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Bay Point Planned Unit (P-1)

Description of Project: The applicant seeks approval of a Development Plan to allow the
construction of a new apartment complex. Designed as family housing, the project proposes
approximately 15 one-bedroom units, 15 two-bedroom units, 36 three-bedroom units, and 34 four-
bedroom units. Vehicular access is provided around three sides of the building with surface
parking at the ground floor. Site access is consolidated through a driveway on the eastern side of
the subject property. The building creates an interior courtyard that will be a public outdoor
amenity for the community residents. The courtyard will feature a play area, community gardens,
seating areas, and community room access for an indoor/outdoor living experience for residents.

The project consists of the following elements:

e  One multiple-family residential building consisting of three- and four-story elements and
approximately 125,350 square feet of living, common/amenity, circulation, and utility

areas;

e 100 one-, two-, three-, and four-bedroom units (13 of which are reserved for lower income

households);

e A density bonus of 20% (17 units) beyond the 83 units allowed under the applicable
density standards, as a result of the proposed affordable units and as permitted under the
County’s Residential Density Bonus Ordinance;

Page 1 of 74



203 uncovered off-street parking spaces;

An approximately 16,000 square-foot interior courtyard with family play area, outdoor
dining area, and passive seating areas;

An approximately 1,800 square-foot fenced dog park with dog drinking fountains, and
pet waste stations;

Approximately 47,486 square feet of landscaping;
Perimeter fence;

An ungated driveway near the eastern side and a gated driveway at the western side of
the property;

One monument sign identifying the development;

8-inch water and fire protection lateral extensions from the project site to a new, 8-inch
water main located within the Alves Lane right-of-way;

New 8-inch water main within the Alves Lane right-of-way extending approximately
2,500 linear feet from the intersection of Alves Lane and Virginia Drive to the intersection
of Canal Road and Chadwick Lane. The new main extension will cross the Contra Costa
Canal at locations east and west of the project site, and will do so via two existing roadway
bridges and using one of three location options: 1) within split/multiple 4-inch services
within the annular structure of the bridge, 2) attached to the bottom of the bridge with
Unistrut fittings (similar to existing storm drain pipes), or 3) attached to side of bridge
with Unistrut fittings;

8-inch sanitary sewer lateral connection extending approximately 400 linear feet from the
project site to an existing sanitary sewer main within the Alves Lane right-of-way;

Seven on-site bio-retention areas for drainage totaling 5,188 square feet;

Utility connections for electrical, gas, cable, and telecommunications to existing
extensions within the public right-of-way, via underground joint trenches;

Construction of curb, gutter, and 5-foot-wide monolithic public sidewalk on the north side
of Alves Lane fronting the subject property and extending approximately 700 linear feet
east of the easterly subject property line of APN 093-100-060 to connect to the existing
public sidewalk;

Street lighting and pavement widening along the subject property frontage of Canal Road
with a curb face a minimum of 17 feet from the road centerline;

Cut and fill grading activities consisting of approximately: 8,000 cubic yards of cut and
13,000 cubic yards of fill, for a net total 5,000 cubic yards of soil; and

A lot merger of the two parcels, approximately 3.81 acres in area.

The project requests the following concession, deviations, and exception:

A density bonus concession for a project height up to 45 feet (where 30 feet is the
maximum pursuant to the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station Area Specific Plan);
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Deviations for a 6-foot front setback (where 10 feet is required) and a 7-foot side yard
(where 20 feet is required) to allow off-street parking spaces;

A deviation for a 9-foot side yard (where 20 feet is required) to allow the construction of
the apartment building;

A deviation for a 1-foot side yard (where 20 feet is required) to allow the construction of
retaining walls over 3 feet in height;

A deviation for a 28-foot side yard aggregate (where 40 feet is required) to allow off-
street parking spaces, and the construction of retaining walls and residential

improvements;

A deviation to allow front setbacks as small as 2-feet (where 10 feet is required) to allow
the construction of retaining walls over 3 feet in height; and

An exception to collect and convey requirements (Chapter 914) to allow a diversion from
drainage area (DA) 48B to DA 48D.

