Project suppotts drought-tolerant, native, and
Bay Friendly plant selection, primatily low-water use plantings are anticipated as part of
implementation of the Utban Greening Plan. As a result, no new watet delivery would be
tequired to serve the Project and therefore the impact would be less than significant.

) Wonld the project result in a delermination by the wastcwater treatyment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adeguate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s
exESTIng commitments?

Less Than Significant. Since the Project would not directly gencrate new residents or
employees, it would not have a substantial effect on wastewater demand. Therefore, the
Project would have a less-than-significant impact on water ot wastewater treatment facilities or

the need for expansion.

£y Wonld the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommiodate the project’s
solid waste disposal needs?

Less ‘Than Significant. Fl Cerrito’s solid waste is disposed of at Keller Canyon Landfill in
Contra Costa County which has adequate capacity through a scheduled closing date of 2050.>*

23 Fast Bay Municipal Utility District, 2011. Urban IV ater Management Plan 2010: 1-G.
21 California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery, 2009. Keller Canyon Landfill Solid Waste Facility

Permit,
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The Project would only gencrate solid waste temporasily dusing demolition and construction.
There would be no solid waste associated with operation of the Project. As a result, the solid
waste associated with the Project’s construction would be minimal and would not substantially
affect the projected life of the landfill and the potential impact regarding solid waste would be

less than significant.

) Would the project comply with federat, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Less Than Significant. The Project would be requitred to meet federal, state and local solid
waste regulations. Therefore, the potential impact is less than significant.
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R. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish
or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal,
ot eliminate important examples of the major
petiods of California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other cutrent projects,
and the effects of probable future projects.)

¢) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Discussion

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentally
Significant
Unless

Mitigation

Incorporation

October 2015

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a)  Does the project have the potential fo degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the

habitat of a fish or wilidlife species, canse a fish or wildlife population to drap below self-sustaining levels,
threaten fo eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or

No
Impact

endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important exanples of the major periods of California history or

prebistory?

Less Than Significant. The above analysis identifies potentially significant impacts to Ait

Quiality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous

Materials, and Noise which could degrade the quality of the natural environment. However,

each potential impact would be mitigated to a less-than-significant level through

implementation of mitigation measures identified within each section.

As described in Section B: Biological Resources, the Project is not anticipated to have an

impact on special status plant or wildlife species. Mitigation Measutes BIO-1 and BIO-2
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reduce the potential impacts to wildlife species to a less-than-significant level by avoiding
and/or surveying for any nesting birds and bats before and/or duting construction and

responding accotdingly.

As described in Section E: Cultural Resoutces, the Project would not have a substantive
impact on historic resources. Thetefore, the Project would not eliminate important examples

of major petiods of California history or prehistory.

b)  Doss the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cnmlatively considerable? (“Cumnlatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the efficts of past projects, the effects of other curvent projects, and the gffects of probable future prajects.)

Less Than Significant. The Project would result in a physical change to the Planning Area
by expanding parks, open spaces, the pedestrian and bicycle network, and green infrastructure.
The Project would be consistent with the City’s General Plan and Zoning Otrdinance, which
include goals, policies and standards for preservation of thesc resources and development of

these amenities.

Cumulatively, the Project combined with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
projects, as projected in the San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan, Urban Greening Plan, Climate
Action Plan, and General Plan, would have an incretnental impact on the environment,
Specifically, the Project could result in an incremental increase in the use of patks and
recreation facilities. However, the Project proposes to inctease the overall amount of parks,
open space, and trails, but does not directly increase the residential or employee population of
park users. Moreover, existing policy measures in adopted plans and mitigation measures in
this Initial Study reduce potential cumulative impacts through design and maintenance
measures to less than-significant levels. Although the Project may incrementally contribute to

potental cumulative impacts, the Project would not result in significant cumulative impacts.

¢} Does the project have environmental effects which will canse substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Less Than Significant. The Project would be generally consistent with local land use and
zoning requirements, as well as State and federal requirements, as described in the preceding
scetions. The Project would not create adverse neighborhood impacts, as the majority of the
Project’s potential impacts described in the preceding sections would only be present
temporatily and intermittently during construction. Operation of the project is not anticipated

to create adverse impacts.
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Furthermore, the following mitigation measures have been incorporated into the Project to

reduce direct and indirect adverse effects on human beings:

»  Mitigation Measure AQ-1 reduces air quality impacts through dust abatement
measures and construction exhaust,

»  Mitipation Measure CULT-3 provides a process to follow in the event that human
remains wete to be discovered during construction of the Project.

»  Mitigation Measure GEO-1 requites a geotechnical assessment to protect users of
structural facilities during seismic events ot due to other geotechnical hazards.

»  Mitigation Measure FTAZ-1 requires site investigations to determine the presence of
hazardous materials and the actions for remediation or avoidance.

»  Mitigation Measure FTAZ-2 provides procedures for developing community gardens in
otdet to protect humans from soil contamination.

*  Mitigation Measure NS-1 requires impiementation of noise conttol best management

practices to reduce noise impacts dusing construction.

As 2 result, the Project would not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings and the

potential impact is less than significant.
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