(P-17-03)
ROSOLUTION NO.

RESOTLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF NEWARK MAKING CERTAIN FINDINGS AND
ADOPTING AN ADDENDUM  TO THE BUMBARTON
TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT (TOD) SPECIFIC
PLAN PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(PETR} (SCH NO. 2010042012} AND SUBSEQUENT TNITTAL
STUDYMITIGATEDR NEGATIVE DECLARATION ([S/MNDY)
FOR TIE SEEYEMC PROJECT (SCH No. 2004012056) TO
ALLOW FOR A PROPOSED TIVE-STORY MIXKED-USE
HOTEL AND RETAIL SPACE AT 37556 WILLOW STREET
(APMN: 052-0115-011-03)

WHEREAS, the five-story mixed-use hotel and retail space project {"Project™),
which is located within the Dumbarton Transit Oriented Development (TOD} Specific lan
area, conststs of the construction of one, Rve-story hotel consisting of a 146 guests rooms, and a4
5,300 square foot retail space (AFPN: 092-0115-011-03}; and

WHEREAS, the entittements requested melude o planmed unit development (P-17-011)
and conditional use perait (U-17-027; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the requirgments of the Califionia Environmental Quality Act
(CEOAY an initial sludy and 2o Addendum to the Dumbarton Transit Oriented
Development {TOD) Specific Plan Program Envirommenta] Impact Report (PEIR) (SCH
No. 2010042012) and the subsequent Inilial Study/Miligated Negative Declaralion
([5/MND) for the SHH/TMC project (SCH No. 2014012056} has been prepared for the
Project, pursuant to Section 15070 of sey. of the CEQA Guidelines, 1o analyze and mitigate the
Project’s patentially significant environmental impacts; and

WIIHREAS, through this study, it has been determined that the Project does not result in
any new significant impacts and the conclusions in the 2081 Environmental Impact Report
remain unchanged: and

WHEREAS, the IS/Addendum was made available to the general public beginning on
July 25, 2017; and

WHEREAS, on August &, 2017 the Plannmyg Commission of (e Gily of Newak
conducted a duly noticed meeting to consider the Initial Study and Addendum of envivonmental
impacts for the proposed Project, considered all public testinony, written and oral. presented at
the mecting; and reccived and considered the written information and recommendation of the
slaffreport for the Aupust 8, 2017 meoting related to ihe proposcd Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Planning Commission finds and resolbves the following:
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1. The itial Study and corresponding Addendum ol environmental impacts were released
for public review und said mitipation measures contained within the same would avoid the
cttcets or mitivate the effecls Lo a point where clearly no sigmificant effeet on the environment
wiortld ocour; and

L. ‘Fhere is no substantial evidence in light of the whole record before the City of Newark
thal (he project may have a significant effecl on the environment; and

3. The Planning Commission hag read and considered the Titial Study and the Addendum
and (he comments thereon, and has determined the Initial Study and the Addendum reflect the
independent judgment of the City and were prepared in accordance with CEQA; and

4, The Initial Study and the Addendum {including any revisions developed under 14 C.CK
& 15070(b), all ducuments referenced in the same, and the record of proceedings on which the
Planning Cormission decision is based is are located at City Hall for the City of Newarl,
located at 37101 Newark Blwid, Calitornia, and is available for public review,

NOW, [TIEREFORE, the Planning Comniission:

Based on the evidence and oral and written testimony presented at the public meeting,
and bascd on all the information contained in the Community Development Department’s files
pn the project, including, but nol limiled to, the initial Study/Addendum, the Planning
Commission stalt report, certifies in accordance with CEQA puidelines that:

I. The Initial StudyAddendum was preparcd in compliance with CEQA and CLEOQA
guidelines;
2 The Planning Comnission bas reviewed and considered the information contained in the

Initial Study/ Addendwem prior to approving the project,

3. The nitial StudvwAddendum adequately describe the project, its environmental impaets,
reasongble alternatives and appropriate miligation mcasures; and

4, The Tnitial Sindw/Addendumn reflect the independent judgment and snalysis of the City
Couneil.

This Resolution was ntroduced at the Planning Commission™ August 8, 2017 meeting
by ,seconded by |, and passed as follows:

AYES:
NOES:

ABSENT

THRRENCE GRINDALL, Sccretary KARLN BRIDGGRS, Vice Chairperson

Resolutiom No. 2 {Pres1 703}
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ADDENDUM TO THE
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATEON FOR T
NEWARK GATEWAY MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT PROJECT IN THE CITY OF
NEWARK

A, INTRODUCTION

The City ol Newark (City} certified a Program Environmental Tmpact Report {PEIR) for the
Dumbarton Fransit Oricnted Development {TOD) Specific Plan (Siale Clearinghouse No.
2010042012, July 2011). Subseguently, the City also adopled a project-specilic Mitigaled
Negative Declaratton (MND) for the SHHFMC project in 2014, Villa Developers (the cuwrrent
project applicant) proposcd changes (o the former FMC project which have been evaluated in an
Initial Study (IS}, thal is included with this Addendum, (o determine whether those changes
would resull in any new or more substantial impacts rom those identifred in the prior adopted

2014 ISAIND.

This Addendum has been prepared to provide information regarding: (1) the history of the
project; (2) the praposed project modification; (3) standards for adeguacy under the California
FEnvironmental Quality Act (CEQA) and State CEQA Guidelines; {4) a description of the format
and content of this Addendum; and (3} the applicable CEHQA processing requircments tor the
propased modified project,

B. BACKGROUND

The site for the Newark Gateway Mixed-Use Development Project {proposed modilied project)
iz & 1.38-acre lot within the Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan arca in the City of Newark. The sile
iz bound by Conteeprise Drive to the north, Willow Strect to (e cast, the planned Senior
Afordable Hoeusing projeet 1o the south, and undeveloped lund wilhin the Specific Plan area to

the wesl,

The Dumbarion TOD Spectlic Plan analyzed m the 281 { PETR included the development of a
mixed densily residential, relsil, commmercial, park and recreatiomal open space in close proximity
iy the planned Dumbarton Rail Corridor {DRC).

In 2014, an IS/MNI? was prepared for the SITMC project site. "Fhe proposed SEULTMC
project was an §.09-acre mixed-use commercial and residential development. A townhome
condominium development wag proposed for construction on 4.08 acres in the southern portion
of the site, and a (.17-acre park was proposed for construction in the townhome condominium
neighborhood, A 2.08-acre lot in the center of the site was proposed for development willy
atfordablc housing units, and 0.29 acre of the project site was desipnated for opon space as a
buftcr to avold an existing isolated, scasonally inundated depression. The ecommoreial
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development in the northern portion of the site was planncd for a 15,000 square-loot retail space
and 49 parking spaces on 1,22 acres (former FMC project). The remainder of the praject site was
planned o be dedicated to the City as right-of-way for off-site inlrastruciure improvements,

C. OVERVEEW OF MODIFICATION TO THE PROJECT

Since the adoption of the 2014 IS/MND, Lhe market demand has changed to a different product
type, requiring that chanpes be made (o the FMC portion of the SLILAMC project site plan. The
project applicant is proposing to cxpand the project vertically by constructing a five-story,
mixed-use commcrelal building. The total hetght and square footage of the proposcd comemetcial
building would be approximately 80 leet and 168,440 square feet. The commereial building
would include an 8,300 sguare-lool retail space on the ground floor, off-strect patking on the
ground floor and 2nd [loor, and & (Tve-story hotel. The Sth floor of the commercial building
wonld also tinclude a restaurant, bar, and rooftop kbounge,

The commercial development under the proposed moditied project includes a retail space, 118
off-strcct parking spaces, mnd a total of 146 hotel rooms. Additional changes under the current
entitlement applicatton include a Conditional Use Permit and Planncd Unit Development. The
commercizl retail land use proposed for project site differs {rom Lhe Lt use proposed in the
Dumbarton TOTY Specific Plan and 2013 Updated General Plan, Although the Specific Tan
atlows for an adjustment of fand uses within the Speeific Plan arca withoul necessitating a
Specific Plan Amendment, a revised Land Use Plan and revised Proposed Land tse Table will
be submitted to the City for approval.

I3, BASIS F'OR AN ADDENDUM

‘The State CLQA Guidelines cnvironmental review procedures allow for the updating and usc of
a previously adopted MND for projects thatl are different from the previous project or the
conditions under which ihe project was analyred, Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidclnes
states the following with respect W am addendum to an adopted MNLY:

b An addendhon to an adopted nepative declaration may be prepared if only minar fechnical
changes or addifions are necessary oF none of the conditions described in Section 15162
calling for the preparafion of a subsequent LR or negative declaration have ocewrred

e} An addendum need not be circulared for public review but can be included in or attached to
the final KIR ar adopted negative declaration.

d) The decision moiing hody shall consider the wddenchum with the final EIR or adopted
negative declaration prior o malking a decision on the project.
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In accordance with Stale CEQA Guidclines Section 15164, this Addendum has heen prepared to
document thal the proposed project modifications do not require preparation of a subsequent
MND under Scetion [5162.

The proposcd modificd project is substantially similar to the project evaluated in the adopted
2014 MND. Like the approved project, the proposed modified project invalves constructing a
ntixed-use commercial development on the project site which is substantially similar to the
development ares anudyzed in the 2814 MND. As supported in the analvsis contained in the
accompanying Initial Study, there are no substantial changes proposed in the project which
would result in any new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity
of previously identitied significant effects. |lere is no new information of substaniial
importance which was not known for the 2014 MND, and no new mitigation measures arc

necessitated by new impacts,

MNone of the circumstances listed in State CEOQA Guidelines Section 13162 requiring Lhe
preparation of a subsequent MND are present, and only minor technical changes or additions are
necessary to update the peviously adopted 2014 MND; therefore, an addendum may be
prepared.

E. FORMAT, CONTENT, AND CONCLUSIONS OF THIS ADDENDUM
The accompanying CEQA Initial Study {I5) and associated technical studies comprise the
Addendum Lo the SHHFMC MND. A project-specific Traffic Technical Memarandum and

Transpostalion Demand Managemeni plun were prepared and sre included as an appendix to the
IS.

Ay deseribed above, the 15 has been prepared to determiine whether the proposed amendments to
the approved project analyzed in the adopted MNIY would requive major revisions to the MNIY
due to any new orimore severe significant environmental impacts as compared to those analyzed
in the prior adopted MNI), Changes in site design necessitated a reevaluation of the impacts tor
the propossd modified project.

The 2014 MMND found that the approved project could have potentially signilicant impacils on
biclogical rescurces, possibly reducing or degrading habilat for a special slatus specics.
Mitipation measures were adopted from the 2011 Dumbarion TOD Spoctfic Plan PEIR 1o reduce
the impacts on special status animal and plant specics to leass than signilicant. Miligation
measuees that were also adopted from the 2011 PEIR would reduce e impacis on caltural
rosources 1o 1ess than significant. Other polentially significant tmpacts identified in the 2014
ISIMMND for the approved projoct were air qualily, geology and soils, greenhouse gus emissions,
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hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise,
public scrvices, and transportation and traffic.

The proposed modified project, because the project gile has now been graded and due to its
similaritics with the approved SHITFMC project, would have similar, and in most cases lesser,
impacts than the approved project. B will not introduce new or more signiticant impacts that
wire nod previously disclosed in the Specific Tlan PEIR or the project-speeitic IS/MNID. Based
on the conclusions of the I8, an Addendum to the approved IS/MND is the appropriate CLQA-
compliancs document tor the revised project,

The [bllowing delinilions are used in the 15:

Potentially Sipnificant Impacl: Any potentially significant impact as a resull ol the proposced

modified project that was not previously analyzed in the PETR or IS/MND.

L.ess than Significant with Mitjgation Incorporated: Any potential impacts as a resull of the
proposed modified project nol previously analyzed in the certified PEIR or IS/MND, but [ound

to be less than significant with previousty presceibed mitigation from the PEIR or IS/MND
incorporated,

Less than Significant: Any polential impacts as a result of the proposed modified project nol

previously analyzed in the TS/MND, bul which arc found to be {ess than significanl.

Mo New Impact: The proposed modified project would not result in an impact, or would result in

an impact found to be equal to or less than the impact analyzed in the 15/MNDD.

F. ADDENDUM PROCESSING

‘The City of Newark Planning Department divected and supervised the preparation of this
Addendum, whiclt has been reviewed and determined to be complete and accurate by the
Planning Department. The City has concluded, based on the accompanying I8, thal an
Addendum is the appropriate CEQA compliance document for the proposed Newatl Gateway
Mixed-Lise Development project.
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INITIAL STUDY AND
ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

Project "Fitle: Newark Gateway Mixed-Use Development
Project
Iintitlement Reguested: Condilional Use Permit

Planned Unit Development

Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Newark
Commubpity Development Department
37101 Newark Boulevard, Newark, CA 94560

Contact Person and Phone Number: Sarah Bowab
{5100 578-4215

Project Sponsor’s Nume and Address:  Tony Baig, Villa Developers
2850 Stevens Creek Boulevard
San Josoe, CA 95128

General Plan Designation Fxisting Zoniny:
(December 2013): Commercial Retail/Form Base Code

Lligh-Density Residential

1. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

This nitial Study addresses the proposed Newark Gateway Mixed-Uise Development Project
(proposed modified project) and whether it may cause sipnificant cffects on the environment.
These potential environmental eifeets are further evaluated to deicrmine whether they wore
examined in the Dumbarton Transit Oriented Development (TOD} Specific Plan Program
Frviranmental Lmpaet Report (PEIR) (Stale Clearinghotise No. 21004201 2) and in the
subscquent Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration {IS/MND} for the SHHA'MC project
(Stute Clearinghouse No. 20140120563, Consislent with Public Resources Code (PRC)Y §21083.3,
this IS focuses on any effects on the environment which are specific to the proposed modilied
project, or to the parce] on which the project would be located, which were nol analyred as
potentially signilicant effects in the PEIR preparcd for the Dumbarton TOI Specilic Plan or the
[S/VND for the SEHLIAMC project, or for which substantiai new information shows that
identilficd effects would be more signilicant than deseribed in the PREIR or IS/MND.

Wowark Gateway Mixed-11se Developmoenl I"raject
City of Mewarle
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The IS i¢ also intended to assess whether any environmental clteets of the project are susceplible
1o substantial reduction or avoidance by lhe choice of specific revisions in the project, by the
imposition of conditions, or by other means |$15152(b)2)] of the Calilornia Fovironmental
Ouality Aet (CEQA) Guidelines. 1f such tevisions, conditions, or other means are identified, they

will be ideniified as mitigation mcasures.

This 1§ relics on State CEOA Guidelines §§15064 and 150644 in is determination of the
sipnificance of environmental ellects. According to 515064, the finding s to whether a project
way have one or more significant cffects shall be bused on substantial evidence in the record,
and that controversy alone, without substantial evidence of a significant eflicet, does not trigger
the need for an E1R,

Newark Gatewsy Mixed-Ee Development Project
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2. PROJECT BACKGROUND

The 1.38-acte project site is planncd for mixed-use commnercial development in the City of
Newark (City). The proposed moditied project is planned lor development under the Dumbarion
TOL Specitic Plan. The project site is within APN 092-0115-011, Refer to Figure 1 [or the
project site and vicinily map and Figare 2 for the aserial map of the project site.

The Dumbarton TOD Specific Pl cnicompasses approximately 205 acres and is located at the
western edee of the City of Newark, and is generally bounded by Union Pacific Ruilroad tracks
({ormerly Southern Pacilic Railroad) to the north, existing on-going sall production and
harvesting facilities to the south and west, an Alumeda Counly Flood Control canal to the south,
and Willow Street and industrial and residential uses to the east, A ling] PEIR (State
Clearinghousc Neo. 2010042012) has been prepared and certificd, and the Specific Plan has been
adopted by the City.

The Dumbarton TOD Specilic Plan identifies the project site as medinm/high density residential,
but sinee aduption of the Speeific Plan, the proposed land uses lor APN 092-(1 15-011 has
changed. In 2014, an 18/MND was preparcd for the SHELVEME project which proposed the
development of a vetail space on the project site (formerly known as FMC Parcel )2 [Lot 16])
I'his I8 forther evaiuates the impacts from the proposed modified project which Inciudes a five-
story hotel and assoclated parking in conjunction the formerly proposed refuil space.
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The proposed modilicd project would be a five-story, mixed-use commercial bullding with a
retail space, ofi-street parking. and five-story hotel at the atcrsection ol Willow Street with
Lintexprise Drive, Reler to Appendix A for the overall site design of commercial building.

several of the associated Lechnical siudies used in preparation of the adopted PEIR and approved
18/MN1D have beep incorporated into the analysis set forth in this IS, as applicable, and as
described [urther in Scetion 5, Previous Relevant Environmental Analysis. Additionally. a Traffic
Technical Memurandum was prepared tor this 15 and i¢ included as Appendiz .
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3. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

PROJECT LOCATION

The proposed modificd project site iy situated within the City of Newark in soulhwestem
Alameda County at the southwest corner of the intetsection of Willow Street with Enterprise
Drive, The proposed moditied project site is located in Sections 2 and 11, of Township 3 South,
and Range 2 West of the 115, Geological Survey ([1SGS) 7 5_.minule “Newark”™ quadrangle map.
Refer to Figure 1 for the project lncalion in the regiof.

PROJECT SETTING AND SURROUNDING LAND USES

The project sitc is vacant, and the surrounding land uses are actively heing developed in
accordance with the Dumbaron TOD Specific Plan, Residential units planned within the
Specific Plan arca south of the project site have been construcied andior are under construction.

Enterprise Drive borders the project site on the north and Willow Street borders the projcet sile
an the casl. Neighboing lund uses arc summarized in Table 1.

Table 1, Surronnding Land Uses

MNotth A vacunt Former mdustrial lot is across Pnorprise Lirive

Last A vacent Grmer industeial kot Is across Wiliow Strect from Lhe project site

Suuth Planned Scnior Allerdable Housing projoet

Wost yacanl former industrial lot J

The project site’s elevation is generally 12 feel above mean sea Jeve! famsl), and terrain in the
immediate vicinity ol the site is primarily tlat. As a resull of nearby construclion, mass grading

has oceurred on and around the project site.

Preeipitation and municipal water are the primary sources of water for the projuct sile. No other
waterhody (such as ponds, creeks, diiches, or canaly) is on or imumediately adjacent o the projeet
site; however, 2 man-made seasonal wetland is approximatcly 10t fect south of the project site.
Reler to Figure 2 for an aerial photograph of the project site and vicinity.

PROPOSED MODIFIED PROJECT

The projeci site is approximately 1.38 acrcs on which the project applicunt is proposing Lo
construct a {ive-story, mixcd-use commercial building. The total heipht atd sguare footage of the

Feewark Gatewiy Mined-Dse Developm enl Project
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proposed commercial huilding would be approximately 80 fect and 168,440 sguare feel. Fhe
commetcial huilding would include an 8,300 square-fool retail space on 1he ground floor, o[-
strect parking on the ground floor and 9n floor, and a five-story hotel. The s flpor of the
commercial building wil! also include a restaurant, har, and roofiop lounge, Additional proposed
site improvements would include: om-grade parking, drive aisles, underground utilities, drainage
structures, lighting, sidewalks, and Tandscaping. Refer to Appondix A for the site design of each
fioor of the commercial bailding.

Cround Fluor

The ground floor of the commercial building would be approximalely 15,010 square fect and
would mclude an 8,300-squarc-foot retuil space. Hotel amenities on the ground Moor would
include a 500-squarc-foot kitchen, indoot bar and lounge, ouldont sealing arcas, administrative
office space, and an cmployee lounge. Additional ground floot features world include: the hotel
main labby, a vehicle passage way and ramp o the Second [Level parking lot, delivery zone,
mechanical/eleciric underngaih ramp, and trash enclosure,

Second Tloox

Off-street parking would be provided on the sceond level of the commercial building. The
second {loor of the commercial building would bu approximately 47,330 square fcet and woulkd
provide 87 patking spaccs. Slandard, cotnpact, and handicap parking spaces would he provided.
Additional features on the second level would inciude electric elevators and & laumdry unit for

hotel puests.

Third ¥Fleor

‘Fhe hotel guest rooms would start on the thitd floor ol the commereial building. The third floor
would provide 5% hotel rooms: 23 rooms with a king bed: 22 rooms with two queen beds; one
Americans with Disabilities Act {ADA) accessible room with a king bed and roll in {catnmes; one
ADA gceessible room with two queen beds and ol in features; and two ADA accessible Tooms
with a king bed. Amenitics o1 the third 1loor include an outdoor pool, spa, [ire pil, and rool’
gardetl.

Foutth Flooy

The fourth level of the commoreial building would host 59 hotel rooms: 35 rooms witli King
bed; 21 rooms with fwo queen beds; two ADA accessible yooms with a king bed; one ARA

accessible rootn with two queen beds.
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Tifih Floor

The fifth floor would he the lop level of the commercial buiiding. The (ifth oor would provide
2% hotel vooms: 17 rooms with aking bed and 11 rooms with two quect heds. Addilionaily, the
fifth ioov would feature threc mectings Ioons af variable sizes, a restaurant, quidoor sealing
with a fire pit, indoor bat and Jounpe arca, and 1 rool top tounge with a fire pit.

Parking

In addition to the 87 parking spaces proposed on the second level of lhe commercial building, 31
at-grade parking spaces would he provided for a total of 118 parking spaces. The project siie is
localed within a TOD which promotes a more walkable and bicyele friendly environment,
therefore ihe total parking spaces provided represesits a 35 percent reduction in the parking
spaces required. A parking amalysis and trunsportation demand pranagement plan have been
prepated for the proposed modified project (See Appendix i3).

A total of fifteen illuminated bike racks would be provided for the retuil space und hotel. The
bike tacks would be installed along Frierprise Drive in the northwest corner of the project site.

Cirrudation

Vehicular Access/hiregt Dexien

The commercial development would be accessible from both Enierprise Drive and Willow
Streel.