In the event that future analysis of DA 48D finds that it is inadequate, the applicant has proposed
an alternative drainage plan to use the existing drainage system in DA 48B to the west. The
proposed alternative consists of the following elements:

Surrou

Underground storm drain lift station vault with electric, duplex 10 horsepower (HP)
ejector pumps (final size/capacity of vault to be determined);

Lift station sump pit;

Natural gas-powered emergency generator within an approximately 2.5-foot tall,
8-square-foot screened enclosure (location to be determined);

60-inch underground storm drain line with £10,600 cubic feet storage capacity;
Six storm drain manholes on the subject property for access to 60-inch storm drain line;
6-inch underground force main line on the subject property;

One private storm drain manhole and transition force main on the subject property to
connect to gravity storm drain in County right-of-way;

New, 12-inch storm drain pipe located within the Alves Lane right-of-way extending
+450 linear feet northwest to tie-in to the existing storm drain drain inlet (SDDI) on Alves
Lane.

nding Land Uses and Setting: The project site consists of two, vacant parcels

approximately 3.81 acres in area, located along the northern boundary of Alves Lane
approximately 700 feet east of Virginia Drive and approximately 950 feet west of Chadwick Lane.

The Cal

ifornia Delta Highway, also known as State Route 4 (SR-4), is approximately 100 feet

south of the project site. The project site has a natural downward slope to the north with existing

elevatio

ns ranging from approximately 119 feet to 138 feet above sea level for an average 5%

slope gradient. Areas of the lot with the greatest slope are those immediately adjacent to Alves
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10.

11.

Lane, ranging between a 6% and 16% slope gradient. The lot is currently devoid of trees or any
significant vegetation.

The subject property is located within a developed, urban area of Bay Point, in unincorporated
Contra Costa County. Existing land uses in the vicinity consist of medium-density single-family
residential development and related uses such as churches, schools, and commercial uses nearby
to the west, east, and north. The Contra Costa Canal (Canal) is north of and adjacent to the project
site. The Canal is an engineered, raw-water aqueduct that was constructed in the 1930s to divert
surface water from the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta to Contra Costa Water District (CCWD)
water treatment plants, local water agencies, and other East Bay cities for agricultural, industrial,
and municipal uses.

The subject property is within the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station Area Specific Plan area and
is located approximately 800 feet northwest of the BART station. The Delta de Anza Regional
Trail is located north of the subject property and a connection to the trail at Bailey Road is
approximately 1/2-mile walking or cycling distance. The subject property fronts Alves Lane, a 2-
lane road with existing curbs, sidewalks, and storm drain improvements to the east of the property.

Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing,
approval, or participation agreement). Please be advised that this may not be an
exhaustive list and that approval may be required from other public agencies not
listed here:

e Contra Costa County Public Works Department

e Contra Costa County Building Inspection Division

e Contra Costa County Fire Protection District

e Contra Costa County Health Services Department, Environmental Health Division
e Contra Costa Water District

e Golden State Water Company

e Delta Diablo Sanitary District

e (Caltrans

e California Department of Fish & Wildlife

e U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.1? If so, has consultation begun?

A Notice of Opportunity to Request Consultation was sent on January 14, 2021, to Wilton
Rancheria. As of the writing of this Initial Study, Wilton Rancheria has not responded to the
Opportunity to Request Consultation. Therefore, consultation with Native American tribes has
not occurred in relation to this project. As a courtesy, the County will provide a copy of this
environmental document for the Tribe’s comments.
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

Th

OOXNX X OKX

e environmental factors checked below would have been potentially affected by this project, but have been

mitigated in a manner as to not result in a significant effect on the environment:

Agriculture and Forestr
] g y

Aestheti Al lit
esthetics Resources X  Air Quality
Biological Resources XI Cultural Resources 1 Energy
. . Hazards & Hazardous

Geology/Soils [] Greenhouse Gas Emissions ] Materials
Hydrology/Water Quality [l Land Use/Planning [] Mineral Resources
Noise X Population/Housing [ ] Public Services
Recreation [] Transportation [1 Tribal Cultural Resources

. . e Mandatory Findings of
Utilities/Services Systems [] Wildfire ] Significance

Environmental Determination

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

[l

X

[l

[l

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that, although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to
by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact™ or "potentially significant
unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in
an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to
that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

% %{B/{QL\_ January 26, 2022

Syd Sgtoodeh Date
Project Planner
Contra Costa County
Department of Conservation & Development
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant No
Environmental Issues Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact
1. AESTHETICS — Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
) A O X O O
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
y O O X O

outcroppings, and historic building within a
state scenic highway?

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade
the existing visual character or quality of
public views of the site and its surroundings?
(Public views are those that are experienced O O < O
from publicly accessible vantage points.) If the
project is in an urbanized area, would the
project conflict with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing scenic quality?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime ] X ] ]
views in the area?

a)

SUMMARY:

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated: The Open Space Element of the
County General Plan identifies major scenic ridges and waterways within the County. The project
site is located in a low-lying area of Bay Point approximately one mile south of the Bay Point
shoreline where Suisun Bay and the San Joaquin/Sacramento River delta converge. These
northerly waterways are identified as scenic resources in the General Plan (Figure 9-1) and there
is a potential impact of northerly views of these waterways from the project site or surrounding
properties.

The project site and the majority of the adjacent properties including those to the north and east
are relatively flat with gradual elevation changes. In addition, the fairly dense structural
development in this area of Bay Point reduces the number of locations where views of scenic
resources such as Suisun Bay or the San Joaquin/Sacramento River Delta are available. Thus, few
of the adjacent and nearby properties to the north of the project site have scenic views of the
northern shoreline.

The section of the California Delta Highway (SR-4) that is located approximately 100 feet south
of the project site is identified in Figure 5-4 of the County General Plan as a “connecting” highway
between County-designated scenic routes or highways and thus has scenic potential. Scenic views
from SR-4 in this vicinity of Bay Point include short range views of grass covered hillsides and
long-range views of the northern shoreline where the California Delta meets Suisun Bay when not
blocked by highway berms or soundwalls. In addition, industrial developments with tall
smokestacks near the shoreline may be considered by some to have scenic qualities.

6




b)

BART passengers waiting for trains on an elevated platform between the east- and west-bound
lanes of SR-4 may enjoy distant views of the northern shoreline. However, the elevated platform
of the BART station is of a sufficient distance from the project site that the proposed 45-foot
height of the proposed residential development would have little to no impact on those view. West
of the BART station and fronting W. Leland Road are large, vacant properties with the potential
for future residential development. Due to the proposed maximum height of the Alves Lane
apartments, the upper story and rooftops of the building may be visible from the properties in this
area of W. Leland Road, and thus, may impact their scenic vistas. However, there are differences
in elevation ranging between 120 feet above sea level at the proposed project site and 230 feet
above sea level at the vacant properties along W. Leland Road which would ensure that there
would be no or less than significant impacts on scenic views from any future residences fronting
W. Leland Road.

The applicant has proposed a landscaping plan which consists of installing large canopy shade
trees along the project site frontage and throughout the proposed development. The proposed trees
include species such as Arbutus 'Marina' and Japanese zelkova which grow to heights ranging
from 45 feet to 80 feet when mature. The mature height and location of the proposed trees will
partially obscure, or “break-up” views of the proposed building as seen from surrounding
properties. As a result, the appearance and bulk of the proposed building within the development
will be reduced, including for those properties to the south that may have northerly scenic views.

Potential Impact:

There is a potential for the proposed 45-foot maximum height of the proposed residential
development to impact northerly views of the northern shoreline and waterways. Although trees
and landscaping proposed for installation throughout the property would break up views of the
proposed buildings as seen from adjacent and nearby properties, enhance the aesthetics of the
property, and reduce adverse impacts on views from other properties, it is important to ensure that
the proposed landscaping is properly irrigated and maintained for the life of the proposed use.
Thus, implementation of the following mitigation measure will ensure that the proposed project’s
adverse effects on scenic vistas will be less than significant.