The commercial development would be able to be direclly accessed from the north via one 26-
foot-wide driveway at Entevprise Drive, and from u 26-Toot-wide driveway in the sottheast

corner of Lhe praject site ofl Willow Streetl.

Pedestrian Cireulation

T'he commercial development would include wallkways and crosswalky that would connect to
ofl-site sidewalls along Enterprisc [rive and Willow Street. Enhanced pedestrian crogswalks
would be constructed across the driveways accessing Lnlorprise Drive anid Willow Steest and

across aisles in the parking lol.

Fire Access

The minimum width available for driving or turning movements avound the project site would be
76 foet along Willow Street. An R-inch fire service line would be instalied und Gie into the
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cxisting 12-inch walcr transmission main in Enterprise Drive, north of the projeet site,
Additionaliy, & live depariment connection and post indicator valve waould be instalted and
conncct W the planned five service linc i the northwest cutner of the project site. The nearest
cxisting {ice hydrant is located approsimalely 105 fect northwest of the project site, Across
Enterprise Drive.

Infrastruciure

(roding and Drainage

A storm drain system consisting of bio-retention areas, curbs and gutters along the roadways, and
underground stotm drain pipes would be instailed on the project site. Two storm drain pipes
would be instulled in the northwest corner of the proposed building and would tie into the
cxisting 15-inch storm drain pipe in Enterpise Drive. Bio-refention areas would be constructed
along the northern and eastern edges of the project site. The rant treatment system would connect
10 the existing 12-inch storm drain in the couthwest corner of the project site and to the field inlet
in the southeast comer of the praject site.

Woater Suppy

The Alameda County Water [istrict would supply water L the project site. 1wo wuker lincs
would be installed to provide water to the project site. An 8-inch water line would tie into the
existing 12-inch water pranemission main in Fnierprise Drive to the north, and an 8-inch water
line would tie inlo the existing 16-inch waler pansmission main in Willow Strect in the soltheast

corner of the project site.,

‘The Union Sanitary District would provide sapitacy sewer (ot the project sie,

An 8-inch sanitary sewer lateral would be extended to the commercial deveiopment to service
the projoct site, The sanitary sewer fateral would connect with the existing | 4-inch sanitary
gewer main in Lnlerprise [rive, north ol the commereial development.

Landscaping

'I'he project’s proposed landscaping plan includes ornamental trecs, sheubs, and groundeover.
The coneeplual landscaping design concenleates plantings along the perimeter of the project sile
and an both the third and fiflh floors of the commereial building.
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Crownd Iloar

1andscaps sasements will be agtablished alony the northern and eastern houndarics ol the project
siic at Enterprise Drive and Willow Street. ‘I'rees to be planted along the perimeter melude:
Fvergreen pear tees (F)rus calleryana ‘Chanticleer’), Caroling chery trees (Pyumus caroliniand
'‘Compacta ), Mediterranean fan palm (Chamaerops fummidis), mulli trunk steawberry [rees
(Arhutus marina mulfi), and Kastern redbuds (Cercis canadensis). All landscaping would be

appropriately irri gated and maintained.
Fhird Flooy

T'he landseaping on the third floot would surround Lhe proposed pool, fire pit. and garden roof
aren. Poticd Mediterrancan Fan palms are proposed around the perimeter of (he outdoor pool
area, The fire pit and garden rool area would feature a raised planter with hig-filtration planting,
an open fawin with large, medium, and small suma stone scating, adirondack chairs, and

specimen trees In large pots with concrete bases.
Fifth Mowr

The landscaping on the fifth floor would be focused in the outdoor seating arca near the
restaurant and roof top lounge area. The cuidoor sealing area in the norihiwest corner ol the fifth
{Ioor would feature a round {ire pit and polied Mediicrrancan fan palms. The rool Tounge arca
overlooking the intersection of Fnterprise Drive and Willow Stroet would fealure raised conceete
planters with hio-filteation and glass rail and an arced comcrete five pit with glass tail.

CGrading and Impervious Surfaccs

Fifl has been placed and compacted on the proposed projeet site m conjunclion with grading for
the previously approved SHH/FMC project.

The praject sie is undeveloped and docs not have impervious surfaces. After comstruetion,
approximately 47,845 squarc feel of the project site would have impervious surfaces, consisting

of huilding foundations and paved areas.

Construction Schedule

Project construction Js anticipated to begin in January 2018, with development activitics
expocted to be completed by April 2019. W ith no delays to the construction schedule, the retail
space and hotel would open in July 2019,
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4, REQUIRED AFPROVALS

A listing and brief description of the regululory permits and approvals required to implement the
proposed modified project is provided befuw. This envirommental document is intended to
address the environmental impacts associated with the following discretionary actions and

approvals:
« Conditional [Jse Permit
s Planned Unit Development
CITY OF NEWARK
The City has the following discretionary powers related to the proposcd project:

o Certification of the eavironmental decumient: The Newark City Council will act as the
lead agency as defined by CHQA, and will have authority to determine if the project has
been adequately addressed under CLQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.

v Approve Projeck; The Newartk City Council will consider approval of the project and the
entillemeants as described above,

AGENCIES

Bocause the proposed modified project will not impact wetlands ot other waters of the U.S /state,
the project will not need to obtain discretionary approval by federal or siate resources agencies,

Newark Gateway Mixed-Tlse Development Project
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5. PREVI(IUS RELEVANT ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

A PEIR was preparcd for the Dumbarton TOI Specific Plan, pursuant 1o the 1992 City of
Newark General Plan. The Specific Plan required that the Gieneral Plan be amended 1o
incorporate the proposed Specific Plan and its allowable tand uses, development regulations,
design guidelines, and mlrastructure improvements. The City adopled s updated Goneral Plan
i December 2013 and the Vinal PEIR (Stale Clearinghouse No, 2013012052} addressing the
General Plan was published in October 2013. These documents have incorporated the
Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan, of which the proposed madificd project is included. The
Dumbarton TOLY Speeific Plan PLIR cvaluated impacls as a result of the entire Dumbarton TOD,
including the proposed modified project.

Ay previously mentioned, a site-specific 15/MNTD was prepared in 2014 for the SLIFHFMC
projeet which included the development of a retail space on the project site (formerly known as
['MC Parcel F [Lot 16]), This environmentak document is being prepared to reasscss project
impacts for the revised development plan for the project site, previously analyzed in the 2014
iS/MNID [or the SLIFVFMC project.

TIERING

“Ticring™ refers to the relationship between a PEIR (whore lorig-rafnpe programmatic cumulative
impacts are the foous of the environmental analysis) and subscquent environmental analyses such
as the subject document, which focus primarily on issues unique to & smaller project within the
farger program or plan. Through tiering a subsequent environmenial analysis can incorporate, by
relcrence, discussion that summmarizes peneral environmental data [ound in the program ETR thal
establishes cumulative impacts and mitigation measures, the planning context, andfor the
regulatory background. These broad-basad issues nieed not be resvaluated subscquenily, having
been previously identified and evaluated at the program stage.

Tiering focuses the environmental review on the project-specilic significant gffects that wers not
cxamined in the prior cavironmental review, or that are suscepiible 1o substantial reduction or
avoidance by speeific revisions in the project, by the imposition of conditions or by other means.
Section 21093{h} of the Public Resources Code requires (he tieting ol enviropmental review

whenever lcasibic, as determined by the Lead Agency.

This Initial Study is tiered from the 2014 1R/VND Tor the SHITFMC project which was prepared
at a sile-specific tevel. The SHIUF MO ISAMND tiered from the program-level Specific Plan
PEIR, which serves as the primary environmental document for the proposed land use
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designations, zoning distric, and future development that would be undertaken in the Dumbarton
TOD Specific Plan area.

The SHR/FMEO Project, 2013 rivaft Updaled General Plan and the Dumbarton 1'OD are projects
that are related to the proposed Newatk Gateway Mixed-Use Development project and, pursuant
to §15152(a) of the Stale CEQA Guidelines, tiering of envitonmental documents i appropriate.

Stalc CEQA Guidelines §15152(¢} specifically provides that,

“Tylhen tieting is used, the later FTRs or Negative Declarations shall refer to the
prior EIR und state where a copy of the prior EIR may be examined., The later
Tenvivonmental docurnent] should slate that the I.ead Agency is using the bering
concept and that lhe [eavirommental document] is being tiered with the carlict
EIR.”

INCORPORATION OF THE PREVIOUS RELEVANT EN VIRONMENTAL ANALYSES

The ISMND For the SHEVFMC project and 14IRs for the City of Newark 2013 Updated General
Pluan and the Dumbarton 10D Speeific Plun are comprehensive docaments, Due 1o various
refercnces to these documents in this proposed project, and to their importance relative to
understanding the cnvironmental analysis that has oeeurred to date with respect to devclopment
i the City of Newark arca, hoth docwments are hereby incorporated by reference pursuait o
Statc CEQA Guidelines §15150,

INCORTORATION OF THE SHH/AMC PROJECT

‘This 1S cvaluates whether the environmental eltects of the currently proposed Newark CGutcway
Mixed-Use Development project were adequately addressed in the 1S/MND for the SHIVFMC
Project. For impacts that were adequately addressed. this 18 provides a cross-reference 1o the
relevant discussion in the IS/MND, Tmpacts speeific to the proposed modificd project that were
not addressed in the IS/MND for the SEII/EMC Project are evaluated in detail in this document.
This document also identifics changes o {he project or circumstances since the TS/MND was
certilied that require additional malysis iy this dogument. Miligation Measures cotttained in the
SHIAEMC Project Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program (MMBJ?) relevant 1o the
project have heen :dentitied and summarized in this Iniial study. and arc included in the MBRP
prepared for the proposed modificd project in Appendix B.
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6. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The snvironmental factors cheeked below would be poteniially
involving ut least one
checkiist on the following pages.

o C O O

Arstheiies

Binlogical Resowrces
Tazards & Hazardous
Materials

Mlinerai Resourcess

Public Services

[Ttililics/Service Systens

Agriculiure Resources
{nbmural Resources
Hydrology/Water Quality
Maoise

Fecreation

L

affected by this praject,
impaci that is a *“Polentialty Significant Tmpact” as indicated by the

At Qualigy/Greenhouse
{jases

Gaology/Soils

Lund Use/Planning

Populstion/TIousing

Transporiation/Traffic

Wandatory Findings of Significance
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7.

DETERMINATION

i the basis of the initial evaluslion that follows:

[ find that the proposcd project WOULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment.
An ADDENDUM will he prepared. (See Addendum above).

[ find thai the proposed project WOULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment.
A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[ find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the envitonment,
the projecl Impaets wore adequately addressed ip an carlicr document or there will not be a
significant effect in this case hecause revisions in [he project have been mace that will
avoid or reduce any potential significant effects to a less (han significant level. A
MTTIGATED NEGATIVFE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effeet on the gnviromment. AR
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT will be prepared.

Signature Dale

Printed Natme Dlate
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8. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENT AL IMPACTS

Responses to the following questions and related discussion indicate if the proposed project will

have, or will potentially have a signiticant adverse lmpact on the environmend, either

individuaily or cumulatively with other projects, All phases of project plunning, implementation,

and operation are considercd, Mandatory Findings of Significance are located in Section X VI

helowy,

I. ATSTHETICS

Lexs Thun
. Significant
I‘pte!mally with Froject- Iﬂ““.Th““ No New
Significant A Significant i
Impact leve Impact mpa¢
Miligation
Twcorpovaled
Would the project:
i) [ fuve a substantial adverse
eflcct on a scenic vista? O 0 n [ |
b} Suhstantially damage scenic
resourees, including, bul not limited to,
itces, rock outeroppings, and historic -
buildings within a state scenic O = =
highway?
c) Substantially degrade the
existing visual characler or quality of -
the site and its surroundings? O O =
d) Creaic 4 new source of
cubstantial light or glare which wonld
adversely afleet day or nightiime views O Ol 0 [ |

in the area?

The project site (s a vacant lot situnted on the corner of Enterprise Drive and Willow Street. The

apes is flal, has recently been graded and it lacks nalural habitat and vegctation,

The site is primarily surrounded by vacant, former industrial lots,

some of which are actively

undergoing construction. The adjacent lod to the west 15 primartty (lat and coniains repmant

pbuilding foundations and lencing, and the adjacent Yot to the south s being graded lor a plamned

Senior Allordable Housing project. The more expansive surrounding arca containg residential
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development approximately 0.2 jnile to the northeast, commercial/business development
approximately 0.2 mile fo the east and southeast, salt production basing approximately 0.5 milc
ta the south, Wildlund’s Plummer Creek Mitigation Bank approximately {1.5 mile io the
southwest, vacant former industrial facilities and salt production basias approximately 0.4 mile
to the west, and industrial [acitities approximately 0.2 mile the northwest.

Due to the relatively tlat terrain and [ew trees, residents of the nearby residential arcas and
cemployees or patrons of the commercial/business developterd have a medium view range and
would likely be able (o see the project site. Vacant lots between the project site and cxisting
regidential and commercial/business development arc within the Specific Plan ares and arc
planned for development. As the Specific Plan arca is developed, the views will become
chortened and development on the project site would likely be viewed from the mote immediaic

surrcundings.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES FROM PREVIOUS RELEVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Visual resourees (1.c., aesthetics) atc discussed in Section 4.1 of the PEIR prepared for the
Durabarlon TOD Speciiic Plan and Section 8.1 of the TS/MND for the SHIFFMC Project

{XBF 2011; HELIX 2014). The PEIR concluded ihat construction of the project would alter the
existing views by replacing primarily vacant, disturbed land with urban devclopment, but the
development would be consistent with the character of the surrounding development, Furthet, the
Specific Plan contains Silc and Architectire Design Guidelines intended to achieve a mixed-use
community with a copsistent guality and distinct schse of space, Development in the Specilic
Plan ares would be required to comply with the development regulations and design guidelnes
comalned in the Specific Plan to ensure that (he development is ol quality design and is
consistent with the City of Newark 2013 General Plan. No significant impacts relating lo visual
resources/acsthetics were identtified in the FTR, and thercfore no mitigaion MCasLTes were

requited.

Consistent with (e findings in the Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan PCIR, the IS/MND for the
SHITFMC project concluded the praject would not result in significant jmpaets relating to
acsthelics, and no mitigation measures were requ ired.
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EVALUATION OF AESTIIETTCS

Question a: No new impack

Seenic vistas within the Cily range from shori-ranee to long-range, depending upan topography
and the presence of maturs vegetation. Prior to buildout of vacant lols in the Specific Plap arca
surrounding the project site, views to of from the project site would be medium-range [rom Lhe
developead areas in the vicinity. Following buildout of the vacant lots surrounding the project site.
the views would be short-range and limited to neighboring residents and travelers on adjacent
streets, Neither the project site, nor views to of from the project site, have bren designated «n
impaortant seenic resource by the City of Newurk or any other public agency. The SHHFMC
15/MNID concluded that construction of the proposed development would not interfere with ot
degrade a scenic vista. The proposed modified project would have no new impact, and no

mitigation would be neccssary.
Question h: No nes impact

There ate no state or Jocally designated scenic highways in the viciity of the proposed project
{Caltrans 2017}, The SHE/FMC [S/MVND concluded that implemeritation of the project would
not adversely affect scenic resources within 2 designated seenic highway. The proposed maodified
project would have no new impact, and no mitigation would be nccessaty.

Question ¢: No new impact

The existing visual character of the area surrountding (he project site is defined by vacant lots of
former indusitial fand uses and ongoing construction and development. The project site is
yacant lot that lacks any natural habitat or vegewation. Implementation of the project would result
in Lhe construction of a multislory commereial building with a community market, parking level,
and five-story hotel, aftering the existing visual character to a more urban development visual
character than is currently experienced by viewers. The SITHAMC 1SMNI concluded that
while the proposed project would result in a chanpe in visual character on site, the project has
been desipned to be consistent with the Site and Architccture Design Guidelines contained in the
Specific Plan, and is expecied to integrate with the planned arca fur the Dumbarton TOD
Specific Plap arca, and the sarrounding land uses. Therefore, the proposed madified project
would have no new impact to visual chavacler, and no mitigaton would be neccssary.
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Question 4: No new impact

Any new lighting associated with development within the project arca would be subject Lo the

lighting standards in the Gite and Architceture Design Guidelines contained in the Specific Plan.

These guidelines contain lighting slandards for 1} exterior illumination for streetlights and
fixtures; 2 path and stair lighting; 3) buitding mounted lgbts; 4) accent lighting; and 5} special
event lighting. These guidelines ave developed to minimize Tight spillover and glare to adjacent
areas. The SHE/AMC [S/MND concluded thal compliance with those guidelines would ensurc

thut the proposed project does not satroduce substmtial light and glare that may posc 2 hazard or
nudsance or result in night sky illumination. Beeause the propused modilied project design would

limit light spillover and intensity, there would be no aew impacts, and no mitigation would be

NecCssary.
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I, ACRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Poteetially
Significnsl
lmpact

Less Than
Signilicant
with Praject-
level
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Sipnificant
Empaci

Mo New
Tmpact

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or lanmland of Stalcwide
Tmportance (Farmiand), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant lo the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricuttural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, ora Witliamson Act
cortracl?

c) Copflict with existing zoning

for, or cause rezoning of, forest land {as

defincd in Public Resources Code

Section 12220{g)). timberland (as

defined by Public Resources Code O
Seciion 4526 (), or timberland zoned
Thnberland Production (as defined by
Ciovernment Code Section 51104 ()7

d} Resull in the Toss of forest land
or conversion of forest land w non-
foresl use?

el Invalve other changes in Lhe
existing cnvironment which, due to
their locatiom or nature, could resualt in
conversion of Farmland, 1o non-
agticultural use or conversion of torest
land Lo non-forest use?

Cl

As discussed in Section 1.2 ol the PEIR prepared for the Dumbarton TOD Specilic Plan,
apricw!ture/forestry resources issues werc not addressed in ile PEIT because it was determined
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hased on substantial evidence that the project would have no impacts lo agriculture/forestry
resources (RBF 20713,

No agricuftural activities or timber management occur on the project site ot in adjacent areas,
and the site is not designated for agricultural or timberland uses. The California Important
Varrnland Finder tateractive Map prepared pursuant 1o the Farnitand Mapping and Mongtoring
Program of the California Department of Copservation classifies the project sife as urban and
buill-up land, and immediately adjacent avcas arc urban and tuilt-up tand and other land (CDC
2017}, Urhan and built-up land is defined by the Calilornia Department of Copservation as land
ocoupied by structures with a huilding density ol at least onc anil to one and one-half acres, or
approximately six structures t0 # ] (-acte parcet. Other land is defined by land thal is not
included in any other category, which includes areas not suitable for agticultural ases (CHC

201 7).
EVALUATION OF AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY SERVICES
Questions a, bt No new impact

The SITH/EMC ISMND determined that no important agricuftural resources or activilies exist
on the project site, no impact would oceur, and no mitigation would be necessary. The proposed

modilied project would have no new impact.
Questions ¢, d, e No new impact

The SE/FME 18/MN1D concluded Lhat heeause 1o portion of the City or the project site arc
zoned for lorest land, timberland, or »oned Timberiand Production, no impact would oceur, and
no mitigation would be necessary. The proposed moditied project would have no new impact.
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M. AIR QUALITY

Less Than
— Significant -
I:?tf“tm"} with Project- I,’,ESS. l_h“ﬂ Mo New
Sigpificant Sjgnificant
Fmpact levcl Impast Tmpact
Mitigation
Incorporated i

Wwonld she project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct inplementaiion
of the applicable air quality plan? O 0 0 o
by Vielate any air quality siandard or
conmitntte sabstantially to an existing or -
projected air quatity vielation? t O 3
¢) Resalt in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-aitaimnent under
an applicable [ederal or state ambient pit -
quility standard (including relcasing O L u
emissions which excesd quantitative
thresholds for ozune Procursiws)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors 1o substuntial
pollutant conce trations? 0 O] 3 [
o) Create objectionable odots affecting a
substantial number of peopke? n 0O ] |

The climaie of the project site, and all of the San Irancisco Bay Arca, is dominated by a sCi-
permarent, sublropical high-pressure ccli over the Pucific Qcean. This cell influences prevailing
winds and results in condensation and the presence of fog and stratus clouds during the summer,
and stormy conditions with moderats 1o strong winds, as well 43 periods of stagnation with very
light winds during the winter. The high-pressure cell also creales Two types of temperalure
snversions that may act Lo degrade local air quality.

Blevation inversions oceur during the wanmcr rmonths as nseending air associated with the
Pacific high pressure cell comes i contact witl warmer air up the consta! hills. The boundary
between the two layers of air creates 8 femperaturc inversio that fraps pollutants. The otber type
of inversion, a radistion inversion, develops on winter nights when air ncar the ground cools by
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heal radiation and air alolt remains WarL. ‘Mhe shullow inversion layer tormed between these two
air masses can also trap polluiants. As the pollutanis become more concentraied in the
atmoaphere, photochemical reactions product 0Zone, commottly known as stog.

AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS

‘The Environmental Protection Ageney (EPA) andd the Californin Air Resources Board (CARH)
have esiablished ambient air qualily stundards for common pollutants. The City of Newark lies
within the San Lruncisco Lay Area Aifr Basin (SFBAAB). The Bay Arca Quality Management
District (BAAQMDY) is responsible for implementing cmissions standards and other requitements
of federal and state Taws in the project arca. As reguired by the California Clean Alr Act
(CCAAY, BAAQMD has published Clean Air Pluns and adopted rules and regulations to Litnit
the cmissions that can be gencrated by various wses andfor activities (o bring the Bay Area into
compliance with the federal and state avnbient air quality statidards.

Ambient air quality is deseribed in tlerms of compliance with state and nationa! standurds, and the
levels of air pollutant concentrations considered safe, io protect the public healih and wallare,
Thesc standards are designed o protect people most sensitive ta respiratory distress, such as
asthmatics, the clderly, very young children, peoplc atrcady weakcned by olher diseasc or illness,
and persans engaged i sleenuous work ur exercise. The CPA has cstabiished national ambicht
air quality standards (NAAQS) for seven air pollution constituents. As permitted by the Clean
Alr Act, Califurnia has adopted more sitingent air cmissions standards (SAAQS) and cxpandead
{he number of rogulated air constituents.