AES-1: Prior to Department of Conservation and Development, Community Development
Division (CDD) stamp-approval of plans for issuance of a building or grading
permit, whichever occurs first, a final landscape and irrigation plan that is compliant
with the State Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, or the County's water
conservation ordinance if one has been adopted, shall be submitted to the CDD for
review and approval. The plans shall be designed in general accord with the preliminary
landscape plans received by the CDD on August 7, 2020. The purpose of the final
landscaping plan is to enhance the aesthetics of the property and to help screen the
building from adjacent properties and from northerly viewpoints towards the Suisun
Bay and Sacramento/San Joaquin River Delta.

Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic building within a state scenic highway?

Less Than Significant Impact: SR-4, otherwise known as the California Delta Highway, is
located approximately 100 feet south of the project site. As mentioned above, this nearby section
of SR-4 is considered to be a “connecting highway” between County designated scenic routes or

Page 7 of 74



highways. Connecting routes are considered by the County to have scenic potential. However,
there are no trees, rock outcroppings, or existing buildings on the subject property that will be
impacted as a result of the project. Thus, the project would not substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic building within a
state scenic highway.

In non-urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are
experienced from publicly accessible vantage points.) If the project is in an urbanized area, would
the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

Less Than Significant Impact: Generally speaking, the intent of the General Plan and
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station Area Specific Plan (Specific Plan) Multi-Family Medium
Density (MM) land use designation, in which the property resides, is to provide for residential
infill development in the Specific Plan area at a density which is supportive of transit usage. In
general, the project has been designed pursuant to the guidelines for development within the Bay
Point (P-1) Planned Unit zoning district and the Specific Plan area (including, specifically, Zone
111 Development Zone). The proposed project has been designed to be compatible with the
existing residential developments in the area, including orienting the main entrance towards the
Alves Lane frontage, incorporating sloped roof elements, and breaking up the building into
smaller visual segments by alternating the height between 3- and 4-stories along Alves Lane. The
Bay Point P-1 zoning district allows a maximum 45-foot height for residential buildings in the
MM land use designation, however, the Specific Plan limits building height for residential
development within MM designated areas to a maximum of 30 feet. Therefore, the applicant has
requested, and the Department of Conservation and Development has preliminary accepted for
purposes of continuing staff’s review of the application, one density bonus concession for a 45-
foot maximum height. If approved, the proposed 45-foot maximum height would allow the project
proponent to construct 100 new housing units within 1/2-mile of the BART station and as such
are supportive of transit usage. Therefore, the proposed project would not be in conflict with the
intent of the Specific Plan.

Along with proposed driveway improvements for ingress and egress, the project approval would
be conditioned to require the replacement of any existing, cracked or displaced curbs or gutters,
and the construction of new sidewalk along the site’s Alves Lane frontage. The sidewalk, curb,
and gutter improvements would extend to the east beyond the subject property and connect to the
existing right-of-way improvements just west of Chadwick Lane.

The applicant has proposed an alternative drainage plan to use the existing drainage system in
drainage area (DA) 48B to the west of the project site in the event that future analysis indicates
the capacity of DA 48D is inadequate and a diversion to that drainage area is not feasible. The
majority of the elements of the proposed alternative, including the storm drain lines, lift station
vault, and pumps, would be installed on the site underground. However, one element of the
proposed alternative has the potential to impact the visual quality and character of the site. If the
alternative drainage system is installed, the project proposes an emergency generator to be located
onsite within an approximately 8 square-foot above ground enclosure that would be approximately
2-1/2 feet in height. The proposed lift station vault would be located under the parking area in the
northwestern area of the project site. Although the location of the emergency generator and its
enclosure is to-be-determined, it would be near the proposed lift station vault. Two potential
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d)

locations for the emergency generator have been identified within landscaped areas, including one
adjacent to the proposed dog park. Implementation of mitigation measures AES-3 and AES-4 in
subsection-d below would ensure that, if installed, any potential impacts of the emergency
generator and its enclosure on the visual character of the site would be reduced to less than
significant levels.

In order to provide water and fire protection services to the project, the applicant will be required
to extend an 8-inch water main approximately 2,500 linear feet from the intersection of Alves
Lane and Virginia Drive to the intersection of Canal Road and Chadwick Lane. The water main
extension will be entirely within the existing Alves Lane/Canal Road right-of-way; however, it
will cross the Canal at two off-site locations. The extended water service pipelines would utilize
existing roadway bridges and thus, would remain within the County right-of-way. Three potential
design options involve attaching the water pipes to the bottom of the bridge, installing the pipe
conveyances below the paved driving surface, or attaching the water pipe to the side of the bridge
behind the existing railing and chain link fence. Thus, none of the three potential water service
bridge crossing options would have a significant impact on the visual character of the bridges,
Alves Lane, or the surrounding area.

In its current state, the visual character of the project site is relatively low due to its lack of
development juxtaposed with its built-out surroundings. The project is consistent with Zoning,
General Plan, and Specific Plan regulations that promote the visual character of the Specific Plan
Development Zone, Alves Lane, and the Bay Point area in general. Consequently, approval of the
residential development is likely to significantly improve the visual character of the project site.

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

Less Than Significant With Mitigation: As required by ordinance, the proposed project will
include the installation of lighting fixtures mounted to the exterior walls of the buildings to
illuminate the parking areas and to allow for safe circulation around the subject property during
times of low natural light. Design Guidelines for the Bay Point area include regulations for
exterior lighting that are intended to minimize light intrusion from the development onto nearby
properties. The applicant has submitted a preliminary lighting plan, consistent with these
guidelines, detailing the location and type of proposed exterior lighting. Lighting fixtures would
include pole-top luminaires for walkway lighting, LED area luminaires for parking lot lighting,
and wall-mounted light fixtures mounted on the proposed buildings. Due to the proposed
landscaping including trees and shrubs throughout the property, the location of the Contra Costa
Canal adjacent to the northern property line, and SR-4 immediately south of Alves Lane, the
potential for light spillover significantly affecting neighboring parcels is limited. Nevertheless,
without mitigation, the introduction of new light sources could result in potentially significant
impacts on nighttime views. The fagade of the buildings, with stucco finish and standard-sized
windows, would not create substantial glare, therefore, upon implementation of mitigation
measures for the proposed lighting the project would have a less than significant impact on
daytime views in the vicinity of the project site.

Potential Impacts:

Without adequate design and correct installation, project lighting could spill off-site and could
result in a potentially significant adverse environmental impact due to substantial new light and
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glare on neighboring properties. Additionally, although a stucco finish would not create
substantial new glare, other building finishes (e.g., metal) could potentially result in a new
substantial impact on neighboring properties due to sunlight and daytime glare. Thus, the
following mitigation measures ensure such impacts from project lighting would have a less than
significant impact on nighttime views and daytime glare in the area.

AES-2: All outdoor lighting, including facade, yard, security, and streetlights, shall be oriented
down towards building and parking areas on the subject property.

AES-3: External illumination shall be shielded, where necessary to avoid glare and to ensure
that lighting is contained within the subject property.

AES-4: The use of highly reflective materials, including, but not limited to, glass and unfinished
metals, shall be prohibited from use.

AES-5: All exterior components of the proposed residential buildings, trash and other
enclosures, and structures within the private recreational area and dog park shall be
finished with paints or other materials with a reflectivity of less than 55 percent.

Sources of Information

Dahlin; KPFF; R3 Studios. Revised Project Plans. Received on 7 August 2020 and 30 October 2020.

Caltrans. “Scenic Highways: California State Scenic Highways.” Website and map. Accessed 29
January 2021. https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-
livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways

City of Pittsburg, Contra Costa County, & Bay Area Rapid Transit District. “Pittsburg/Bay Point
BART Station Area Specific Plan.” Adopted 18 June 2002

Contra Costa County General Plan. “Chapter 3: Land Use Element.” 2005 — 2020.
http://www.co.contra-costa.ca.us/DocumentCenter/View/30913/Ch3-Land-Use-
Element?bidid=.

Contra Costa County General Plan. “Chapter 5: Transportation and Circulation Element.” 2005-2020.
http://www.co.contra-costa.ca.us/DocumentCenter/View/30915/Ch5-Transportation-and-
Circulation-Element?bidld=.