The CARB is required to designate areas of the stale as attaimment, nonattainmend, or
unciassificd for any state standard. An saaimment” designation for an area signifies that
poliutant concentrations do nol violate the standard for that pollutant in that area. A
“panultainment” designation indicales thata polluiant concentration violated the standard ui least

ONCE.

The FPA designates areas for ozone {{31}. carbon monoxide (COY, and nitrogen dicgide (M) ay
sither “Daes noi meet the primary standards,” “Cantiot he clagsified.” or “Beiter than national
stundards.” For sulfur diexide (502}, areas are designated as “Does not meet the primary
standards,” “Dnes nol meet the secondary standards,” “Cannot be vlassiiied,” or “Better than
nationat standards.” The arca adr quality attaimment status of the SFBAAR, inchuding the Cily of

NMewarl, is shown on Table 2.
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Tahle 2, San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin Attainment Status

Stute of California

Fatltyt Attninment Status

Federal Atiainment Stalus

Ozone (| -hour) Monaltainment

Nonattainment (marginal)

Ozone (B-hour) Nonattainment (serious)

{assification revoked 2003

Suspended Particulate Matter (Phia) MNonallainment

AtlainmentTinelassified

Fine Particulate Maticr (PR 5) Momaltainment

Monattrinment

Carbon Monoxide Adtaimment

Attainment/Tnclassilied

Nitrogen Dioxide Atlainment

AttainmentUnclassified

Luad Aligimment

AttainmentTInclassilied

Sullur Thoxide Adlainment

Attainment/Tineclassified

Sullares Allainment

Mo Federal Standard

Hydragen Sulfide Tinclassilied

e Federal Standard

Visibility Reducing Particles Tnglassified

Ma Federal Standard

L

Sources: FAAQM D} Alr Quality Standards il Attainment Status, Avcessed at [rpaiww Baagmil eoviresearch-nnd-dalaair-

Llll.uli.T\-'-hlEI.I'IdHrll.w-:l.ﬂi:l-.'lllﬂi_l"_!'l'llﬂI1'5TH'. us on March 27, 2017

The City of Newark is currently in nonattainment for federal and state O3 and PMas standards.

The City is in nonattainment for state PM,y standards. Concentrations of all other pollutants meet

state and lederal standards.

AIR QUALITY MONITORING

The BAAQMD operates a nelwork of ambient air monitoring stations throughout the Bay Area.

The air quality monitoring station closesl to the City of Newark s the ] Jayward Momitoring

Stalion. However, this station only monitors ozone, so data was obtained from the San Jose

Monitoring Station tor the other crileria air pollutants, The ambient pollutant concentrations

collected at the stations during the last three available years (2013 through 2015) werc revicwed

[or exceedances and vielations of state and federal standards. The data show occasional

violations of the staic and federal ozone standards, slate PMyo standurds, and federal PMas
standards. The state and federal CO, SOz, and NO; standards have not been excecded in the past

three years.

As shown in Table 3, the 1-hour ()1 concentration exceeded the slate st

andard once in 2014 and

wice in 2015, The lederal standard lor 8-hour ozone was cxceeded once in 2013, four times in

2014, and twice in 2015, The staic 94-hour PMip standard was violated twice in 2013, ones in
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2014 and once in 2015, The federal 24-hour "Mz standard w

in 2014, and twice in 2015,

as violated six days in 2013, twice

Table 3. Summary of Annual Air Quality Data for Hayward and San Jose Air Quality

Monitoring Stations

Pollutant 2013 2014 205
Frune (03) Hapward Monitoring Stertion
Maximum 1-hour conventration (ppr) 0.083 0.044 (.103
Diays above 1-hout stale standard (=0.09 ppm) _U 1 2 o
Maximum &-hour concentration (ppim) 0.0735 0.073 0,084
Diarys above $-hour federal standard (=0.070 pp) 1 4 2
Respirable Particudute Malier (M) San Jase Monitoring Stafion
Magimum 24-hour concentration (pg/m*) 58.1 54.7 38.0
Dhays above state standard (=30 ) 3 1 1
Days above federal standard (+150 pg/m") y i 0
Fine Particudate Matter (PM2.5) San TJowe Monitoring Station
Maximum 24-hour concentration {ug/m*) 7.3 a4 49,4
Diays above federal standard (>33 ety 0 2 2
Nitragen Dioxide (NOz} San Jose Meniioring Station
Maximum 1-hour concentration { L) 0.054 0058 0049
Thays above state 1-hour standard (0.18 ppm} 0 0 0 J

TMotes: Finderlined values in cxeess al applivabls stondard { ppri = puits per il / pafd = e

#nsniliciont data Lo determine the valug,

Soyrea: CuliforniaAlr Resources Foard, Alr Quality Trend Summaries [t Sacrament County, Avcosyed ot

hrtph:.-'.-'ww-.-..'.arb.ua.g-;w."ndﬂm.-'iu'icx.htrnl on March 27, 2017
Cizone date was chlained from e Huywaril Monitoring Station.

MO, Pl md PRz s dale was abtained fiom he San Jose Tacksu Streel Manitoring Seativ.

METIIODS

rosprams per cubic meter

Ta detcrmine whether construction or operation of the Project would result in violations of

ernission standards, conlribule to a cumulative impact on ai

r qualily, or expose reogivers 10

pollutants, construction and operation cmissions were estimated using the CalFEMad Version

2016.3.1, The construction analysis included modeling of the projected construclion equipment

that would be used during each construction activity. The analysis assessed maximum daily

emissions [tom individual construction activities, including

building construction, paving, and architectural coating. The m

grading, backbone infrasiruclure,
odel estimates daily regional

emissions from vehicle and stationary sources of pollutants during existing conditions. Project
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impacts for operational emisgions were assessed by calculating he net increase in entissions from
the proposed modified project compared with emissions from the cxisting use on the sile (the
baseline emissions).

LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE

‘'he BAAQMD has published thresholds of significance for new projects. Tn May 2010, the
BAAQOMD published new and more stringent draft CEQA guidelines to assist local agencics in
evaluating air guality impacts of development proposuls and other regulatory plans proposcd in
the SFRAAB. In eatly 2012, an Alameda County Superior Cowrt rufed that the BAAQMD s
updated guidelines be set aside on the ground that the District did not attempi to evaiuate the
potential environmental effeets of the updated guidelines before their adoption, In California
Building Industry Associstlion v. BAAQMD {August 13, 2013, Case No. A 1362123 Cal. App.
4th, the First District Court of Appeal reversed « Lrial court’s decision striking down
BAAQMIYs 2012 CEQA thresholds of significance for greenhouse gas {GHG) emissions.
Although the Court of Appeal’s decision dogs provide the means by which BAAQMD may
ultimately reinstate the GRG cmissions theesholds, any sach action by the Diistrict s still
unceriain; BAAQMD will revisit the issue and reinstate the threshelds or adopt other standards
altogether (Morrison & l'oetster, LLP 2013). For this analysis, lhe BAAQMD s 2010 thresholds
of signilicance were cmployed to detenmine the proposed modilied project’s contribution Lo air
gjuatity and GHG emissions, and the local community risk and hazard impacts associated with
(oxic air contaminants (TACs) and PMzs. Refer o Section 8.VIL Greenfonse Gas Emissions for
a discussion of impacts to GHG emissions.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES TROM PREVIOLIS RELEVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Air Quality is discussed in Section 4.2 of the PLIR prepared for the Dumbarton TGD Specific
Plan and Section 811§ of the IS/MNDD for the SHE IFMC Project. The PEIR concludes that
consiruction of the project would resuil in fugitive dust emissions and includes measures 1o
reduce impacts to less than signilicant. The overall Specific Plan is considered consistent with
regional plans, and would not vesult in a signilicant cumulative impact to air gualily impacts,

EVALUATION OF AIR QUALITY
Question a: No new impact

1BAAOQMI has atlainment plany in place that identify strategics to bring regional cmissions into
compliance with federal and stalc air quality standards. Although (he proposed modified project
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would replace existing undeveloped arcas with a commercial development, the proposed
modificd project is part of alarger project included in the City of Newarl 2013 Updated General
Plan, and the praject 1y consistent with the net development envisioned in the Durmbarton 10D
Speciite Plan,

Buildout of the proposed modified project would be consistent with the 2010 Bay Area Clean
Air Pian (BAAQMD 2010) becausc the projected average daily tralfic (ADT) with the internal
capture rate at 33 porcent would be lower than what was predicted under the Dumbarton TOD
Specific Plan.

Although land uses and densities are not consistenl with parcel-specific land vses identilied
the Dumbarton 10D Specific Plan and the 2013 {Ipdated General Plan (sce Section B.X, Land
Iive and Planning), the project 18 consistent with the City of Newwk's Zoning Ordinance. 1he
commercial retai! land use proposed for project site differs from the land nse proposed in the
umbarton TOLD Specific Plan and 2013 Updated General Plan. The Ypecific Plan allows for un
adjustment of land uses within the Specitic Plan area without necessitating a Specific Plan
Amendrment. A revised Land Use Plan and revised Proposed Land Use Table will be submitted
to the City for approval. Further, the proposed modilied project would not generate significant
amotts of aiv poliutant emissions during construction or operation. The proposed miaditicd
projcet would not exceed sereening critenia thresholds set by BAAQMLY, and no feature ol the
proposed madified praject would conflict wiili or obsiruct implementation of the 2010 Bay Arca
Clean Air Plan. Although impacts, as a result of emission, would be less than signilicant, fugilive
dusl generated by construction activities could result in & potentially significant impact. The
Following measures contained in the PEIR prepared for the Dumbarton TOL Specific Plan will
be implemented to reduce impacts from lugitive dust to less than significant.

Dumbarton Mitigation Menitoring and Reporting Program Measures 4,2-1a and 4.2-1h
{Fugitive Dust)

The Specific Plan MMRP measures 4.2-1a and 4.2-1b require that dust control measures Hre
implemented during conslruction activities prior 1o issuance of any grading permits.

Consistent with the TS/MND for the SHITFMC project, these measures would be implemented
and impacts as a result of fugitive dust will be less thun significant.
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Question b: No new impact

Construction of the proposed project could impact air qualit
emissions and architectural coatings, The resulls of the CalEE
(Appendix €) indicated that emissions of all
activities would be below the BAAQMD s significance thresho
consiruction emissions for each
project proponent would implement applicable and [casible element
program as identified in the PLEIR (MMR
criteria pollutants generated during construction would not he signifi

would be required.

Table 4. Maximum Daily Construction Emissions

calendar year of construetion. Durit

Mod analysis performed

y as a resull of heavy equipment

eriteria pollutants related (o project comstruction
|ds. Table 4 presents the modeled
1g conslruction activitics, the
5 ol the dust abaicment

P measures 4.2-1a and 4.2-1b). Dircct impacts Trom
cant and no mitigation

Pollutant Fmissions (pounds per day)
i ROG | NO. co R L oo
2018 2.91 20.16 16.10 0.03 1.0% 104
2019 44.48 IB.56 15.48 0.03 0.93 0.90
Significance Thresholds 54 54 - x 82 54
Ifguiﬁcaur fmpact? Mo No Na Naor No Na

Motes: {1} Bmissions were calculated for hoth sumimer and witiber months,
aitd therefore were used fior this analysis.

coalings,

'The proposed modificd project could result in AUnor cimiss
consumption, natural gas usage,
impacts as a result of operational emissions were v
emissions from the proposed project (Appendix C), As illustrate
daily maximum aperational emissions
BAAQMD’s significance criteria for all criteria pollutants

Table 5. Maximum Daily Operational Emissions

and vehicle tips associated with

as a result of project operation

aluated based on the het increase of

divect impact as a result of operational emissions. No nitigation would be required.

(in average winter cmissions wore higher
{ to reduce ROG emissions {or architectural

{2} Low VOC coatings wers Usct
{ons associated with electricity
project operations. Potential

din Tuble 5, the net increase ol
s would be below the
and would nol result in a significant

Tollutant Emissinns (pounds/day)

Eipission Sonrce y Exhaust Exhanst
YO MO co 30« M | Ly PR
Proposed Prajecl
" Area 278 T o000 001 =001

%

Tenor —\_ oz
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Energy 0.09 .78 0.66 <001 0.06 006 |
wohile 1.53 .67 if.68 n.04 005 n.o3
Propused Project Total 4.72 LL.45 IT.35 .05 an i1l
Significance Threshold 54 a4 - - a2 54
4 Sigeificant fpact? Mo ] No Nor N s MNer

MNote: {11 Emissions wert caloulaied tor both summetr and winter months, O average winier emissions were higher and
therefore were used for s analysis. {2y Etnissions from the propossd Project inciude appticable design Feagures.

Question ¢t No new impuct

The Satt Francisco Bay Area region is in non-attaipment for ozone (NOy and ROG) and
particulate mattet {YMzs, i), As discussed above, no cxcecdance of the District’s emission
thresholds lor crileria pol/lutants would be expeeted Lor the proposed madified project. The
project would not resuit in o cumulatively considerable net increase in any eriteria pollutant,
Tmpacts from the proposed modified project would be congistent wilh the SHH/AMC Praject.

Questions d and e: No new impact

The CARI3 deseribes sensitive receptors as residences, schools, day-cars coniers, playgrounds,
medical facilities, or other facilitics that may house individuals with health conditions (medical
putients or elderty permnsfuthlemsfstudenls-"children} {hat may be adversely affcoted by changes
in air quality. The two primary polhwants of concern regarding health effects for land
development are CO und dicsel particulate mattot.

Construction Diesgl Parliculates

C'onstruction activities are short-lerm and temporary, as are the resulting cmissions. Diescl
particulate patter is notl included as a critevia pollutant; however. it recognized by the Stalc of
California as containing carcinogenic compounds. 1esel particulate matter would be emitied
from heavy equipment used for construction activities. 1t is estimated that constriaction aclivities
for the project would occur over approximately 78 wecks which is substantially less than the 70-
year/d{)-year perind used for health risk determination. Further, as identified in Table 4,
construction emissions would not cxceed significant thresholds, The proposed modificd project

would have no new impact and no mitigation is reguired.

Carbon Monoxide Hot Spots

The SFIRAAI is designatcd as attainmnent for CO, BAAQMD’s 2010 CEQA guidelines noles
{hat C'O impacls may be determinsd to b less than significant if a project is consistent with the
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applicable congestion management phan or wonld not merease traffic volumes at intersections fo
more than 44,000 vehicles per hour for regulat intersections, of would not increase tralfic
yolumes at intcrsections to more than 24,000 vehicles per hour for intersections with limited

mixing zones (¢.g., tunncls, garages, OVCIPAsSes, elc.).

The PETR prepared for the umbarton TOI? Specific Plan speeifies that the projects included in
the Specitic Plan would not cavse iraffic volumes at local intersections to increase beyond
6,000 vehicles per hour. The propused modificd project is anticipaied to account lor less than
fwo percent of the total genevated Lrip idontificd in the Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan. Asa
result, the proposed modified project would not increase traffic volumes to an exient that would
resull in a signilicant impact, The proposed modified project wauld have no new fmpact and no

mitigation is required.

Operational IYicsel Particulates

The proposed project is anticipated Lo gencrate minot emissions associaicd with delivery trucks
For the retail store. Trucks cntering and leaving the proposed project would include deliveries
associated with the retail space. Trucks would idle in the shipping and receiving delivery dock
areas. Trucks would be fimited to an idle fime of five minutes For entering or exiting the truck
delivery well, in accordance with California siate Insw. The loading delivery docks are the anly
locations where routine truck idling wssociated with operation of the Praject would be expected,
Ti is possible that the operation of the retail space would requite usc of trucks equippad with
teansportation refrigerativn storage units {TRUs) to deliver cold-stored lood items, Trucks
equipped with TRUs wypically result in higher TAC cmissions, because ey are equipped with
diesel penerator sets 1 keep perishuble food cold, in addition to dicsel engine exhaust from the
iruck. Howcver, it is not anticipated that he proposed retall space would experience high truck
volumes (i.¢., warehouses with Jistribution cenlors that have greater than 100 commercial trucks
per day or 40 TRU-equipped trucks per day as defined by the CARB as the screening tevel)
delivering materials on a frequent basis.

Retail spaces with on-site food cervices emit minor amounts of TACs from the cookling of
animal fats and oils. TAC emissions would be controlied through an cxhaust hood to a roof-top
vent, Therefore, on-site or olf-site sensitive receptors would pot be exposed to substantial TAC

concentrations from these sources.
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dors

The project involves canstruction of a hotel and retail space. These uses are not identified as
maior sources of odor emissions according to the CARB Ajr Quality and Jand (sc FHandbook.
‘T'he proposed modilicd project would not be a source of nuisance odors associated with

gperations.

Additionaily, the occupants of the proposed modificd project would not be subjected to lacilities
associated with odot complaints. 'The proposed land uses in the urmbarton TOI? Specific Plan
surrounding the prajcet silc are primarily tesidemtial. Union Sanitary istrict sewerage treatment
plant is the closcst potential source of odors, and this facility is located approximalely 4,600 feet
to the nortlwwest of the project site, There are also reports of odots that occur due to algae in the
salt ponds. 1lowcever, thesc odors are regarded as 4n annOYance rather than a health hazard,
Based on the nature of the odor source and the tow [requency of odor events geperated by the
salt ponds, impacts are nol considered a significant odor souree. Additionally, salt ponds are not
identilied by the BAAQMD as a significant odot soutce.
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1V, BIOLDGICAL RESOURCES

Potentiaily
Sigoifieanl
Tmpact

Less Than
Hignificanl
with Projeci-
level
Mitigalion
Incorporated

Less Than
Yignificant
Tmpact

Mo New

Impact

Woukd the project:

ay Have a substantial adverse wifeat, cither
directly or through habilat tnekificalions,
o any specics identitied as candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in logal
o regianal plans, potivics, ot regilations,
ot by the California Departmertt of Tish and
Wildlife or (1.8, Fish and Wildlife Rervice?

L1

b) Have u subslantial adverse effect on awy

riparian habital or other sensitive natural

community identified in local or repional

plans, palicies, regulations or by the [
California Department of Fish and Wwildiife

or 1.5, Fish and Wildiife Service?

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect an
federally protected wethands as defined ty
Yeetion 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not fimited to, rnarsh, vernal
pool, coaslal. et} through direct rermoval,
filling, hydrologmeal interruption, or ather
teans?

o) Interfere substantialiy with the

povernent of any native resident or

migratory fish or wildlite species or with

established native resident or migratory |
wildtite cormidars, ot impede the use af

native wildlife nuesery sites?

¢) Conflici with any applicable policies
protecting hiological resuices, such as a
tree preservation pelicy ur ordinance?

£y Conflict with the provisiuns of an

wdopled Habitat Conservation Than, Natural
Comtmunity Conservation Plan, o othar O
approved local, vegonal, ot skate habitar

conservaiion plan?

1

0

Ll

[
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The project site has bech fully disturbed in cotjunction with the development of the adjacent
31iH site’s grading activities. Previously, the site evaluated by binlogists Stephen Stringer and
Catherine Silvester, of HELIX Environmental Planning, Mme. (HEL 130y, on August 5, 2013 and
Seplember 19, 2013 for the SHHEML 15/, The binlogical PECONNAISSANCE SUIVEYS WOIE
conducted to determine the existing conditions, identify biological habitats/vegetation
compunities on the project site, conduct botanical and wildlife inventories, conduct a {ree
inventory, and identify the habilats present on the project site that have the poteniial to support
special-status specics. The methods and results of the svaluation were presenled i a hiological
resources evaluation (BRE) prepared for the SHH/EMC Project, and the information relevant to
the proposed moditied project are surrumatized below,

HABITAT TYPE PRESENT

The project site contains ll/construction materials and is used as a construction slaging arca for
nearby construction actiyitics, This area has been cleared and graded, and is largely maimained
free of vegetation, The project site is characlerized as developed/distured habitat.

PROVECITD TREES

The biological reconnaissatice Survey on September 19, 2013 included a certified arborist tree
inventory. One native Montercy pine free was located on {he project site {{ormer MO Parcel).
e Momtercy pine tree met the criteria for protection under the City of Newarl, and a trce
removal permit was vbtained iram the City of Newark in May 2016. The Monterey pine wee has
since heen vemoved, and there are currently no trees on the project site.

JURISDICTIONAL WATERS

A delineaiion ol polential jurisdictional waters on the project site was prepared by WIRA, Inc. in
2013,

Allhough there are 110 jurisdictional waters prescnt on the project site, one man-tnade, 0.03-acre
seusonally inundated depression is located approximately 100 feel south of the project site, on
the SLIH Properly. The seasonally inundated depression will be compietely avoided by the
proposed modified projeci.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES FROM PREVIOUS RELEVANT
INVIRONMENTAL DO CUMINTATION

Biological Resources me discussed in Section 4.3 of the PEIR fer the Iumbarton TOD Speeific
Plan and Section B.1Y of the 1&MND for the SHH/PMO Project (RBL 2011, HELLX 2014). The
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PEIR concludes that construction of the project could have potentially signilicant advirse
impacts on special-status anitnal and plant specics, wotlands and Waters of the Stale/UL.S., uryd
protected trec. The 1S/MND far the SHE/FMC project concluded that there was no suitablc
habitat on sitc for the Salt Marsh Llarvest Mousc (S M) and the Westcn Burruwing Owl
(13O,

EVAIUATION OF BICLOGICAL RESOURCES

Question n: No new impuct

Special Statys Wildiife (Salt Marsh Harvest Mouse)

A habitat asscssment for SMIIM and B() was prepared lor the, SMEIM is presumed absenl from
the site as a resull of (e existing level of disturbance, mdustrial land uses, and lack of suitable
nulural habitat such as saline emergent wetlands and nearby uplands, The SHI EMC [S/MND
concluded that as a result, no impacts to cult matsh harvest mouse are mticipated. The proposed
modified project would be consistent with the SH/FMC IS/MND and have 1o new mmpact.

Nesting Raplors

Migratory birds (including raptors) have the polential to use Lhe trees adjacent to the study area
for nesting and the adjacent ares for foraging, Theve are no trees of structures pregeni on ihe
project sile, but bivds nesting on Lrees within 300 feel of the project site could be indircetly
impacted by conslruction activilics and noise.

The projeet sile is currently being graded us purt of lhe SHIFMC Praject. Preconstruction
nesting bird surveys were conducted in April 2016, and barrawing owl monitoring surveys were
conducted in Qotober 2016 in compliance with the Specilic Piap MMRE. Consistent with the

Sf TH/UMC [S/MND, the Specific Plan MMR P measure 4.3-2 would be implemented o avold,
minfmize, and mitigate impucts o nesting raptors. The propased modified projeci would have no

new impact.

Western Burrowing Owls

No suitable habitat for BO is present in the study area, and pome wete observed in or adjacent to
the study area during the binfogicsl reconnuissance survey. The proposed modified project would
he consistent with the SHIVFMC 18/MNT and have no new mmpact.
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Mestine Pusserines

Migratory birds {including passerines) have the potential to usc the trecs adjacent to the study
area Tor nesting and the adjacent area for foraging. There ate 10 trees OF STRCILIES present on the
project site, but birds nesting on trees within 308 fect of the project sitc could be indirscthy
impacted by construction activities and noisc. The Specilic PMan MMREP measure 4.3-4 would be
implemented to avoid, mminimize, and mitigate impacts to nesting passerines.

Speciyd Stulus Plants

A Rarc Plant Survey Beport was prepared for the SHE/FMC Project in April 2016 by HELLX.
The report concluded that no special-slatus Species were ahserved on (he projecl site and special-
status plants were determined to be abscnt. Thercfore, the propesed modified project would have
no new impact on special stalls plants.

Question b, c: No new impacl

The SHH/FMC TS/MNL determined that no riparian habitat or othar sensitive comimunity,
walcrs of the State, or walcls of the U.S, would be upacted by the praject. The nroposed
modified project would have no new impacl.

Question d: No new impact

The project atea and vicinity feature previous industrial land uses and development with
resideniial and commorcial uses. The SHIFMC 1SMND determined that the project site does
not provide a migratory wildlife corridor nor would development of the project impede (he use of
native wildlite nursery sites, Thevelore, the proposed modified project would have po new

impact.
Question ez No new impact

Per the SHH/FMC 1SMND, a lree removal permit was obtained from the City ol Newark ta
remove ihe native Monterey pine tree identilicd along the western boundary of the project site.
The irce has been removed, and the proposed modified projeet would have po new impact.

Question 2 No new impact

The SHHAAMC 18/MND determined thal no Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communily
Conservalion Plan, or other approved local, reaional, or state habitat conservation plan has been
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approved Tor the City ol Newark, and ne impact would accur. The proposed modified project

would have no new impact,
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
- Significani
l;:uleptmlly with Project- !;'.ESS.Th M N New
Rigrificanl Bignificunt
Tmpact fevel Impaci kmpact
Mitigation
Tncerporaled
Would the peoject:
a3y Cause a substaniial adverse change in the m
significance of a historical resource as o = [
defincd in Scetion 15064.57
k) Cause a substantial advesse change in B
the signiticance of an archaeclogical o = .
resource pursuant (o Section 1506457
¢y Directly or indirectly destroy 3 Unique . u
pateoniolegical resolirce of site oF unigue O H L]
aeologic Teulure?
d) Disturb any human remains, including 1 O O a

1those interred outsicdle of [owmal comelories?

Gtate and lederal legisiation requites the protection of historical and cultural resources. In 19771,
President’s Iixecutive Order No. 11553 required that all cderal agencies initiate procedures ©
preserve and maintain cultural resources by their nomination wnd inclusion on il Nationa
Regisicr of Histotic Places {NRHP). In 980, fhe Gavernor’s Executive Order No 13-64-80
required thal state agencies inventory ail “signiticant historic and cullural sites, siructurcs, and
ubjects undet their jurisdietion which are over 50 years of age and which may qualify lor Tisting
on the (NRHP). Section 15064 .5(b)(1} of the State CEQA Guidelines specifies that prajects that
cuuse “...physical demolition. destruction, relocation, ar alteration of the resource or ils
:mmediate surroundings such that the significance of an historic resource would be matedially
impaired” shall be found to have a significant impact on the environmert.

Cultural resource issues rekevant to the proposed projeet ave summarized here.

'The Specific Plan area lics within the ethnographic territory of the Ohloge. Coastal Native
Amcrican habitation sites In Alameda County, wuch ue the Ohlone, are often marked by Lhe
presence of midden soil deposits, which arc a buildup of areanic debris and contain marine shells
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and animal bones. Other types of feutures that identify Native American aclivity areas are
scatters of “Makes” or chipped material thul resulted trom the manufacturing of chipped stone
rools and bedrock milling [eatutes (mortar depressions). Native Amenican cultural resources in
western Alumeda County are typically found near the bayshore and adjacent to other scasonal
and pereinial watercourses. No recorded, reported, or known Native Ammerican sites, villages,
traits, fraditional use arCas, Or CONTEIIPOTATY LSS areas have been identilied in, adjacent to, o
near the Specific Plan area.

‘he South Pacific Coast Ruilroad opened [or service Iy March 1878 and is the present-day
Jocation of Union Pacilic Wailroad corridor (formerly Southern Pacific Railroad) and the future
Duntbarion Rail Cortidor project, approximately 700 feat north of the project site. A portion of
the railroad corridor between Wells and Thornton Avenues hus been evaluated as cligible (o
inclusion on the National Register of Histotic Places under criteria A, B, and C.

The Specific Plan area remained primarily undeveloped anti! indusirial uses moved in during the
1920, Several parcels, including the project site, Were never developed or actively used.

The cntire Specific Plan ares 18 underlain by Lologene floodbasin deposits (Qhb) and Holocene
cstuary deposits (hay mud). Many paleoniciogists consider FTolocene blologic remalns too young
10 qualify as fossils. Although the soils may contain Holocene aged mutluscan fossils, such
fossits are not considered significant, Consequently, Lhe paleoniological sensitivity of these units
iz considered bow.

No NRHP or Californiu Register of Historical Resources ({CRHR) listed, detcemined, or putential
atchacological sites, significant lucal, State, or Federal historic proparties, landmarks, ete, have
been identified in or adjacent to the Specitic plan area, The Specific Plan arca containg no

recorded srchacological resources, including prehistoric siles.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MTASURES EROM PREVIOUS KELEVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCU MENTATION

‘'he Dumbarton TOD Specitic Plan PR concludes there are o NRHP or CIKHR listed.
determined, ot polential archaeological sites, significant local, Stale o Federal historic
propertics, landmarks, ete., in or adjacent to the Specific Pian area. Additionally, there arc no
recorded archasological resources, including prehistoric sites and no recorded, reported, or
known Native American sites, villages, trails, {raditional use aress, OF conteMPoOTAry USe HICGAS in,
adjacent, or ncar ihe Specilic Plan arca. No historic resources have heen formally recorded or
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reported it or near the Speeific Plan area. The Specific Plan wrea has a loww sensitivity for

paleontological resources.

Thete is 4 possibility that potentially significant unrecorded archaeological resources, including
prehistoric resources and Tuman remains, as well as historic resources, and are present benealh
the ground surlace wnd could he exposed during construction activities, Unknown
paleoniological resoutces may be dwnaged or destroyed during ground disturbing activitics.
Mitigation measures are recomimended to reduce impacts 1© cultural resources to a less-than-

signilicani level.

EVALUATION OF CULTURAL RESOURCIS

Questions 2 - d: No new impact

Previous record searches have resulted in negative findings for historic ar archaeological
resodreas, Congistent witl the SLIE/EMC 1S/MND, mitigation measures contained in the
Specific Plan MMRP (measures 4.4-1a and 4.4-1b) would be implernenicd for the ptoposed
maodified project to minimize impacls to cultural resources to less thap significant. The proposcd

mndified project wouald have no new impact,
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V1. GRHOLOGY AND S0ILS

Would the projecl:

) Expose people of structures to
polestial substantial advorse effects,
including the risk of loss. upury. or death
byl vimn

¥ Rupeure of a known parthyuake
fault, as delinealed on the most recent
Alguist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoring Map
issned by the Stare Geologist for the area or
based on other substuntial evidence of
tnawn [ault? Refer 1o Division of Mines and
Cieolopy Special Publicalion 42.

i) Sirong scismic ground shaking?

fit} Yaismic-related ground failare,
including liquefaction?

i) Landslides?

b Result in substaniial soil erosian or
ihe loss of topsoil?

) Be located on a pealogic unit or soil
that t5 unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentialfy result in ou- o off-site landslide,
Lateral spreading, subsidence, liquelaction or
collupse?

dy e located an expansive soil, &8
Jefined in Tahle 18-1-B of the Uniterm
Building Code (1994}, creating subsiantial
visks 1a life or property?

) Mave soils incapable of adequately
supporiing the use of septic lunlcs o1
atterpative waste water disposal sysloms
witere rewers are not available for the
disposal of waske waler?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Project-level
Witigation
ineorporated

Less Than
Significant
Timpaet

Na
MNew
Tmpuet

L]

[

L1
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Genlopy and soils are discussed in Section 4.5 of the PEIR propared tor the Dumbarton TOD
Specilic Plan and Section 2.V1 in the [SMND for lhe SHHAMO Project {RIBF 2011; UELLX
2014). Information pertinent to the proposed modilied praject is summarized below.

Geology

The project site s located in the San Francisco Bav Area. This region is known to b one of the
ipost seismically active pluces in the United States. ‘Phete are three major active Taults located in
the San Francisco [3ay Area: the Hayward Fault, which is located approximalely 6 miles cast of
the projeci site, the San Andreas Faull, which is located approximately 13 miles west of the
project site, and the Calaveras Fault, which is locaied approximately 11 miles cast ol the praject
slte.

The project site is not located within san Alquist-Prioto Study Zone (Le., active faulls). Because
there are no identified active carthquake faulls on the project site, there is no risk of eround
rupturc on Lhe project site from known cagthguake faults; however, there is a potential for
moderate carthquake-induced ground shaking due to other identified earthquake of[-site faults in
(he San Lrancisco Bay Area. The project site may e underlain by potentiatiy liquetiable soils,
and contains backtill that could result in setsrically-induced ground failure from an adequately
substaniial earthquake fram off-sitc faults. A gignilicant seismic event that could damage and
destroy buildings and other struclures could occur on the project sie.,

Soils

The praject site is undetfain by Marvin silt loam, salinc-alkall (NRCS 2017). However, the s0il
profiic throughout the project arca did nat match the deseripiion of Marvin silt loam, indicatimg
that imporied fill material is present on the project site (WIRA 2013), 1t is unknown whelher the
project site conlains Liquefiable soils; however, geotechnical investigations conducied on other
properties in preparation of the PELR (R13¥* 2011} identified liguefiable soils in other areus of the
Specilic Man. Therefore, the project sile hus a perential to contain Hqueliable soils. Backiilled
Jreas of areas with liquefiable soils could experience dilferential ground settlement, which could
result in structural damage e buildings, pipelines, and other structurcs.

Recause of the neatly leve! topography on the project site the potential for jamdslides 15 low.
Similarly, due to the relatively flat topography, runoff rates arc Jow, and therelore, the Eruaion
narard is low, | Toweyver, erosion can be accelcrated by (e removal of vegctation, excavatiof,
and grading, which could increase ihe chances of erosion from wind or stormwater runofi on the

project site.
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The high clay content of (he soil that underlies the project site is considered an expansive soil
and has high shrink-swell potential, Expansion and contraction of soils could cause damage to
struclurcs, which, in tum, could result in damage to lite and proporty.

City Regulation of Geology and 5uils

The Clty of Newark’s 2013 Updated General Plan contains conditions, actions, and programs
thut help minimize (he effcets of seismic and geologic hazurds, primarily through enloreement o f
ihe California Building Code, which requires the implementation of engineering solutions for
constraints to urhan development posed by slopes, soils, and geology.

IMPACTS ANT MITIGATION MEASURES FROM PRIVIOUS RELEVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Limpacts to people or structures as a rosuft of seismic-related activity could be potentially
significant. The impact of seismic-telated ground shaking on the project site can be reduced if
the project is constructed in compliance with the geolechnical engineering investigations and the
California Building Code requirements. Mitigation measures 4.5-1 and 4.5-2 contained m the
Specitic Plan MMRE would be implemented to reduce impacts to a fess-than-significant level,

EVALUATION OF GEOT.OGY AND 50115

Question 1z No new impact

Because there arc no identified active carthguake laulits on the project site, there is no risk of
sround ruplure on the project site from known ewrthquake faults; however, thers is a poleniial tor
moderate earthquake-indiced ground shaking due 1o other identified carthquake off-stee {aults in
the San Framcisco Bay Area. The project site may be underlain by potentially liquefiable soils,
and contains back(ill that could tesult in seistically-induced ground failure from an adequalely
substantial earthguake from off-site faukts, Consistent with the SHH/FMC Project, the proposed
modified project would implement mitigation measurc 4.5-1 from the Specific Plan MMRP (o
reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level. Therefure, the proposed maoditied project would
have no hew impact. Duc to the relalively flat topography of the project site, it is not susceptible
io landslides as a result of seismic aclivity.

Question b: No new impact

The SHHAMC TSMND concluded (hal construction aclivitics on the project site, such as
removal of vegetation, grading, and excavation could potentiaily result in increased erosion or
loss ol topsail from wind or stormwater. Consistent with the SHE/TMC 1S/MND, the proposead
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modified proicct would implement mitigation measure 4.3-2 10 reduce potential impacts from
scil crosion to a less-than-significant Jevel, The proposed modified project woulkd have 1o now
impact.

Question ¢, d: No new impuet

The specific soil conditions on the project site are not knowr, however, the project gile likely has
3 low potential for subsidence. The site may contain soils thal are subject to liquefaction, which
could lead to differcntiad setticment. Jlecause the praject site was previously remediated, it could
expetience dilferential ground seitlement from areas that were backfilled, Also, the soil that
undgtlies the project site has high sheink-swell potential, which could yesult ih siructural damage.
Whilc the project could be exposed 10 impacts causcd by unstable soils, implementation of
Specific Plan MWMREP measure 4.5-1 which requires that developers have design-icvel
geoteehnical enginecring investigations prepared would be implemented to reduce these jmpacts
io a less-than-significant level, consistent witl the SHITFMC 15/MND. Thercfore, the proposed

moditied project would have no new impact.
Qucsiion e: No new impact

The SHH/EMC 18/MNI determined that the proposed project would be commeeted o i
municipal waslewater treatment system provided by the City of Newark and would pol require
scptic sysloms or an alternative wastc disposal systetiL, No impact would oceur and no mitigation
would be required. The proposcd modified project would have no new impact.

Newark Goteway Mixed Use Developmend Erajest
Lty ol Mewark
July 217 44



VII. GREENHOUSE GAS TMISSIONS

Less Than
Significant

Potenliatiy y e L.ess Than
Significant veith Pf uljeu.l- Significant No NETJ
[mpurt _lem . Impast fmpact
Mitigation
Incoerporatel
Would the project:
a) Gencrate greenhuonse gas
ermissions, either directly or indirectly,
thal may have a significant impact on O ] 0 u
the environment,
b} Conllict with an applicable plan,
olicy or regulation adopted for the
peicy g P 0 0 A -

purpose of veducing the emissions ol
ercenhouse gases?

Climate change has becn obscrved to coniribute to poor aiv guality, rising sea ievels, melting
glaciers, stronger Stornis, More intense and lonper droughts, more frequent heat waves, wildfires,
and other threats to human health (ALA California 201 1; TPCC 20073, From 1994 through 2006,
eleven of those twelve years rank among the 12 warmicst years on record (since 14500, with the
wattnest two years being 1998 and 2005 (IPC'C 2007). Lotier days facililate the formation ol
azone, incteases in smog emissions, and increascs in public health impacts (e.g., prematurs
deaths, hospital admissions, asthma attacks, respiratory conditions, and acate bronchilis) (ALA
Califormia 201 1), Global temperalures have risen by 1.3°F uver the past century, and if
greenhouse gAS CMISSIONS continue o jncrease, climatc models predict that the average
temperature at (he Farth’s surface could increasc by 2 to 11.5°F by the year 2100 {fPCLC 2007},

Becuuse reducing GHG emissions would help to reduce the potential impacts of climale change,
Cafitornia has adopted AB 32, the Global Warming Solutions Act ol 2006. ‘| he California Adr
Resources Board (CARB) is in the process of implementing a comprehensive, multi-ycar
strategy to reduce GG cmissions. The state Atlorney General’s Ollice has identified various
measures for all development Lypes that may reduce the global warming impacts at the individual
project level, The various measures include the following list categories:

s Energy Lifficicncy

s Rencwable Energy and Cnergy Storags
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o Water Conservation and Efficiency
s Solid Waste Measures

s [and Usc Measures

s Transportation and Motor ¥ ghicles

e Agriculture and Forestry

The Attarney General's Office also suggests that if, alter analyzing and requirin all reasonable
EE 3 q g

and feasible on-site mitigation measures for avoiding or reducing preenhouse pas-related
impacts, the lead agency determines that additional mitigation is requircd, the agency may
consider additional off-sile mitigation (California AGO 2010},

Table 6 lists 2009 California GHG emissions estimated by CARB based on carbon dioxide

equivalent emission rates.

Table 6. California Greenhouse Gus Fmissions pased on Carhon Dioxide Equivalent
F.mission Rates

T neludes Ozone Depleling Suhstance (OS] Substitules, Elestricity Grid SF6 Losses, and Semiconductor Manufaciuriog,
Source: California Alr Resouress Doard, 201 1. Greeghuouse Gay loventory for 2000-200% by Category as Lhelined in the
Seoping [Mlan. Retrieved Merch 14, 201 3, from Calilbeaia Air Hesouress Ruard:

hup:.l'fwww.ﬁrh.ca.guw'm'inw:ntﬂry." it datatstim,

California carbon dioxide squivalent emissions were approximatcly 452 97million tonmes in

2009, As shown in the table, over 38 percent of GLIG emissions from within California occur

from transportation, and 23 percent deeur from clectric powct,

Categary (0 Equivalent (million tonnes) Percent Total {of gross)

‘I'ransportation (7292 38.2

Llectic Power 1358 238

Apricullure 3213 7.1 ]

Commercial angd Kesidential 4245 0.5

Industeial B1.36 17.1

Revveling and Waste 732 1.6 |

High GGWE- 16.32 3.6 ]
| Forestry 0.19 0.0

Total {prass) 43677 o

Sinks and Sequesltrations -3.80

Tatal (nef) 452.97 J
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Naturaily ocourring greenhouse gases include water vapor, carbon dioxide {COz), methane

{C 1), nitrous oxide (N26), and ozome (Os). Several classes of halogenated substanees that
contain fluoring, chiorine, or bromine are also preenhouse pases, but they are, for the most patt,
cmitled solely by human activitics, There are ulso several gases thal, although they do not have a
direct radiative [orcing effect, do influence the Tormation and destruction of ozone, which does
have such a terrcstrial radiation absorbing effecl. 1'hese gases, referred to here a8 02008
precursors, include carbon monoxide (CO), oxides of nitrogen (NOy), and nov-methane volatile
organic compounds (NMV OC7). Aerosols (extremely small particles or liguid droplets emitted
direcily or produced as a result of atmuspheric reactions) can also aflizct the absorptive
characteristics ol the atmospherc (FPA 20 103

REGULATORY FRAMIWORK RELATING TC GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Federal and State Regulationy

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (FPA) is ihe fcderal agency responsible o
inplementing the Clean Adr Act (CAA). The U8, Suprers Court ruled on Apeii 2, 2007 thatl
CO; is an air pollutant as defined under the CAA, and that HPA has the atthority to regulate
crnissions of GHis.

CARB is the agency responsible for coordination and oversight of state snd local air poliution
control programs in California, and for mplemciting the Calilornia Clean Air Act (CCAAN
Various statewide and local initiatives to roduce the state’s contribution o GHG emissions have
raised awarcness that, even though the various contributors to and consequences of glohal
cHimale change are not yet fully anderstood, giobal climaic change is under way, and there s a
real potential for severe advensc environmental, social, and economic elTects in the long-term.
Because evory nation emits FHGs, and therefore makes an increpental cumulative contriburion
o global climate change, cooperation on u global scale will he tequired 1o reduce the rate of
CHG emnissions to a Tevel {hat can help to slow or slop the human-caused increase in average
global lemperatures and associnicd changes in climatic conditions.

There are numerous laws that have been signed in Culifornia fo reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. Assembly Bill (AB) 1493 (signed in 2002) requires (hat CARB develop and adept, by
Tunuary 1, 2003, regutations thal achicve “the maximum fcasible ceduction of greenhouse gases
emitted by passenger vehicles and light-duly trucks and other vehicles determined by CARD Lo
be vehicles whose primary use is noncommcteial personal transportation in the state.” To meet
the requiremcnis of AB 1493, in 2004 CARB approved amendments lo the Calilornia Code of
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Regulations (CCR) adding GHG emissions standards to California’s existing standards for molor

vehicle emissions,

[xecutive Order 8-3-03, which was signed by Governor Schwarzencgger in 2005, proclsims that
Calilomnia is vulnerable to the impacts of climate change. 1t declares that increased cmperaiires
could reduce the Sjetra’s snowpack, lurther exacerbate Cullfornia’s ait quality problems, and
potentially cause a rise in sca levels. To combat those concerns, the Executive Order cstablished
(otal preenhousc gas cmission targets. Specifically, emissions are to be reduced o the 2000 level
by 2010, the 1990 level by 2020, and to 80 percent below the 1990 leve! by 2050,

In 2006, Governor Schwarzenegear signed AB 32, the Califormia Climate Solutions Act ol 2006,
AR 32 cstablished regulatory, reporting, and market mechunisms to achleve quantifiable
reductions in GHG emissions and a cap on statewide GG emissions. AB 32 requives thut
statewide GLIG cmissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020, Califurnia needs (o reduce GLIG
emissions by approximately 28.3 peroent helow the “business as usual™ predictions to achicve
this goal. The bill requires the C'ARB o adopt rules and regulations in an open public provess to
chieve the maximum technofagically feasible and cost-eflective GHG reductions, Tn 2011,
specific GHG emission limis ane reduction measures in line with AB 32 were adopled; these

heeame enforceabls in 2012,

As of 2011, 18 o 30 CARB regulations had been approved, including hine discrete early actions,
as tequired by AB 32. The current estimate for the necessary (FHG emissions reductions Lo attain
the goals of A3 32 (i.c., 1990 levels by 20207 is 174 million melric tons ol COz equivalent

(MM FCOze). It 1 estimated that nine proposed discrele ealy actions identified by CARB will
provide approximately 16 MMTCO4e of GHG reductions while the uther carly actions will
provide approximately 76 MMTOO:¢ of GHG reductions. 1t also is snticipated that an additional
10 MMTCO:¢ in reductions will be achieved from the passage of anti-ldling measures and Al
1493 {deseribed below). T'he remaining, 102 MMTCOze arc expocted Lo be achicved twough
CARI's Scoping Plan and other cmission reduction efforts by members of the CCAT. By
lanuary 1, 2014, and every five years {herealter, the CARB will update its Seoping Flan.

Senate Bill (SB) 375 was signed and passed into law in 2008. %R 375 enbances the CARIYS
abilily to reach AB 32 goals. Specilically, $B 375 requircs CARB (o sel regional targets for the
purpose of reducing (HG emissions from passenger vehicles for the years 2020 and 2035. if
regions develop integrated land use, housing, and iransportation plans that meet il 5B 375
targets, now projects in these regions can be relieved of certain revicw requirements of CHQA.
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The targets apply to the 17 regions in the state managed by metropolitan planning organizations
(MPQ). CARI adopted its final Largets in 20140

The metropolitan transportation commission (MTC) is the MPO for the ning-county San
Francisco Bay Area region. MTC s targets are a 7 percent per capita reduction from 2005 by
2020, and |5 percent per capita reduction from 2005 by 2035, MTC*s Plan Bay Areq is the San
Francisco Bay Area’s Regional Transportation T'lan (RTP)/Sustainabie Communily Strategy
(SC8). The Plan Bay Area was released in 2013 and was adopted in July of that year. The SC5
sets a development pattern [or the region, which, when integrated with the transportation
networlk and other transporiation measures and policies, would reduce GLIG cmissions lrom
Leansportation (excluding, goods movement) beyond the per capity reduction targets identified by
CARB. According to Plan Bay Area, the Plan mects & L6 percent per capita reduction ol GHG
crisstons by 2035 and a 10 percent pet capita reduction by 2020 [ram 2005 condilions.

Tn 2008, the CARB adopted the Scoping Plan (CARD 2008 as dirccied by AB 32. The Scoping
Plan proposcs a set of actions designed to reduce overall (G emissions in California to the
levels required by AB 32, The measurcs in the Scoping Plan approved by the CARB will be in
place by the year 2012, with further implementation detatls and regulations to be developed,
followed by the rulemaking process to meel the year 2012 deadline. Measures applicable to
development projects include those relaicd to the following: cnergy-efficiency building and
appliance standards; the use of rencwable sources for eicctricity generation; reginmal
transportation targets; and green building strategy.

Relative to transportation, the Scoping Plan neludes mine measures or recammended actions.
One of these is measure '1-3, Regional Transportation-related Chreetthouse Gas Targets, which
relies on 8B 375 implementation (o reduce GHG emissions [rom passenger vehicles through
reducing vehicie miles iraveled. The other measures are related to vehiele GHGs, fuel, and
efficiency measures, and those measures would be implemented statewide rather than on &

project-by-project basis.
City of Newarit Climaie Action Plan

The City of Nowark has adopled a Climate Action Plan 10 identify und evaluate feasibls and
cffective policies to teduce GHG emlssions in order 10 reduce energy cosls, prolect air quality,
and improve the economy and the environment. The plan identifies a 5 pereant GIHG reduction
{argel from 2003 municipal emisgions by July 2012, a 5 percent reduction in cily and commuomky
ctnisstons by July 2015, und a 5 petcent decrease n comnunitywide emissions leveis by 2020,
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Data collected b the City thorough the GHG momiloring process shows that the City has already
achieved the [irst two of these goals.

METHODS

As deseribed under methods in Section 8.1 A# Quality, construclion and operation emissions
were cstimated using the Calll:Mod Version 2016.3.1. The construction analysis included
modeling of the projocted construction equipiment {hat would be used during each conslruetion
activity. The analysis assessed maximum daily emissions Lkom individual construction activities,
incliding grading, backbone [nfrastructure, building construction. paving, and architeclural
coating. The mode!l estimates daily regional emissions from vehicle and stalionary sources of
poliutants during existing conditions. Project impucts for operational emissions weee assessed by
calculating the net increase in emissions from the proposed modificd praject.

LEVELS OT SIGNITICANCE

Given the relatively smal! levels of cmissions gencrated by a typical development in relationship
to the total amount of GHG cmissions gencrated on a naiional or global basis, individual
development projects are not expecied to result in significant, dircet impacts wilh respect to
climalc change, However, given the magnitude of the impact of GHG emissions on the global
climale, GHG emissions from new development could result in stenificant, comulative impacts
with respect to climate chunge, Thus, the potential for a significant (GHG impact is limiled to

cumulative impacts.

As discussed in Seclion 15064.4 of the St CRQA CGuidelines, ihe determinaiion of the
significance of GHG emissions calis for u careful judgment by the lead agency, consisient with
{he provisions in Section 15064, Qection 15064.4 [urther provides that a lead agency should
make a good [aith effort, based to the extent possible an scientific and faclual data, to deseribe,
calculate, ar estimate the amount of GHG emissions resulting from a project.

Ag shown in Table 7, the BAAQMD 2010 CEQA Guidelincs do not have thresholds for
construction GHE emissions, but do include operational related ihresholds. lior a land use
development project to meet the operational {htesholds, it must show compliance with a qualified
GHG reduction stratepy, or be below a screening-tevel emission rale of 1,100 MT COge por yeur.
This emission level is based on the amount ol vehicle trips, the typical encrgy and water use, and
other factors associated with projects.
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Table 7. BAAQOMD Greenhouse Gas Emissions Thresholds

Cunstruction-Telated Operational-Related

Polluiant Average Daily Emissions

(poundsiday) Maximum Ananal Emissions (lons/year}

Compliange with Qualified GHG Keduclion
L:F-Tf:'}s - Prr:]q:q;lg L:.iﬂ'IE-l' than No threshold Strategy
Slationary Sources T

| 1,100 MT C0elyr

Source: BAAOMD CEQA Guidelines Updated May 20710

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES FROM PREVIOUS RELEVANT
ENVIROMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Greenhouse Gas Emissions is discussed in Section 4.6 of the PETR. preparcd for the Dumbarton
10D Specific Plan and Scction 8.V of the TS/MND for the SHH/FMC Project (RBF 2011,
HELTX 2014), The PEIR concludes that the project would not contlict with an applicable GHG
reduction plan, policy or regulation, and includes measures (MMRP measure 4.6-1) describing
potential design features to be incotporated into the project design to ensute that GIG cmissiofn
associated with project opetation would be below the business as usual scenario. With
implementation of the proposed design [eatures, GHG emissions would be less than significant.
The Dumbarton TOD could result in potentially si gificant cumulative impacts resulting from
GLIG emissions, but these would be reduced Lo less than significant with implementation of
MMRP 4.6-1.

EVALUATION OF GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Question a: No new impaet

Greenhouse gas emissions would be generated from the proposed commercial developmenl

during construction and aperatiof,

Construction Emission

GHG emissions during construction would be assaciated with the use ol heavy cquipment and by
construction worker commute trips. GHG emiseions, as a result ol construction activitics, would
be tempotary. As shown in Table 8, total GG cmissions gssociated with construction are
eslimated at 352 MT of COzc.
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Table 8. Estimated Construction Related GHG Kmissions {metric tons/year) for the

Proposed Project
Calendar Ycar LR CH4 M0 COse
2018 302.99 0.0s 0.00 nd4.29
2019 47,12 .00 0.0 47.54
TOTAL (metric tons) 35012 .06 000 351.63 J

The BAAQMI 2010 CLQA ¢iuidelines do not have signilicance thresholds for consteuction

GLIG emissions; however, the project-related emissions are included her

e for informational

purpascs. mpacts would be less than signilicant and no mitigation measures arc required.

Operational Emissions

Operational cmissions would result from transportation sources (primarily automobile trips) and
from arca sources such as electricity generalion, water trealment and transmission, golid waste

collection, and space heating. As shown in Table 9, total GHG em

operation are cstimated at 1,093 MT of COze.

issions associated with

Table 9. Estimated Annual Operation Greenhouse Gas Emissions for the Proposed Project

Significant Impact?

Annmal Emissions
Emission Source (msfiis tomlyen)
C0s CHy MO Ii‘.qu{;:i:cnts
Area Source <01 <0l =001 =001
Energy Use 35a.07 =0.01 <0 357.09
Mobile T09.36 n.ns 0.00 710.50
Sulid Waste Meanagemenl 643 038 0.00 15.594
[Water Consumption 5.19 f.12 <0.01 513 |
Operational Total (metric ton £ LO77.168 .55 0.01 1,092.67
Significance Threshold 1,100 =
Mo ]

Question b: No new impact

The PEIR prepared for the Dumbarlon TOD Specilic Plan concludes that the entirc Dumbarton
TOI project (which includes (lie Project) is consistent with all applicable GHG plans and
(he policies included in the 2013

policies, The project design fealures were compared against
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Updated General Plan that is incotporated the City of Newatk’s Clean Alr Plan, The project’s
design features would support these policies. They include:

Action ($-3.T Walgr Fffigient Landscaping. Continue to implement the Cily's Bay Friendly
Landscaping Guidelines fur water-efficient lamdscaping, including low water use plants and more

elficient irrigation systems. Adopt more stringent outdoor water use policies lor individual
development proposals where feasible.

Policy CS-5.1 Linking Land Use and Transportation. Lncoutage land use and transportation

pattems that reduce dependence on automahiles. This includes siting well-designed higher-
density, mixed-use develnpment near the proposed Dumbarton Rail station and in other areas

with frequent transit service.

Policy C8-5.2 Pedesirian and 13icycle Friendly Desien. Fnsure that new development is planned

and designed Lo facilitate walking and bicveling as well as driving, This can potentially reduce
the niumber of vehicte trips and related GHG SNTEAMOIER

Policy C8-6.2 Encouraging Greenct Construction. Fncourage greener construction metbods and

greater usc of recycled-content muicrials in new residential, commercial, and industrial
construction projects in accordance to the latest CalCreen building standards.

Policy €S-7.1 Reducing Fnerpy Use. Support measures 1o reduce chergy consumption and

increase encrgy efficiency in residential, commercial, industrial, and public buildigs.

Policy £.3-7.2 Renewable Encrgy Sources. Support Ll expanded use ol renewable energy

sources such as wind and solar by Neweark residents and businesses, the City of Newark, and

other government agencies,

Policy €.8-7.3 Designing for Cnergy Efficiency. Support building desigm, site pianning, und

subdivision design methods that reduce heating and cooling costs and achicve greater cnergy
cfficicney.

Policy £8-7.5 Solar Access. Preserve solar access rights in a way that is consistent with state

law, encourapes the use of photovollaic enctgy systems in new construction and rehahilitation
projecis, and balances paralie]l objectives to cxpand the urban forest and protect local trecs.

The propesed modified project would also be consistenl with scveral Action ltems listed in the
Clean Air Plan, namely the proposed modificd project’s green principles and regional smart
growth planning efforts it will achieve (J.e., higher density, and mix of uses). The project would
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include the installation of cnergy- and water-ctficient systems. Furthennore, the project would
be consistent with (he Action ltems within the CAP and would also reduce its (tFG ctnissions ik
the resion, The project is vonsistent with the goals and strategics of Joca! and stale plans,
policies, and regulations aimed at reducing GHG emissions from land wse and development.

Consistent with the requirements of the PEIR prepared for the Dumbarton TOL Speeific Plan
and the IS/MND prepared (o the SHHAMC project, the following measurc wil! be incorporated
to ensure consistency with adopted statewide plans and programs.

Dumburton Mitigation Monitoring ard Reporting Program Measurc 4.6-1 (GHG
Emissions}

The $pecilic Plan PEIR MMRP measucc 4.6-1 contains spooific project design featurcs that the
project applicant shall incorporate into the project design and demanstrate thelr incluston priot to
the issuance of building permits.
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VII1. [IAZARDS AND TIAZARDOUS MATERIALS

would the project:

) Creale a sipnificant hazard to the public or
ihe emvironment through the rotdine transport,
e, or disposal of huzardous materials?

by Create a significant hazard to the b or
the environment through reasonably
[oresesable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hurardous materials
into the environment?

¢) Timit hazardous emissions or Lundie
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within ane-quarter mile of
an exizsting ot propuesed school?

1 Be located on a siie which is included an a
fist of hazardous malerials sites compiled
pursuant to Govenmment Code Section 639625
and, as a result, would it create a signilicant
hazard to the public or the environment?

¢} Tor a project located within an airporl 1and
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, wilhin two miles ot a public wirport or
publie use airport, would the praject resull in a
safely hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

) For a projeet wilhin the wiciily of a privals
afrstrip, would the project result ina safery
hazard for people residing or warking in the
project area?

£) Tmpair implementation of or physically
Tterfore with a adopled emeraency FCEPORISE
plan o emergency evacuation plan’

by Cxpose people ar structures fo & siymificani
risk of loss, injuty oF death involving witdiund

Patenlially
Signiflicant
Lpact

Less Than
Sigaificant
with Project-
level
Mitigation
Invorporated

I.ess Than
Signifieant
Impact

No
MNew
Impact

.
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1.ess Than
Significant

Potentially ) praoicet- Less Than No
Significant levelj Yignificant New
Impact Mitigation fmpact  [mpuret
Tnecorporaled

fires, including where wildlands are adjacent 1o
urbanizcd areas or where residences arc
intermixed with wildlands?

Mavards and hazardous materials are discussed in Gection 4.7 of the PEIR for the Dumbarton
TOLD Specific Plan and Section 8.VIL of the 1S/MND for the SHIVFMC project (RBE 2011
ITELEX 2014). The project site has a history of soil and groundwater hazardous materials
contanination associated with previous land wses. No naturally occurring asbestos Is present on
the site {RIF 2011). The land uses causing the contamination have singe ceased, and ongoing
remediation and groundwater monitoring have been conducted pursiant to administrative orders
adopted by the San Francisco RWQCB (RBY 2011). Subsequent investigations on the site arc
summarized below,

A Phase 1 Enviropmental Site Assessment {(153A) was conducted op the projeet site (formeriy
FMC Parcel By {LRM 2013). The parcel is historically undeveloped with no structures or
improvements present on the site. ‘I'he results of ihe Phase T ESA identified reoagnized
cnvironmental condilions {RY:Cs) associated will semi-valatile organic compounds ($VOC}
detected in & shallow soil sample (0.3 fool below ground surface}, and YOICs impacting
prowdwater from nlt-site sources,

As 1 result of the findings from the Phase T CSA, a Phass Tl Soil and Groundwater Investigation
was conducted 1o further assess the potential itnpacts to soil and grourdwater beneath the project
site due to off-site historical facility operations, The results of the Phase 17 Soil and Growndwater
Investigation confirm that former adjacent chemical facilitics on nearhy properties have
impacted groundwater peneath the projoct site (ERM 2013). The investipation igentified VOCs
present in the groundwaier and metals in the soil. The concentrations of the VOCs present in (he
proundwater ave in Iine with levels deteeted in regional shallow groundwater, and concentralions
of metal present in the soil ol the project site are consisient with buckground levels for the San

Franciseo Bay Atca.

Tn December 2014, the San Francisco Bay Ropional Water Quality Conlrol Board issued a letler
confirming the previous landowners ()1'MCY had fudfilled its investigation and cicapup
obligations related to the project gite (formetly TParce! E).
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IMPACTS AND MITIGALTON MEASURES FROM PREVIOUS RELEVANT
ENVIRONMINTAL DOCUMENTATTON

Tmpacts associated with hazardous materials identified in the certified PRIR include risks to the
public or the environment as a result of developing the sites included on lists of hazardnous
materials sites, routing transport, use, or disposal of hazardous malerials, or foresceable or
accidental conditions involving the release of hazardous matetials into the covironment.
Measures include requiring regulatory oversight of the contaminated propetty to determine that
the remediation and mitigation measures, and the propused land uses are sufficient to ensure the
property, proposed development andt design do not posc an unacceplable risk to human health.

EVALUATION OT HAZARLS ANI} ITAZ ARDOUS MATERIALS
Questions a, b, c: No new impaci

During construetion, oil ausoling, diesel fuel, paints, solvents, and other hazardous materials
would be used. If spilled, these substances could pose & risk 1o the covironment and human
health. Both federal and stale laws inelude provisions for the safe handling of hazardous
substances, lollowing constraction, no hazardous materials use ar storage would be expeoted
other than minos amounts of cleaning and landscaping chemicals. No existing or proposed
wchools are within 0.25 acre of the project site; howevet, the routing transpot, use, and disposal
of hazardous materials are subject Lo local, state, and federal regulations to minimize risk and
exposure. The SHU/FMC 1S/MND concluded that this impact is considered less than sipnificant,
and no mitigation is nccessary. The proposed modified project would have no new impact,

Question d: No new impact

Elavated concentrations of 1,2-1Yichloraethane (1,2-DCA)Y were detected in shallow
groundwatcr bencath the project site. Melals werc also detected in groupdwater heneath project
site. However, the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Board staff found that the previous
property owner had fulfilled its investigation and cleanup obligations related to the project site.
Therelore, there would be no new impact, and no mitigation is necessary.

Questions ¢, 13 No new inpact

The SHIFMC ISAMND determined that the project site is nol logated in an Adrporl Land Use
Plan atea, and no public or private aictieids are within two miles of the project site; therelore, the
project would nol result ina safety hazard (o people residing or working in the project arca. No
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impact will occur, and no mitipation is necessary. The propused modilied project would have na

new inpact.
Qucstion g: No new impact

The City has adopted two cmergency responsc plans, The “Emergeacy (perations Plan”™
provides operational procedures for responding 1o 2 varicty of emecrgency condilions, including
naturul, hazardous matevials, and civil delense conditions, The #hemical Emergeney
Preparcdness Supporting Plan” cstablishes operating procedutes for regponding 1o a chemical
spill or other hazardous materials incident within the City, These plans are considered adequate
and would not he affected by the proposed project. The 51 F/FMC 1SMND concluded that no
significant impact would occur, and no mitigaion would be nccessary. The proposed modified

project would have no new impact.
Question h: No new impauct

‘The project site is provided ughan levels of fire proteetion by the City. The SHITFMC 15/MNID
concluded that the proposed project would not increase the risk of wildiand lires, apd no
mitigation is necessary. The proposed modified project would have no new impact.
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Poicotinlly
Significant
Impact

T.ess Than
Siguificant
with Project-
level
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impaci

Mo
New
Impact

would the project:

a] Viclale any water quality stundards or waste
discharge requirements? O

b) Substantially deplete groundwaler supplies
or interfere substantialty with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deleit
in aquifer volume or a lewering of the tocal
groundwater table level (e.g., the preduction
rate uf pre-existing nearby wells would drop to
a level which would not suppart exisling land
uses of planmed uses for which permits have
been granted)?

¢} Subsiantially alier the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, inctuding through
the alteration of the course of a stream o river,
in & manner which would rosult i substantial
erosion ar sillation on- or off-site?

Ll

d) Substantiatly aller the exisling drainage

pattern of the site or area, including through

the alleration ol the course of 2 streatm ot river,

or substantially inerease the rate or amount of O
surface runol¥ in a manmer which would result

in floading on- or off-site®

¢y Create ar contribule ranoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stosmwater drainage systems of
provide substantial additional sources of
poliuled runotl?

3 Otherwise substaniiatly degrade water
quality? g

o} Place housing within 4 100-year [load
hazard area as mapped on a federal Floond
Hezard Boundary or Flood Tnsuranee Rate
Map or other flood haxard delineation nap?

D

Ll
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[.css Than
Signilicant

Potentially . . Less Than No
. y with Project- ..
Hignificant leved Significant  New
Loyt Mitigation Tmpat  lmpael
. Tneorporated .

h) Plave within a 100-yeuar flood hasard area
structitres whicln would impede or redirect
flapd flows? . O O "
1y Tpose people o SUUCIres (0 4 sigrniticunt
nisk of Inss, injury or death lnvolving flomling,
including flooding as a result of the (ailure ot a J [ O |
toves or dam?
i) lnundation by seiche, tsunami, or sudflow? 0 n ] -

Hydrology and water qualily are discussed in Geetion 4.8 of the PEIR prepared for the
Dumbarion 10D Specific Plan and Section g 1% of the ISMND for the SHHAMC Project
{RKF 2011; HIELIX 20 147, Information pertinent to the proposed moditied project is

spmmarized below.

The project site is graded and akicred, and reflects the history of past hydrolopic manipulation,

Precipitation and municipal walet are the only sources of water lor the study area.

A depression

along the abandoned raitroad cortidor, approximately 100 feet south of the project site, collects

precipitation during the rainy season before slowly drying in the late spring. Precipitation

collecled on the sits may pond in low areas or flow ol site to adjacent parcels where it may

percalate into the ground or evaporate.

City-owned storm drains located within Willow Street and Enterprise Drive convey surtace

runoff from parcels fronting these streels to the Alameda County Flood Control and Waler

Conservation 12istrict Line south of the Specific Plan area. The County sto

rrt drain flows

into the

San lrancisco Buy. Mmplementation of the proposed project will incrensc Impervions arcas,

subsequently reducing absoption rates 1 some arcas and would alter the site’s existing drainape

paticrn. By imcreasing (he impervious arca and channelizing the stormwater runoft, the rates and

volumes of rupofl will increase,

Vederal Bmerpency Managemnent Ageney (FEMA) flnod insurance rate maps were reviewed for

the projcet’s proxitmity Lo a [00-year fluodplain, The proposed project is 0

n FEMA panel
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06001C0443G effective 8/3/2009, The project site is located within an area classilicd as Zene X
unshaded arens to be determined to be outside the 0.2% armual chance floodplain {(FEMA 2017).

The project site is not located in the 108-year tidal food zone of other flaodplain, but it is
located in the inundation areas for three dams: Del ¥V alle, Tarnes H. Turner, and Calaveras, all of
which arc classified as high hazard dums because their fajhae could result in a signiticant loss of
life and properly damage. The California Divigion of Safety of Dams inspects each dam on an
annual basis to cosure the dam is safe, performing as intended, and is not developing problems.

The Dumbarton TOD is within the coverage arca tor the Municipal Regional stormwater
Nationul Pollutant 1%ischarge Elimination System (NPDLS) General Permil administered by the
San livanciseo Bay RWQUCL, The permit applics to projects disturhing ofle sCre or more of land.
The terms of the permil usually provide requitements and standards lor categories such as
municipal maintenance, public outrench, ikt discharge controls, industrial and commercial
discharge controls, and new development discharge contrals.

The Alameda County Flood Conlrol and Water Conservation District (ACFC) works specifically
to protect County citizens from looding and enforces pollution eontrol regulations gOVEINING
County waterways. The ACFC has a Hydrology and Hydraulics Manual that outlines the
District's requirements {or new development and modilications of existing flood control systems,

The Clty of Newark Municipat Code (Section 15.48.51 Newark Municipal Code) has lood
alevation standards for lands within special flood hazard arens as defincd by FEMA, These
standards include requirements such as minimum efevations lor tinished floors above building
pads and top of curh grades above sea tevel.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATTON MEUASURES FROM PREVIOUS RELEVANT
ENVIRONMINTAL DOCUMENTATION

Hydrology, Drainage, and Water Quality are discussed in Section 4.8 of the PLTR prepared for
{he Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan and Section 81X of the IS/MND for the SHHFMC Project.
The PEIR concluded that the Dumbatton TOD would not violate water quality siandards or
waste discharge requirements, as all elements of the project would be required o comply with
the requirements of the NPDES General Permit which includes implementation ol best
management practices fo prevent or minintize environmental impacts and cnsure (hat discharges
during the construction phase of the project would not cause or coniribute to the degradation of
water quality in receiving walers, reducing construction-related water qualily impacts to less than
significani. The PLIR containg measures to minimize impacls to watcr qualily as a rosulf of
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allered drainage paticmns that may cause flooding and may also result in cumuwlatively
considerable hydrology and water guwdity Tmpacts.

Futlurs storm drainage lines may not have cufficient room to ctoss over the 1Tetch Hetohy
Aqueduct; however, the proposed moditied project would tie into existing storm dratn lines in
Fnlerprisc Drive and would not require that new storm drain lines be constructed.

EVALUATION OT HYDROT.OGY AND WATER QUALITY
Questions a, ¢, &, f: No new impact

Tmplementation of the proposed project would have the polential to gencrate stormwater and
contaminated runofl from Lhe project site. Pollurion and sediments may be washed mito recelving
waters from the project site; however, following consteuction and during the life of the praject,
avcas would e paved or landscaped which would stabilize soils. The project may result in an
increase of poliutants associated with the development; however, the praject would be required
to comply with applicable policics and regulations. The site is within the cxisting urban arca of
the City scrved by urban slormawater facititics, and construciion on the site would be subject fo
NPDLS General Permit conditions (including the implementation of BMPs} and all of the
conditions of the Cily’s Municipal Code, and the ALFAC’s requirements {or new development
and modifications of existing fluod conirol systems, Operation of these requirements, which
would be unchanged with approval of the project, would ensurs that no adverse effects duc to
stortnwaler gencration or contmmination would tuke phace. The SHHAMC ! SAMND concluded
that no significant impact would resuit, and no mitigation would be necessary. The proposed
modified project would have no new mpaci.

Question b: No new impuct

Implementation of the sroposed project would obtain water from the ACWD which utilizes
treated groundwater a8 a source of its local supply along with other sources. The Dumbarlon
TOP Specitic Plan is included i ACWD's [orecast and water supply planning, and it would not
Incrensc waler shortages from wltat was afready factored into ACWD’s planning. While the
proposed project would result in additional impervious surfaces on the site that cap interfere with

the natural groundwater recharge process, the Alameda Creek Watershed is the primary source of

recharee for the San Francisco Bay Area Basin, and rainfall md applied water provide a local
recharge to a lesset extent, Therefore, the SHH/EMC 1S/MND concluded that the proposed
development would nol substantially reduce groundwater recharge. and no signilicant impeacts
would vecur. The propused modified project wou ld Lave no new inpact.
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Question d: No new impact

Implementation of the proposed project would increase impervious areas, subscquently reducing
absorplion rales in some areas and altering the site’s existing drainage pattern and percolation
tates. By increasing the impervious area and channelizing stormwater runoff, the rates and
volumes of runoff would increase. The project site has bren previously praded and otherwise
altered. Iixisting storm drains in the area provide flood control. To ensure the slorm walcr Systet
can adequately accommodate the proposcd modificd project, Specific Plan MMRE messure 4.8
4z would be implemented, consistent with the SELLFMC 15/MND. Therefore, no new impact
would occur.

Questions g, h: No new impact

The SHH/EMC 1S/MND concluded that because the projeet site is located outside of the 100-
year tidul flood zone and other floodplains, development of the proposed praject would not place
persons of structuecs at risk from flood hazards, nor would it interfere with existing floodway
capacity, Thus, no impacts would oceur, and no mitigation would be neccssary. The proposed
modified project would have no new Impact,

Question i: No new impact

The proposed projeet would exposc new development to inundation in the cvent vl the failure of
De! Valie, James H. Tumer, and Calaveras Dams. Dam fuilure would most likely occur with
adequate warning o evacuate residents. A faifure would be preceded by increased seepage to the
drain, initiation ol seepages on the side slopes, and very ligh lake levels, however, permancnt
structures would likely be cxtensively damaged or destroyed. Caluveras Dam is the only dam of
the three (hat has documenicd a higher than normal risk of failure. The San Irancisco Public
Utitities Commission has lalen sleps to miligaie the visk including reducing the capacity and
rebuilding the dam. Construction that would allow the dam to be lilled to capacily started in
August 2011, and as of January 2017, the project is 80 perccint complets (SEPUC 2017), With
these measurcs, the risk of failure is low, With the unmual inspections of the other dams, and the
consiruction efforts (o improve Calaveras Dam, the tisk ol dam failure is low and is not
considered s sienificant hazard o the proposcd moditied projeet. The SITH/FMC [S/MND
concluded that impacts are Jess than significant and no mitigation is nccessury. The proposed
modificd projcet would have no new impact.

Newark Guteway Miacd-Use Development Projeost
Cliy of Mewark
Taly 2017 68




Question j: No new impact

Risks of inundation by Lsunami, seiche, and mudtlow were evaluaied in the Durnbarton TOD
Speeific Plan PLIR, The PEIR concluded thai the risk of flooding duc to a tsunami event is
considered low due to the location of the Specific Plan urca in the San Francisco Bay Arca.
Furthor, the portion of the Bay area near the Specific Plan area is not subject (o potential {looding
by sciches, since the several levees and stretches ot shallow water would minimize waves
pencrated by a sciche. No arcas of potential mud flow hazard, such as a voleuno or hiflside are
Jocaled near the Specific Plan area. In summary, there would be no potentially sipnificant impact
from inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfiow, and no mitigation would be necessary. The
proposcd modified project would have no new impact.
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X. LAND USFAND PLANNING

Less Than
Tolentially :fl':lg!llflﬂ unt 1.exs Than No
o wilh Projeet- .
Significant level Significant  New
Impacl Mitigution fmpact  Impact
Isicorporated

Would the project.

a) Physically divide an gstablished .

community? Ll i L] .

ty Condlict with any applicable land use plan,

policy, v regulation of an agency with

jurisdiction over the project (including, but not _

limited to the general plan, specific plan, lowal U u Ll o
poastal program, or Zoning ordinance) adopled

for the purpose of avelding or mitigating an

environmental eilcet?

¢) Conflict with any applicabls habitat _ -
conservation plan or notural COMITUMLY O O L]
conservation plan?

Land usc in the project area is regulated by the City of Newark through various plans and
ordinances adopted by the City, including the City of Newark 2013 Updated General Plun and
the City of Newark Zoning Ordinanee. 'urther, the proposed madified project 15 included in the
Bumbarton TOE Specific Plan.

The Dumbarton FOD Specific Plan identilics the praject sitc as medium/high density residential.
The land use designation for the projeet sile in (he 2013 Updated General Plan is hiph-density
residential (FTDR). Since adoption of the Specific Plan and 2013 Updated General Plan, the
proposed land use for the proposed modified project has changed and is reflected in the City of
Newark's Zoning Ordinatce, The City of Newark zoning designation for the project site is
Commercial Retail (R} Form Base Code (FBC).

The land use proposed by the praject for APN 092-0115-011 is nod consistent with the Specific
Plan or 2013 Updated Cencral Plan, but is consistent wilh the City of Newark's Zoning
{Ordinance.
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IMPACT'S AND MITIGATTON MEASURES FROM PREVIOUS RELEVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

v and Use is discussed in Section 4.9 of the PEIR certified for the Dumbarlon 10D Specific Plan
and Section £.X of the 1S/MND for the SHE/AMC project (RBF 201 4; ITELLX 20 14}, The PEIR
conciuded that although the project would resull in a change in the project ares, the development
would be required to comply with the Design Guidelines in the Specific Plan that would
complement the surrounding land uscs and would be an extension of existing commercial
development in the vicinity. Therstore, the project would nol disrupt or divide an cstablished
community. Further, the Tumbarton TOD would not result in & conflict with the City’s General
Man land use strategy, the Bay Area Regional Smart Growth Strategy/Regional Livability
Foodprint Project, the San Francisco Bay Trail Plan, or the San Francisco Bay Plan.

The Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan incldes adjustment and transfer policies that allow
adjustments to the boundaries and nereages of the land uses mnd zoning designations identified in
the plan (RBY 2011}, The Adjustment Policy specifies that project applications may incorporate
adjustments to the boundaries and acreages on file with the City of Newark lor land wsafzoning
designations without necessitaling a Specific Plan Amendment provided the total geoss acreage
of area land usefzoning does not chunge by mtore ihan 20 percent from the original gross acreage
approved under the Specitic Plan. A revised Land Use Plan and reviscd Proposed Land Use
Tahle must be submitted Lo the City for each proposed revision ot set of revistons to the land
usefzoning boundaries,

EVALUATION OF LAND USE AND PLANNING
Question a: No new impact

T'he surrounding lots are currently vacant or gnder construction as part of the Specific Plan
development area through the Dumbarton TOI, of which the propased modified project iz a part.
The SHI FFMC T5/MND coneluded that the proposed project would not physically divide an
cstablished community, and there would be no impact. The proposed modificd project would
have 1o new impact.

Quecstion b: No new impaet

The City of Newark zoning, designation is Commercial Retail (R)orm Based Code (113C),
which is congistent with the proposed land uscs for the proposed modilied project.
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The commercial retal! land use proposed tor project site differs from the land use proposed in the
Dumbarton TOL Specific Plan and 2013 Updated General Plan. Altheugh ilie 2013 Updated
General Plan designates the parcel as ITDR, City approval of the project would resolve the
designation inconsistency. The Specific Plan allows for un adjustment of land uscs wilhin the
Specific Plan area without necessitaling a Specific Plan Amendment. A revised Land Use Flan
andi revised Propascd and Use Table will be submilted to the City for approval.

Consisiont with the S1F/EMC ISAVND, ihe following project-specific measure will be
implemented to reduce mpacts 0 le:gs than signdficami:

SHIVFMC Projece-Specific Mitigation Measute Lup-nf

T'he project applicant shall submit to the City ol Newark for approval & revised Tand se Plm
and revised Proposed and Use Table supporting the adjustment 10 land uscs on APN 092-0115-
011,

Question ¢ No impact

No Habiiat Conservation Plan or Natural Community Conservation [lan has been approved for
the project area. Thercfore, implementation of the proposed modified project would not conllict
with any conservation plans, congistent with the SLIF/EMC ISMND. Therefore, no new impact

would poour,
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XI. MINLRAT RESQOURCES

Less Than
Patentinlly '-Sllgl.'llﬁﬂ.l]]i_ Less Than No
e with Project- . .. _
Rignificant level Sigmificant  Now
Tmpaci Mitigation Impact  Tmpacl
1scorporated
would ithe project:
a) Result in the tosy of availability uf 4 kniywn
misieral resource that would be of value fo the _
LI [ O n

regriont aad the residents ol the state?

b) Result in the toss of availability o locally-

important mineral resoUece ICCOVELY site

delincated on a local general plan, specific plan O O O n

or ulher land use plan?
As discussed in Section 1.2 of the PEIR prepared or the Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan and
Qection 8. X1 of the TS/MND for the SITH/EMC Project, mineral resourees issues were not
addressed in the PETR becausc it was determingd based on substantiaf cvidence that the project
would have no impacts to mineral resources (RBF 2011; HELTX 2014).

EVAIUATION OF MINERAL RISOURCES
Questions a, b: No itew impact

The proposed modificed project is not Jocated in a zone of known mincral or aggregate resources.
No selive mining opcrations are present on o near the site. Tmplementation of the project would
aot interfere with the extraction of any known mingral resources. ‘Thus, no new impacts would

result, and no mitigation would be necessary.
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X1I, NOISE

Less Than
potentially  BMSREAnt © g oo Than o
o Y wiih Project- . e
Significant leved Significant  New
Lnpraci Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporaled

Wauld the project resubl ing

) Exposure of persons fo or generalion of

noise levels in exvess of standards established 0 0 n |
in any applicable plan or noize ordinance, ar

applicable standards of nthet agencies?!

b} Fxposure of persans o oF peneration of

excessive groandborne vibration or o O O n
groundborne noise levels?
] A subslantial permanenl increase in ambient

O D (] u

hoise levels in the prodect vicinity abave levels
existing without the project?

d) A substantial tempaorary or parindic

increase in ambicnt noise leveds inthe project Ol 3 03 u
vicinity above levels existing without the

project (including construction)?

&) For a project Jocated wilhin ap airport land

use plan or, where such a plan has not been

adopied, within two miles of a public airpart [] 0 I3 |
ar public use airpori, would the project expose

people residing or working in lhe projecl area

tp excessive nnise lovels?

[) For a project within the vicimily of a private

airstrip, wonld the projecl expose peopnle ] Y [ [ ]

residing or working in the project area to

excessive noise levels?
I'he predominant existing noise source in the vicinity of the proposcd moditicd projecl is
vehicolar traflic on Willow Streel. No commercial aitports are located within two miles of the
peoject site, though there are accasional overflights [kom aitoralis travelling to and from pesrby
airpotts. The nearcst public aitfields sre San Catlos Airport located approximately 15 miles west
of the project site, Mincta San Jose Intepnational Aieport located approximately 20 miles
southeast of the project site and Oaklund Tatemational Ajrporl located approximately 21 miles
northwest of the project site. Potential noisc impacts as a result of the proposed modified project
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are (hose resulting rom project construction and those from operational activities. Construclion
foise would have a short-lerm cifect; operational noise would continue throughout the lifetime
of the projest. Development of the project would increase poise levels temportarily during
construction and intermittently during aperations of the residential uses.

CITY REGULATION OF THE NOISE ENVIRONMENT

The City of Newark General Plan Noise Llement identifles noiss and land use compatibility
standards for various fand uses. These stapdards are intended to provide compatible land Uses
throwghout the community as related to environmental noise. ‘Transient lodging, motels, and
hotel land wses are considered “pormally acceptable” in cxterior noise environments ol up to
65 dBA Loy, Commercial land uses ave considered “notmally acceptable” in gxterior noise
environment ofup to 70 dl3A Lox. The anatysis conducted for this project syaluated the hotel.

The City of Newark Ceneral Plan Noise Element identifics interior neise standards of 43 dBA
Lo lor hotel uses and 3¢ dI3A Lon for commereial land uses. Further, the noise criteria for hotel
rooms showld comply with the Nolse Insulation Standards of the Califoraia Code of Regulstions,
Part 2, Title 24, which require a noise analysis for multi-family housing whenever exterior noise
sources exceed 60 dBA {Lux) or greater, to demonstrate that the inlerior noise level has been
designed to limil interior noise lo 45 &3 (Low).

The City of Newark Municipsi Code prohibits noisy or otherwise objectionable machincry or
cquipment used in the conduct of the home occupation, that ne radio or televigion interlerence is
created, and thal the conduet of the home occupation shall nol create any noisc audible beyond
the houndaries of the site (excluding parcels with MP, ML and MG |industrial} zoning).

There are no construction-specific restriclions writhin the Municipal Cade.

NOISE SENSITIVE LAND USES

There are no existing residential or other noise-sensitive land uses adjacent Lo the project LGN
The nearest residential developinents arc Jocated approximaicly 800 fect notth and nottheast of
the project site. A noisa receplor is a specific location for an individual within a noise-scnsitive
land use development. 'The guest raoms atid recreational areas within the planned hotel are
considered noisc-sensitive receptors. Futare noise-sensitive land uses include a planned
affordable housitg project for seniors and mulii-family housing to the south.

Newarl Cuteway ¥ixcd-Use Develapmenl I'roject
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METHODS

Modeling of the outdoor noiss cnvivonment for this report was accomnplished using two computer
noise models: Computer Alded Noise Abatement version 2017 (CadnaAY and Tratfic Nois
Model version 2.5 (TNM 2.3). Cadnaa s a model-based computer program developed by
DataKustit Tor predicting noise impacts in 2 wide variety of conditions. CadnaA assists i the
caleulation, presentation, assessment, and mitigation of nojse cxpusure. 1t allows For the input of
project information, such as nuise source data, barricrs, sUCLULES, and topography to crcate &
detailed CadnaA model and uses the mast up-lo-date calculation standards to prediet outdoor
noise impacts. Cadnad traltic neise prediction is based on the data and methodology used in the
TNM 2.5.

The TNM 2.5 was released in February 2004 by the U.S. Department of Transporlation. The
TNM 2.5 calculates the daytime average hourky noise level (ANL) from 3-dimensional rodel
inputs and traffic dats. The TNM 2.5 model used in this unalysis was developed from Compuler
Alded Design (CAD) plans provided by the ['roject appiicant. lnpul yariables included road
alighment, clevation, lane configuration, arca topography, cxisting and planned noise control
leatures, projected walfic volumes, estimated truck compositiol perceiages, and vehicle specds.

The model-caleuwlated one-hour Lig noise output, which uses 8 (o 10 percent of the average daily
taffic (ADT) occurring during « peak hour, is the equivalent of the Loy (Callrans Technical
Noise Supplement November 20049). If the peak-hour naffic is lowet than 6 10 8 percent of the
ADT, the 1-hour Lgq may be convertad to Loy by adding 2 for the equivalent L.

LEVELS OF SIGNITICANCE

Copsiruction Noise

The City of Newark Municipal Code is silent regarding consleuction noise standurds ov
limitations. Thercfore, consistent willi the Dumbarton TOD Specific Pl PEIR, the Alameda
County Code (Chapter 6.60, nNoise) was utilized in this unalysis. Section 6.60.07¢ {Special
Provisions) and Section 6.60.120 {Construction)} would apply 1o the proposed Projeet. Section
£.60.070(F) of the Alameda Coutity Code prohibits copstruction aclivity between 7:00 p., and
7.00 a.m. Monday through Friday, and hetween 5:00 p.m. and 8:00 am. on Saturday or Sunday.

Regarding copstruction noise limits, in the absence of other stundards it is assumed thal a
significant capstruction noise impact would oceur if the use of any lools, powet machinery of
equipment causes Roisc i excess of 75 dBA (8-hour averags) betwed the hours of 7 aam. and
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7:00 p.m, and that disturbs the comfort and repuse ol any person residing or working in the

yicimity,

Construciion Vibration

With respeet to ground-bome vibration [tom onstruction activilies, the lrederal Transit
Administration (FTA) has adopted suidelines/recommenduiions o [imit ground-horne yibration
based on Lhe age andfor condition of the strucluees that are located in closs proximity o
comstruction activity, A technical discussion of vibraijon related o construction aclivity is
provided in the FTA publication tilied Transit Noise and Vibration fmpacts Assessment (May
2006). As described therein, a ground-horne vibragion feve!l of 0.2-inch-per-scecond PPY should
be considered as damage threshold criterion for struetures deemed “fragile,” and a ground-borne
vibration fevel ol 0.12-inch-per-second PPV should be considered as damage criterion for
structures deemed “extremety fragile,” such as historic buildings. With respect to situcturcs that
ate considercd “well engineered,” a ground-horne vibration damage threshold criterion of

3 -inch-per-second PPV is used. Therefore, consistent with the Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan
PHIR, this analysis has assumed a conservative threshold ol 0.2-inch-per-second PPV,

Operational Moise

Stewivnary Source Noise

A signilicant operational noise impact would oceur it (he maximum operational exterior noise
Himit {of residential uses excecds 50 dBA Lug duting the daytime hours of 7:00 a.m. 10
10:00 p.m., and 45 dBA Leg during the nighttime hours of 1 0:00 p.m, to 7200 wm,

Trapsportation Noise

IF the ambient noisc environment is quiet and the new noise source greally increases the noise
exposure, an impact may OCEUr CVen though a criterion level might not he excecded. The Project
would create a potentially significant impact for traffic noise levels when the following occurs:

v Anincrease of the existing ambicnt noise fevels by 5 dB or more, whete the ambicnt
level is ess than 60 dB Lo

s Anincrease of the existing ambient notse level by 3 dB or more, where the ambient level
is 60t 65 dB Lux; or

Newarl Gatewsy Mixed-1se Development Froject
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e Anincreasc of the existing ambient noise level by 1.5 d13 or more, where the amblent
level 1s preater thun 65 d13 §.ow.

The Project woukd result in a significant noise impact when a permanent increase in ambient
noise levels exceeds the critctia above and the resulting noise level exceeds the applicable
cxterior standard at a noise scositive use.

The Project’s contribution to a cumulative Lraftic noise inercase would be considered significant
when the combined effect exceeds perception level (f.e., auditary level increase) throshold. "The
combined effecl compares the “Cumulative With Project” condition 1o “Existing” gonditions,
This comparison accounts for the traffic nolse increase Irom the Project generated i
combination with teaffic generated by Projects in the cumulative projects list,

The [ollowing crileria have been utilized to evaluate the combined effect of the cumulative noise

mercasc.

Combined Effects: The cumdative “with projeet” noise level ("Cumulative nlus Projecl™) causes
the following:

e Anincrease of the cxisting noise level by 5 dB or more, where the exisling level is Icss
than 60 dB Lion;

o Anincrease of the existing noise level by 3 dB or more, where the existing level is 60 to
15 Lpw; or

o Anincrease of the existing noise level by 1.5 dB or more, where the exisling level is
greater than 63 di3 L.

Allsough there may be a significant noisc increase due to the proposcd Project, in combination
with other related projects {combined eflects), it must also be demonsirated that the project has
an ineremental effect. In other words, a signiticant portion of the noise increase must be dus to
the proposed Projeet. ‘The following criterion has been ulilized to evaluate the incremcental effect
of the cumulative noise increase.

Incremental Kffecis: The “Cumulative plus Projeet™ causes a 1 dBA incrcase in noise over the
“Cumudative No Projeet” noise level, A signilicant impuct would result only if both the
combined and incremental effects criteria have been exceeded and the resulling noise level
exceeds the applicable exterior slandard at & noise sensitive usc.
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EVALUATION OF NOISE

Questions a, ¢, d: No new impact

onstruction Noize

Conslruction equipment would not all operate at the same time ot location. A dozes and an
cxcavator may be working on the site simullaneonsly, but would not be wotking in close
proximity Lo one another at & given time duc to the nalure ol their tespective operations.
Furthermore, construclion equipment would not be in constant use during the eight-hour
opersling day. The analysis assumes (hat the geader, loader, and dozer would be in operation for
40 percent ol a given hour duting typical construction day.

The nearest noise-sensitive land uses Lo the proposed grading areas arc adjacent o the project
site to the south. Conslruction equipment is mobile and would be moving across the site
throughout he construction period, ['or modcling purposes, the construction cquipment was
assumed to operale at 1 distanee 01’115 faet {ram 1he southern property line, Over the vowrse of 1
day, squipment may be closer or farther than 115 feet (rom Lhe nearest property ling.

Rased on these assumplions, the highest impact level for a grader, loader, and dozer at the
nearest NSLU is 75 dBA Lpg. Construction activity would vecur within the specified hours and
would not exceed the construction noise planning limits (75 dBA [or an cight-hour average lime
period), and ihus, no new impacls would oceur,

Although no few noise lmpacts resulting from construction of the proposed project are
anticipated, the Specific Plan measures 4.10-1a and 4.10-1b will be implemented, consistenl with
the SUF/EMC ISMND.

Jrumbarton TOD PEIR Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Mensures 4.10-1a
and 4.10-1% (Construction Naisc)

The Dumbarton TOD Speeific Plan MMRI' measurcs 4.10-1a and 4.10-1b require that the
sroject applicant require consiruction contraclors o implement a site-specific noise reduction
program subject to City review and approval. Additionally, prior to issuance of grading permits,
the project applicant shall submit to the City Building Inspection Division a list of measures 0O
respond Lo and track complaints perlaining to CONSUrUCEion neise.

Newark Getewny Mised-Use Development FProject
City ol Nowarh
July 2017 T4



Operationdl Noise

Trnpuacts to off-site receplory from fioive generated on-yite

The primaty operational noisc source associated from the proposed project with the potential for
noise impacts would be the cooling tower for the heating, ventilation, and air conditioning
(HVAC) system.

Specific ITVAC planning information for the project, including unit Lypes, is nol curently
available. Analysis in this report i based on typical size and locations for HY AC used by similar
facifitics to the project’s facilities. This analysis assumes intemal FIVAC systems with an
exterior conling tower similur to a Tower Tech Madel 031975 unit. Tt was assumed thata smgle
cooling tower would be located along the northcastern corner of the building. All raoflop
equipment would be fully sercened from public view by the architectural elcments, Scecening is
assymed to be provided by a S-fool parapet wail at the edge of the huilding which would provide

sutme noise allemation.

Accepiable exterior noise levels at ncarby residential propertiss resyliing from stationaty noise
cources are 50 dI3A Loo during the daytime hours of 7:00 a.n, o 1060 pon., and 45 dBaA o
during ihe nighttime hours of 10:00 p.m. lo 7:00 a.m.

The noise gencrated by the cooling lower in continuous simultaneous operation would be
approximately 36.6 dBA Leg al pround level at the adjacent future senior affordable housing
development, and 37.4 dBA Leqy at 20 feet ahove ground, No new Impacts 48 8 result ol
operational noise from the cooling tower unit would veeur.

{fi-gite Noise
Impacts {6 off-site receplors from noise gencrated by project traffic

Transporlation noise penerated by the project is primarily from vehicular tralfic noise, The
maximum change in noise levels at off-site receivers between the Exisling and Iixisting plus
Project traltic conditions were modeled to be approximately 1 dBA (0.8 L. Because the
cxisting noise lovels are less than 60 Luw, Project-added traflic noise levils would need to
{orease existing noisc by 3 Low for impacts t0 he considered significant. Vherefore, no new
Project traflic noise impacls would occur, No new cumulative noise increases associated with
cumulative srowth including the Project would nceur,
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{n-site Npise
Impacts to the project from off-xite frausportation Hoise

Fxtcrior-use areas Tor the hotel consist of a pool area on the third floor. This area would be
located in a courtyard surrounded on all sides by the building structure. | hetefore, o new
impacts from tramsportation neise npacts to on-site cxterior use areas oceur due 1o shielding by

the proposcd building.

Iixtcrior —to-interior analysis ASSLUMES 8 minimum 15 Lok teduction from the outside to the
inside of 4 structure, assuming standard building construction methods. Therefore, interior noise
levels (which are required to be less than 45 Toy) for hotels are assunied to be compatible with
an exterior noise level up to 60 Lon. Intevior noise levels for commercial uses are required to bes
{ess than SO L, and are assumed 1o be compatible with an cxterior noise level up lo 65 Low.

Hotel room receivers adjacent to Willow Street would be exposed to a noise lovels greater than
60 L. J3ecause exterior to ilerior planning zencrally ASSUIES & MINTTUM i3 Lpns teduction
from the oulside Lo the inside a structure, interior noise levels may exceed the 45 Lon threshold
Jor intcrior use areas. Thus, hotel rooms facing Wiilow Strect may not be compatible with the
future traffic aoisc levels without the implementation of noise reduction measures. Projeci
implementation would resuit in a potentially significsnt traffic noise-related land usc-noisc

compalibifity Impact, Interior noise levels

To miligate this sipnificant land use-noise compatibility impact, anl intertor noise analysis of
propased residences (specifically those fronting Willow Strect) shall be completed prior to
huilding permit issuance o deterimine the appropriate measures to be incorporated into the
buiiding design to ensure residential interior noisc levels would be below 45 L.

Consistont with the SUHFMC I5/MND, the following project-specific mitigation measure will
be implemented {tailored to the currently proposed projeet) o bring the noise levels Lo & fess than

significant level:
SHE/FMC Project Specific Mitigation Measure NOISE-)2

e An interior noise analysis of proposed hotel rooms immediately adjacent to Willow Sircet
shall be compteted prior 1o building permil issusnce to determine appropriate measurcs o
he incorporated into the building design to ensure hotel room {aterior nofse levels would
be below 45 Lon. These land use-noisc compatibility measures shall in¢lude:

Newark Guiewsy Mizef-Tse Ievelonm et Progect
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o Wheve exterior noise levels are expected to exceed 60 Loy, udditional noise
anclysis per the Ciy standards should be conducted, The informution iR the noise
anelysiz shalf include wall heighis and fengths, room volumas, window and dooy
tables typical for a huitding plan, as well as information on aniy other openings #t
the building shell, With this specific building plan information, the anaiysis shall
deiermine the predicted intevior noise levels at the planned on-site hotel Fooms, If
predicied noise tevely are found fo be it excess of 45 Loy for hotel voums, the
report shall identify arehitectural aterialy oF technigues that conld he fncluded
to reduce noise levels (o 43 Loy, Glazing with Sound Transmission Conteol (STC)
ratings from a STC 22 10 STC 60 should be considered. i addition, werlls with
appropriate STC ratings (34 fo 60) shouid be considered,

o Appropriate means of air circulation and provision of fresh ajr must be present (o allow
windows 1o remain closed for extended safepvals of time so that acceptable levels of noise
can ba maintained on the mterior. The mechanical ventilation system shall meet the
criteria of the Internationat Building Code (Chupter 12, Section 1203.3 of the 2001
Calilornia Building Code).

Furthermore, the Specilic Plan PEIR containg a measwe (MMRP measurs 4.10-4) requiring that
the project applicant coordinate with the City’s Public Works Dircetor 1o chunge Lthe posted
speed litait aiong Willow ircet botween Thoroton Avenue and Central Avenig Lo 25 miles per
hour. This would contribute to a reduction in the teaffic noise levels generaied by the overall
umbarton TO. Willow Street inaprovements arc being implemented under a separalc praject:
thercfore, the mitigation measure is pot {he responsibility of the SHLFMO Projecl.

Will implementation of the above GITHAMC IS/MND and Specilic Plan PEIR measures, no
new impacts world ogour.

Although the dominant noise source at (e Project site s the vehicular tratfic on Willow Strect,
the project is located approximately 730 feet [rom 2 raiivoad (hat may be used as a future iransit
and frejght corridor. The rai lroad noise moedeling estimate for the future rail use within the
Duwmbarton transit corridor assumes six daytime and four nighttime passcnger trains and four
nighuime treight trains. Undet this assumption, the tailtoad hag the potential [or noise levels of
54 Ty at the praject assuming no rows ol intervening structurcs, No new impacts from railrousd
noige would ocour,
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OQuesiion b: No new impact

No new colistruction or operutional vibration impacts would ecour. Furthermaore, no structares
deemed “Iragile” or “extremely fragile” are located in the vicinity of the project. No new impacts

would ccout.

Oucestion ¢, f: No new impact

Since the project gite is nof focated 1 an area Tor which an Airport Land Use Plan has bewen
prepared, and na public or private irfields are within two miles of the project aren, the project
site would nat be cxposed to adverse levels of noise due to aireralt overflight. This, no new

impucts would oceur, and ne mitigation would be necessary.
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XIII. POPUILATION AND HOLUSING

Less Than
Potentially ?lg“lﬁm,mt §.es5 Than No
. wiih Trojest- .. .. ,
Siwnificant Tevel Significant — New
impact Mitigation Tmpact  [mpact
Encorporaied
Would the projeci:
a} Induce subsiantial population growth in an
arca, gilhet dircetly (for example, by
proposing new homes anel brisinesses) o O O O -
indirectly {{or example, theough extension of
roads or other infrastructare)?
b} Displace substantial nuinhers of existing
housing, necessitating the consiruction of
i clawhere? O O u -
replacemnent housing clsgwhere’
¢} Displace substantial rumbers of people,
necessitaling the construction of replavement
e " O m 0 n

housing elsewhere?

The proposed modificd project would construct & mixad-use commercial developinent in an ared
planncd for residential and commercial development in the City of Newark 2013 Updated
General Plan. The proposed modified project would include the construction ol an 8,300-squarc-
foot markel and 3-story hotel with a total of 146 hotel rooms. The proposed modified projeet
would not inglude the construction of residential units.

IMPACTS ANT} MITIGATTON MEASURES FROM PREVIOUS RELEVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Population and Howsing is discussed in Section 4.11 of the PEIR prepared for the Dumbarton
TOD Specific Plan and Section 4 X1IT of the IS/MND {or the SHH/IMC project (R1F 2011,
LIELLX 20143, Vhe PETR concluded that although the project would directly induce population
growth in the City through new housing and busimesses, the Specilic Plan arca is already plarned
for urban-level development and services, and would be phased so that buildout is achieved
gradually over time. Impacts Lo nopulation and housing were anticipated to be less-than-
significant, and thercfore no mitigation measures wore required.
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EVALUATION OF POPULATION AND HOUSING

Question a: No new impuct

Tmplcmentation of the project would not resubt in the construction of residential units. The
proposed meodificd project; therctore, would not induce substantial growth in the City of Newark,
and no new impact would occur.

Questions b, ¢: No new impact

There are no existing residences on the project sife ot the immodiate vicinity, therefore, neither
housing units nor people would be displaced, and no replacement housing would be required.
There would be no new impact, and no miligation would be necessury.
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X1V. PUBLIC SERVICES

Less Than
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services:
a) Wire proteciion? . :
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) o 0l 0 n
dy Parks?
) O O a
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The proposed modified project < i an area currently served by uthan levels of ull utilities and
gervices. The following public services are provided o the site:

v [lfire protection is provided by the A lameda County Fire Department.
s Police proteciion 18 provided by the City of Newurk Police Department.

«  Public education services for residents nearby the project site are provided by the Newark
Unificd School District (INUSD).

Additional services in the project ares include domestle water, wastewater trealment, storm wuter
drainage, solid waste disposal, library, and park services. Privale utilities include electric, gas,
telephone, and cable telovision/internot/phone/data services.
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The City of Newark. huas a program of maintaining and upgrading existing utility and public
services within the City. Similaely, ali private utifitics matntain and upgrade thedr systems as
negessary for public convenicnes and necessity, and as technology changes.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES FROM PREVIOUS RFELEVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Public Services is discussed in Section 4.12 of the PELR prepard for the Dumbarton TOD
Specific Plan and Section @ XTIV of the TS/MND for the SHIFMC Project (RBF 201 L; HELIX
2014). The PRIR concluded that the project would result in a population increase that would
affeet public scrvices, and identified several required actions to cnsure individual projects within
the Dumbarton TOD would comply with development standards of public services s address
additional costs. With implementation of the following actions, no miligation Mmeaswres would be
required. Prior W issuance of huilding permits, the Alameda County Fire Dopartment would be
involved in the review of project plans and the project sponsor would be required to incorporate
the deparlment’s requiremonts into the finud project design as conditions of approval. The project
applicant would be required to pay development impuct fees for {ire protection, police
protection, and schouls. The fee set by NUSD is 30,47 per square faod for retail, office, and

commercial wses,

EVALUATION OF PUBLILC SERVICES
Questions a, b, ¢, di No new inpact

''he project site is within the City of Newark and is part of & larger planned development for
which public scrvices have been evaluated for service adequacy. 1Towever, the PLIR prepared
for the Dumbatton TOR) Specifie Plan assumed the project site would be developed with
medium/high residential land uses, The SHIIFMC 1S/MND proposed the project site (former
FMC parcel) would be developed with commercial retail land uses. Even with the change in Jand
use, the proposed modified project would not result in a significant increuse in service demands
or render the current service levels to be inadequate, consistent with the comclusion in the
SET/FMC 1S/MNID. The project applicant is required to involve the Alameda County Fire
Depattment in reviewing the project plans and incorporate the depariment’s requirements o
{he final project design. Fusther, the project applicant is required Lo puy development imipact fees
for fire protection, police proteciion, and schools. By coordinating with the Alameda Coumy Fire
Department, and paying the appropriate developor fecs, the SITH/IMC IS/MND concluded that
impacls to public services would he Tess than significant and no mitigation is pecessary. The
proposed modified project would have no new impact.
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Question e: No new impaci

Ta ensure that the wastewaler setvices o the project site arc adequate, the Specific Plan MMRE
messure 4.17-2 will be implemented, consistent with the SHiVFME IS/MND, Therelore, the

proposed modified project would have no new unpact.
Dumbarton Mitigation Monitoving and Reporting Program Measure 4.12-2 (Wastewafer)

The Specilic Plan MMEP measure 4.12-2 specifics that prior to approval of a tentative map
within the Dumbarton TOD, any proposad new connections outside of thase included in the
Union Sanitary Districe Master Plan hall be identified, and those inprovements will be inytalled
prior to issuance of tyilding permit. The City and Union Sanitaey District shall verily thal any

nccessary mmprovements will be availuble prior to occupation of those new residential dwelling

gnits for which the improvemenlts are needed.
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XV, RECREATION

Less Than
Pulentially ﬁlgl‘llftl!:.ll!t Lesa Than No
oo with Project- L _
Significunt Significant  New
Impaci level Impact  Impagl
” Mitigation P 3
Inenrporated

Would the praject:

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood

and regional parks or other recreational

Failities such that substantial physical

delerioration of the acitity would cecur ot be 0 0 [
accilerated?

by Include secreational facilities or regquire the

consiruction or expansion of recreational

[acilitics, which might have an adverse O O ! ]

physical etfect on the environment?
Recroation is discussed in Section 4.13 of the PEIR prepared tor (he Dumbarion TOD Specific
Plan and Scetion 8.XV of the IS/MNL (e the SHEAMC Project (RBF 20115 HELTH 2014), The
sroject site is surrounded by several regional recreational resources located both within and
autside ol the City ol Newark. The Don Cdwards San Francisco Bay National Wildtilc Reluge is
a span of 30,000 acres that is Tocated to the south and west of the peoject site, Coyote Hills
Regional Park, which is managed by Last Bay Regional Park District, isa 978-acre park located
north of the project site. Ardenwood JTistoric Farm Is tocated about 3.7 miles north of the project
site. Several truils that connect to the Qan Frungisco Bay Frail con be noeessed near the project
site, moluding the Nowark Slough Trail, which is located approximately 2 miles northwest of the
project site. Additionally, Willow Sireet and Central Avenue are unimproved connections (o the
San Francisca Bay Trail.

The City of Newark Parks and Recreation Division provides and maintains |3 recreational
facilitics tocated within the city, which mcludes parks, sports play facilities, and an aquatic and
activity cenlot, Several parks are tocated within the vicinity of the project site. The closest park 1s
Jerry Raber Ash Strect Park, which is located approximately 0.8 mile east of the project site.
Other parks include Bridgepoinic Park, which is approximately 1.1 miles notth of the project site
and Civic Center Park, which is tocated approximately 1.9 miles northeast of the project site.

e City of Newark General Plan Recreation Element identifics policies, programs, and goals for
recreational tesourees. In compliance with the Quimby Act {Section 66477 ol Stale Government
Code) the City of Newark General Plan goal for park and recreation dedications is 3.5 acres of
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parkland per 1,000 residents. The City curvently maintains a ratio of 3.47 acres of public
parkland pey 1,006 residetrts, which meets the General Plan goal.

{MPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES ¥ROM PREVIOUS RELEVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

The Dumbarton 10D Specific Plan PEIR (RBF 2011} conciuded that the 16.3 acres of parkland
.and San Francisco Bay Trail connection that is proposed by the Specific Plan, as well as the
reglonal apen space available within the project vicinily, would provide funue Specific Plan

residents with ample opportunities 1o enjoy recreutional facilities and open space, which would
not increase the use or result in the deterioration of existing recrcational TCSOLITCES.,

LEVALUATION OF RECREATION

Question a: No new impact

The Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan includes 16.3 acres of park facilities 0 olfset impacts as &
vosuli of the overall project, in which the proposed moditied project is included. This is a reduced
parkland ratie irom goal of the City of Newark General Plan because of ihe extensive amount of
regional open space within the vicinity of the project area that will be avaitable to Luture Specific
Plan residents {Don Cdwards National Wildlife Refuge, Coyote 1hills Regional Park, and
Ardenwond Reglonal P'reserve), as well as the open space and recreational facilitics available
adiacent to schools, within private development, and Tacitities not maintained by the ity of
Noewarle, In addition, the Specific Plan proposes i wide vatiety of parkimd and recreational open
wpace for luture residents, including a 6.5-ucte community park pear the cenier of the
neighborhood, 4 2.3-acre park on (he Gallade Property, and a 3.92-acre connection to the San
Francisco Bay Trail at its currently unimproved connection on Willow Street.

Ihe ISMND for the SITHFMC Project proposed to provide (.17 acre of usable parkland as well
a5 additional residential community areas in the lownhome condominium neighborhood. An
additicnal 0.29 acre of iological Open Space would be nrotected from use by the public.

The quality und variely of e parktand and open space that could be provided by the $umbartan
10D $peeific Plan, which includes the proposed modified project, will encourage luture
residents to use recreational fucilitics within the Specilic Plan arca. Additionally, the regional
open space located near the project site, along witl a connection to the San Franeisco Bay Trail
on Willow Sirest will provide fature residents with many opporlupitics to anjoy recreational
resources and open space. The QINTFMC 1SMND concluded that the proposed project would
yesult in a Jess than significant impact on cxisiing neighborhood and regional patks or other
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recreational facilities, and no mitigation woild be necessary. The proposed modilied praject

would have no new impact.
Question bt No new impuct

The 1SMND for the SHIFVFMC proposed 1o construct # 0.17-acre park in the townhome
condominium neighborhood. Construction of the patk and other recreational/communily
facilitics could result in temporary incresses ‘o air smissions, dust, noise, and erosion from
consiruction activities. The SITHAMC (S/MND coneluded that aithough environmental impacts
could result from the construction of the park, impacts could be reduced to o less-than-signilicant
level il consiruction—Telated mitigation MCASUCS are enforced. The proposed modified project

would have 1o new impact.

'Fhe Speeific Plan MMEP measures 42-1a and 4.2- lb {Alr Quality), and 4.10-1a, 4.10-1b
{Constructiog Noise)} would teduce the environmental impaci associated with the construction ol
additional recreational lacilities Lo less than significant level.
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xv1, TRANSPORTATIO N/TRAFFIC

Waould the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinanet
ot policy establishing measuies of
effectiveness tor the perfonnance of the
circulation system, taking inta accoumt all
modes of transportation inclucing mass transit
and non-notorized travel and relevant
COMEINEDES of the cireulation system,
ipelding but not limited to intersecliony,
stroets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and
bicyele paths, and mass {ransit?

k) Contliet with an apphicable congestion
MAAZEICnt program. including but not
limited to level of scrvice siandards and travel
Jemand measures, ot other standards
established by the county congsslint
management agency [or designated roads or

highways?

¢} Result in a changs ir air traliic patterns,
meluding cither an Lnerease in traffic levels or
a change in location that yesults in substuntial
saloty risks?

dy Substantjally increase hazards due to d
design feature (... sharp curves ot dangerous
intersections) ar incompatible uses (e, tarm
eyuipment)?

¢) Result in inadequale emergency acgess?

1) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, o
progams regarding public tansii, bicyels, or
pedestrian Earilities, or otherwise decrease the
purformance or safety of such Facilities?

Liss Than
Significani
with Trojee-
level
Mitigation
1ncorporased

Potentinlly
Signiticant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Tmpacel

i

New
Lmpact

Cl O

O
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Transportation and Circulation were evaluated in Section 414 of the PEIR prepared for the
Dumbarton TOS) Specific Plan and Section 8,XVT of the [S/MND for the SHH/FMC Jfroject
{RBF 2011 HELLX 2014). Additionally, a prujeci-speclﬁu trip transporiation svaluation was
conducted (Appendix D} lo determine the propesed project’s coptribution Lo the traffic cvaluated
in the Specific Plan and to cysluaic the project site circulation and access.

ACCESS ANT PARKING

The proposed vehicular access and sireel design are deseribed in detail in Section 3, Descripliof
of Project. The cammercial development will be accessible direcily from Cnterprise Drive and
Willow Sireet.

The proposed parking is also describod in Section 3 and surmmarized here. A total of 118 parking
stalic will be provided for the commetcial development, A tolal ol 87 parking spaces would he
provided on the seeond level of the five-story commercial building and 31 parking spuces would
be provided on-grade. The parking provided as putt ol the commercial development project
would he shared between the ratail siore cusiomers, hotel guests, and cmployecs,

FIRE ACCUSS

Tire minimurn width available for driving or luming movements lor {ire trucks through the
project gite is 26 fext along Willow Sfrect,

TRIP GENERATION

|'he proposed project i< estimaicd to generate 1,364 daily extemal vehicle trips, 9t a.m. peak
hour external vehicle trips, and 103 p.m. peak how exicrnal vehicle trips (Fehr and Peevs 2017).
In comparisan, the PEIR prepurcd [or the Dumbarion TOD Specific Plan (RBF 201 1) estimates
that ail land uscs within the Ypecific Plap wea will gencrate 14,131 daily external vehicle rips,
1,165 a.m. peak hour external vehicle trips, and 1,320 p.m. peak hout extormal vehicle trips.
Therefore, the prajeet’s estimaled contribution Lo the trips generated by the Specific Plan area is
approximately ten percent [or a typica! weekday, eight pereent for the a.n. peak hour, and eight
percent for the p.on. peak hour, Refer to the memorandurn cotitaining the results of the traffic

cvaluation in Appendix D

TRANSPORTATION SERVICES

The Cily mainiains a network of pedesteian and bike trails throughout the city, in addition io &
nelworl of on-strect bike lanes. Willow Street and Central Aveniue are “pnimproved

mewarl Cateway Mined-Use Develnpment Project
City of Mewarls
July 2017 a3



connections” to the San Francisco Bay Vrail through the City of Newark. Additionally, the
Newark Slough Traf! is located approximately 2 miles northwest of the project sie.

No private o public airports are Jocated within the City of Newark. The neurcst public airfields
are San Carlos Alrport located approximalely 15 miles west of the project site, Mineta San Jose
\nternalional Aivport located approximately 20 miles southeast of the project site and Oalland
|nternational Airport tocated approximately 21 miles northwest of the project gite, No private
airports are located within 10 miles of the city.

EMERGENCY ACCESS

The City of Newark identifies most major strects in the ity as cmergeacy gyacuation routes. No
aspect of the proposed project would modify thesc streets of preclude their continued usc as an
emcreency cvacuation route. The proposed project has incorporated turning radivs sufficient for
five truck aceess in the project’s roadway desigh.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES TROM PREVIOLUS RELEWVANT
ONVIRONMENTAL DO CUMENTATION

The Dumbarton TOL Specific Plan PEIR : dentified intersections in the Speeilic Plap area that
would be impacted by buildout of the Dumbarton TOI3. One of the interscotions that would he
impacted is the Willow Sireet/Crterprise Drive intersection which is adjacent to the northeast
corner of the proposed modified project. The inlersection Is being desigred to accommaodale the
Diumbarton TOLY under a sepatate project it the §pecific Plan area. Therefore, the mitigation
ipeasures that describe design options that address circulation abatement included in the PEIR
does not apply to the SHE/EMO Project. The PELR also contains & measure for the Ciiy to
coordinate with AC Transit to improve s service Lo the Speeific Plan arca. The PLTR identifics
impacts to traltic on regional roadways in the project vicinity and includes a mensure {or project
applicants to pay all applicable transportation-related fers in accordance with the latest adopted
Fee schedule at the time the pertaits are sought {MMRP measure 4.14-8).

EVALUATION OF TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Qucstions a, b: No new impact

The proposed parking was evaluated consistent with Cily requirements and the Dumbarton 1'OD
Specilic Plan. The project is proposing approximately 35 percent fewer parking spaces than
required by City code. Therefore, a lransportation Demand Managemeni { (DM} plan was
prepated (0 reduce tralfic congestion, parking demnd, and air poliulion impacts (Appendix [2).
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With implementation of the TiM, peak parking demarndd on weckends would be reduced o 118
purking spaces. The proposed modificd project would provide 118 parking spaces, and the

project would have no new impact.

The Dumbarton TOD Specilic Plan cantaing parking policies that are recomumended to be
incorporated into the proposed project design:

policy C-18 encourages {he adaption of parking standards that prevent avetsupply through
shared parking and reduced minimum oft-street tequirements. The proposed modifed project has
incorparated sharcd parking ihat is consistent with this policy. Policy C-13 recopmends bicyele
parking as part of a transportation demand managenment program. Policy C-28 cncourages the
adoption of minimum peyele parlking requircinents [or commercial projects. As well, the PLIR
prepared tor the Durbarlan TOD Specific Plan lists secure bieycle parking of at least one spuce
per 20 vehicle spaces within retail and olfice portions ol the ST area as a greenhlouse gas
emissions mitigation measure. The proposed modificd project would sunply six bike rucks which
excoeds the standard listed in the Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan PEIR.

mplementation af the proposcd modified project would result in an increase in tralfic on Willow
Sircet and Enterprise Drive, and buildout of the overalk Specific Plan will result in significant
and unavoidable impacts to the intersection at Willow Street and Faterprise 1rive. Llowever, ihe
intersection is being evaluated and designed Lo accommodate the traffic pencraled by the
Ypecific Plan buildout under a separate project in the Specilic Plan area and is not the
responsibility of the project applicant. Although the proposed modified project would result ma
relatively small increase in trips generated in the area in relation to the capuacity of nearby streets,
the project is consistent with the Specific Plan and the General Plan, and would not confiict with
the City's operational standards ag projected under {hose plans. The PEIR prepared for the
Dumbarton 70D Specific Plan dentities impacts 1o regional traffic significant and pnavondable,
The proposed madified project’s contribution to waflic impacts would be less than significant
and would tot exceed the impacts alcady identified in the PLIR. Consistent with the TS/MND
Jor the SITHAME project, the following measure contained in the PEIR preparcd Tor the
Dumbarton 10D Specitic Plan would be implemented to minimize impacts on tegional trulfic.

Dumbarton Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Progran Measure 4.14-8 (Regional Traffic)

The Specific Plan MMRP measure 4.14-8 requircs that priov 1o resuance of building permits, the
applicant shall pay all applicable {ransportation-related fees in accordance with the latest adopted
fes schedule at the time permils ar¢ sought. Payment of these fees would partially mitigate the
impacts of the Specific Plan developments.

Newarl Gateway Mixed-Use Developmenl Project
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Question ¢ No new impact

No private or public airpovis arc located sithin the City of Newark. The nearcst public airficlds
are 15, 20 und 21 miles from the proposed modified project. No private airports are located
within £ miles of the project site. The proposed modified project would not result in
modification to any air travel soute. There would be ne new impact.

Question d: No new impuct

The proposed modified project would construct one new dtiveway accessing Enterprisc orive
and one new diiveway accessing Willow Strect for the proposed commercial development.
Consistent with the 1S/MND for the SITH/MO Project, the proposed modified project would
modify Enterprise Drive and Willow Sireet by introducing additional access points, which is
consistent wilh the existing access of developed areas in the vicinity and the proposed access of
the Specific Plan area. The project would not require additional madification to the roadways
(c.g. re-alighment) other than already identified in the PEIR prepared for the Dumbarton TOD
Specific Plan (RBF 2011 1) that will be conducted by others through the Specific Plan huildout,
Thercfore, the proposed mudified project would have no new impacl and no mitigation would be

1ecessary.
Qucstion e; No new impact

No aspect of the propesed modified project would modify streets currently used for emergency
access or prechade their continued usc as an emergency evacualion route. The project design has
incorporaled Tire avcess clerqents to ensure adoqualc EMENZENCY ACCESS to the site. The plans
woulkd be approved by Lhe City of Newark Five Department pior to project implemoentation,
consisient with the 1ISMND for the SITH/EMC project; therefore, no new impact wiould oeeur,

and no miligation would be necessary.
Question {: No new impact

Consistent with the ISMNID for ihe SHIFFMC project, the proposed modified praject weould not
resubt in any modification of, or snterlerence with, any pedesteian, bicycle, oF transil facility.
Because the project would not resylt in the modification of any existmg fucility, and would not
result in any interference with sueh fucilitics, there would be no new impact, and no mitigation

would be necessary.
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XVIL UTTLITTES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

1.ess Tham

Potentially Significant Less Than

Signifieand  with Project- oo, o MNew
_ e Sienificant
Impact  level Mitigation Impact
Impait
Tncorporated
Would the project:
) Excesd wosiowalcr treATent tegUIretnents
of the applicable Regional Water Quality
: u
C'onirol Board? O [ O
by Require at gesult in the constraction of new
wales or waslowaler treatment fucllitics or
expansion of existing factiities, the .
y : ' 1 0 0 n

construction of which could cauvse sighitican
cnviranmental effects?

¢ Require or ragylt in the ernsiruction of new
siorm water drainaws tacilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which ] ! Cl B
eould cause sipniticant environmental elfects?

d3 Tave sufficient water supplies available Lo
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rESQLIFCes, O Ale ICW of expanded entitlemenis | O || a
needed?

g) Result in a Jetermination by the wastewater

trestrneni provider, which serves of gy SOIVE

the project that it has adequate capacily to

sepve the project’s projected demand in 7] 0 7 u
addition to the providor's existing

cormmitments?

f) Be served by a lanafill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the

' n
project’s solid waste dispusal needs? = L =
vy Comply with federal, state, and locud
slatutes and regulalions refaled o aolid waste? Ol | O n

The project arex is served by the lollowing service providets:

o Water supply — Alameda County Water Disirict (ACWD) provides water 10 the cities of
Fremonl, Newark, and Union City, and would service the project gile.
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«  Wastewater (reatment and disposal - Union Sanitary District serves the cities of Fremont,
Newatle, and Union City, and would gervice ihe project site. Build out of the Specific
Plan arca could increase wastewater lows rates by 50 percent.

e Storm water drainage facililies - storm drains within the public strects are muirntained by
the City of Newark, while storm drains within private yards, lanes and passes will be
privately maintained by the homeowncrs.

+  Solid wasle service -Republic Servicas, Inc. provides solid waslc collection. The landfill
servicing the site is the privately-owned Altament [ andfill, with a 30-year capacity.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES FROM PRIVIOUS RELEWVANT
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMEN TATION

Utilities are discussed in Section 4.12 of the PEIR prepaved for the Dumbartot TOD Speciiic
Plan and Section 8 X V1L in the 19/VIND for the SLTHAMC Project (R RE 201 1; HELTX 2014).
The PITR concludes thal the project would result in a population increase that would allect
utilities. The PEIR states that policies would be included in the General Plan to address
waslewaler services for the Dumbarton TOD, and implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12-2
would reduce impacts Lo the wasicwalos Sysiem 1o tess than significant. The measute requires
that individusl projects within the Dumbarlon TOIL? shali determine proposed new commeetions
outside ol those inctaded in the Union Sanilary District Master Plan, and those improvements
will be installed prior to issuance of a building pexmil. The Cily and Union Sanitary 1istrict shall
verily that any neccssary jmprovements will be available prior to oceupation of those new
residential dwelling units for which the improvements are needed.

The PEIR concludes thal the landliil that would scrve the proposed project has suflicient
permitted capacity (@ gecommodate the project’s solid waste disposal necds.

EVALUATION (F UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Qucslions a, b, e: No new impact

The Upion Senitary 1istrict provides wastewater treatment for the City of Newark and will
corvice the Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan ares, which includes the proposed modified project
site. Waslewaler lmes exist within the Specific Plan area nnd sventually conneet to the Alvaradn
Treatmenl Plant in Union City,
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The water lreattnent plant is currenthy cated to (reat and discharge 30 million callons per day
(mgd). The Union Qanitaty Districl has a NPDES Gloneral Permit with the Califomia State Watet
Roard that ailows treatment and discharge of 33 mgd. Build out of the Speeific Plan arca could
o reuse wastewater flow raics by S0 pereent, which would put the treatment plant at 8.0
percent of capacity. Although the Atvarado Treaument Plant has the capacity o supporl
development within the project arca, it may not be able o suppor full build out of the Specific
Plan area. Additional improvements such 48  new sewer main ot equalization basin may be
required, which could potentially have effects ont the environment.

The 2013 Updated City of Nowark General Plan policies address waslewaier services bor the
Pumbatton TOD $pecific Plan, The SHH/FMO 18MND conctuded that these policies, in
addition to the implementation of Mitigation Mcasuce 4.12-2, would reduce the impacls of the
wastewater system 1o a less than signilicant level. The proposed maditied project would have no
new impaci.

Dumbarton Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Progran Measure 4,12-2 (Wastewater)

Mitigation Measure 4. 12-2 requires that additional improvements and conneciions beyond those
included in the Union Sanitary District Master Sewer Plan shall be determined by individual
projects within the Specilic Plan arca. Those improvements shall be installed prior to the
issuance of s building penit. Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce impacts 1©
wastewater to less than significant.

Question ¢z No new impact

As described in Section 8.1X, Hydrology of this 1S, o ensure the stonm waicr system can
adequalcly accommodate the proposed modified project, the following jitigalion measure from
the Dumbarlon TOI3 Specific Plan PHIR would be implemenied.

Dumbarton Mitigation Monitoring agnd Reporiing Progtam Measure 4,8-4a (Hydrology)

The Specific Plan MMRP measute 4.%-4a specifics that plans eubmitted for grading permits shali
include detailed hydrology reports. Thesc reports shall demonstrale adequale stormwater
conveyance und capacity is ayailable in the existing TacHilies. 1f the reports find inadequate
fucilitics, then the project applicant shall develop a delailed stornywater detention plan for the
praject sile in accordance with the City standards and the ACFC,

Tenplementation ol this measure would be consistent with the 19/MINID for the SHITEMC project
amid mo new impacl would oceur.
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Question d: No new impact

The Dunbarton TOD Specific Plan ates, which includes the project giie, is serviced by the
ACWIL In complianecs with Sh 610, 2 Water Supply Asgessment (W SAD was prepared for the
Dumbarton TO1 specific Phan, which relies heavily of the blrhan Water Management Plan
(UWME). According 1o the W& A, the Dumbarton TOD Specific Plan is ipctuded in ihe ACWDs
water demand fovecast and is consistent with planniog agsuNTptions.

Under novmal precipitation copditions, the water supply is projected to mect the Specific Plan
area’ s dgmand. Howsver, iyt ihe future, water supply to the gpecific Plan arcd, including ihe
project site may be cul hack bevause of shortages duripg dry years. These cut bacls would
depend on the severity of the dry-year shortuge and would b consistent with the rest ol the
ACWI)'s service arcas. According to the WSA, during critically dry yeats the ACWD would
secure additional water supply through the Departmetit of Waicr Resources. and, if necessary.
would implement 8 drought contingency phan Lo cut hack on watet Use. This wonld enstire the
project would have sufficient waiet supply during drought yeats.

The SHLIAAME 18MND concluded that compliance with (he TequITCIMETis provided in the WSA
will ensure that thers will be sulficient water sapply o seTve the Specific Plan ated. Thercfore.
there would be a less than sizpificant iopact and no mitigation would be necessary. The
proposed modified project would have no new impacl.

(mestions f and gt No new pnpact

Republic Services, Inc. cucrently provides {he City ol Newark with solid waste refuse, recycling,
and hazardos materials collcotion services. Aftor being processed at & facilily in San Leandro,
waste [rom the city 1y hantled to the privatel}raowncd Altamont Landiill Jocated in Livermore.
The Allamont Landfill will serve the Durnbarion TOD Specific Plap area, which includes the
project modified project. The Altamont Landlill has a permitied capacity of appmximataly

124 million cubic yards. Approximately 57,6 percent of this capacity has bech pscd and
apprmtimatcly 48 4 pereent remains. The Jandfill 13 estimated L0 ceast pperation o 2025
{CalRevycle 2017}

In comphance with requirciments stipulated under the Tntegrated Waste panagement Act

(AB 939), the Uity of Newark, Republic Services, inc., and the Alameda County SOurce
Reduction and Recyelng RBoard have implcrmented Measures uo reduce the amount of wasle
hauled to the Atlamont Landfill. These gpencies are promoling the recycling of many dilferent
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maicrials, which will help reduce the amount of solid waste enteting the Altamont Landtill and
would extend the lifetime of the landfill.

The SHE/FME TS/MND concluded (hat because the landfill serving the project area is of
suflicient capacity to accommodate solid waste necads, the mpact would be less than significant
and 1o mitigation would be necessary. '[he proposed modificd project would have 10 new
impact.
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XVIIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 851G

The lead agency shall find {hat a project may
have a signiljeant etfect an the cuyitorument
and therehy require an EIR to ba prepared tor
the project where there ia substantial evidence.
in light af the whole record, 1hat any of e
following conditictis may 0CeLL. Where priot
ia commencemsnt of the ivirominental
anabysis o project proponcnt agrees to
mitigation measures or project modifications
that would aveld any significant effect on the
epvironment of would mitigate the significant
enviromnental eftect, a lear] ageucy need nok
prepate an EIR solely hecavise without
mitigatinn the cavironmental etfects would
have been signiticant (per Qection 15065 of the
Styte CEOA Cuidelines):

) Doas the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment.
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildiife species, causc a fish or wildlife
population to drop helow self-sustaining levels,
Hreaten to eliminate a plan o anirial
commmity, substantially reduce the number of
pestrict the range of 4 rare o endangered plant
or animal o eliminate imporiard cxamples af
ihe major perieds of California histoty oF
prehistory?

b} Does ihe project have inpacts thal are
individually limited, but cumuistively
considerable? (Cumalatively considerable™ means
that ke incrementa] effects of 2 project are
significant when viewed in cormection with the
sttucts of past projects, the uffects uf other
currenl prejects, and the effecty of past, present
and probable fuinre prujects)?

¢} Does {he project have environmental ctfects
which will cavse substaniial adverse effects on
puman beings, either direeily of indirectly?

NIESCANCE

1.ess Than
Potentiully Eflgmﬁt?ni Less Than  No
s y with Project- . o
Significant jeved Signiticant  New
Tmpact Mitigation Impact Impact

lncannratcll
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(Question a: No new impact

The preceding analysis indicates {hat the proposed modi fied project would not have a significant
adverse impact on overall environmental guality, including the potential t0 reduce the habilat of
fish and wildlife speoics, of conlribute ko loweting populations 1o drap below selfesustaining
levels, thrcalsn 1 eliminale a plant or animal community, reduce the numnbet oF restrict the range
of a rare ot endangered plant or arrimal, or climinate important examples of the major petiods of

California history ot prehistory.
Question h: No aew impact

While the project would indireetly conteibute 10 cumulative impacts associuted with increased
urban development in the city and region, these i pacts have previously becn cvalpated in the
PEIR prepared for the Dutmnbarton TOD Speeilic Plan, und are incorporuted into the City of
Newark's 2013 Updated General Plan, The PEIR coticluded that development of the project site
a5 aliowed under the Pumbarion TOD Specific Plan may contribute to significant curnulative
imnpacts as a result of contribution to the loss of vegelation and wildlile rosourees, impacts o
enltaral resources, soismic or s0ils hazards, greenhouse £as cmissions, hazardous malerials,
hydeology and water quality, and noise levels. With implententation of the measures set forth in
{his Lnitial $tudy (and as previously anulyzed in the PRIR and SIHFMC (S/MIND), cumulative
impacts as a resuit of the Dumbarton TOLD would be less than significant. No additional

cumulative impucts a5 & resuli of the propused modilied project are identificd.
Question ¢: No new impact

As outlined n olher sections of this Tnitial Study, the project will adhere 1© tiligation measures
previously preseribed in the Dunbarton TOL Specific Plan PEIR for putentially significant
impacts to air quality, binlogical resoUICes, cultural resources, seigmic or soils hazards,
ereetfOUSE Fases, hazardous matcrials, hydrology drainage and water qualily, noise, wastewater
(realment, regional traflie congestion and the stormwater systern, Thess impacts have becn
reduced to a level of significance ot both the project and cumnulative level through project design
and mitigation measures. Tmplementation of the proposed modified projeet will not result in
<hstantial adverse etfects @ human beings ¢ither divectly of indirectly.
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