Contra Costa County General Plan. “Chapter 9: Open Space Element.” 2005-2020.
http://www.co.contra-costa.ca.us/DocumentCenter/View/30919/Ch9-Open-Space-
Element?bidid=.

KPFF. Typical bridge section plan, water service crossing options. Received on 1 November 2021.

Staff Site Visit, 24 June 2020.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Environmental Issues Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact
2. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES — Would the project:
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Environmental Issues Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of  Statewide Importance
Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
( ) ps prep O O O <

pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract? u u u X

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section ] ] ] X
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g)?

a) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use? u u u X

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment, which due to their location or
) . L] L] Ol X
nature, could result in conversion of farmland,
to non-agricultural use?

a)

b)

SUMMARY:

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact: The project site, located in the Bay Point P-1 Planned Unit zoning district and the
Multiple Family Medium Density (MM) General Plan Land use designation, is within an “Urban
and Built-Up Land” area as shown on the California Department of Conservation’s Contra Costa
County Important Farmland 2016 map. Neither the subject property, nor those in the vicinity, are
zoned for agricultural use. The site is not under a Williamson Act contract with the County.
Additionally, the project site is not considered forest land as defined by California Public
Resources Code Section 12220(g) or timberland as defined by California Public Resources Code
Section 4526. Development of the proposed residential project would not involve substantial
changes to the existing urban environment. Therefore, the project will have no impact on
agricultural or forest resources.

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
No Impact: Please see discussion in subsection-a above.

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined

in Public Resources Code section 12220(g), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code

section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code

section 51104(g) or conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined
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in Public Resources Code section 12220(g), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g)?

No Impact: Please see discussion in subsection-a above.

d)  Would the project involve or result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

No Impact: Please see discussion in subsection-a above.

e)  Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of farmland, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact: Please see discussion in subsection-a above.

Sources of Information

Contra Costa County Code. “Title 8 — Zoning.” Accessed in 2020.
https://library.municode.com/ca/contra_costa county/codes/ordinance code?nodeld=TIT8ZO.

California Department of Conservation. “California Important Farmland Finder.” Accessed in 2020.
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Environmental Issues Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
3. AIR QUALITY — Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the O O < O
applicable air quality plan?
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an ] ] X ]
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations? u X u u
d) Result in other emissions (such as those
leading to odors) adversely affecting a ] ] X ]
substantial number of people?

SUMMARY:
a)  Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

Less Than Significant Impact: Contra Costa County is within the San Francisco Bay air basin,

which is regulated by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) pursuant to the

Spare the Air, Cool the Climate Final 2017 Clean Air Plan. The purpose of the Clean Air Plan is

to bring the air basin into compliance with the requirements of Federal and State air quality

standards and to protect the climate through the reduction of criteria pollutants and greenhouse

gases. BAAQMD has prepared CEQA Guidelines to assist lead agencies in air quality analysis,
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b)

as well as to promote sustainable development in the region. The potential air quality impacts for
this project were evaluated using the BAAQMD 2017 CEQA guidelines screening criteria,
Pursuant to these guidelines, if a project does not exceed the screening criteria size it is expected
to result in less than significant impacts to air quality.

The operational criteria pollutant screening size for the land use type “Apartment, Mid-Rise” is
494 dwelling units, and the construction-related screening size is 240 dwelling units. The
proposed 100 dwelling unit apartment complex is below the residential screening criteria for a
mid-rise apartment complex for both operational (i.e., occupancy of the residential units) and
construction-related pollutants. Furthermore, the screening criteria developed by BAAQMD
generally represent new development on greenfield sites. The proposed project is proximate to
regional transit service (i.e., BART) and could be considered an infill project in the otherwise
developed, surrounding area of Bay Point. In addition, increased density, integrating below market
rate housing, and improving pedestrian networks as proposed by this project are considered by
California Air Districts to be acceptable mitigation measures to reduce operational impacts on air
quality or greenhouse gases (California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod)). According to
BAAQMD, the expected emissions for operation or construction of infill or transit-proximate
projects would be less than for those constructed in a previously undisturbed, greenfield site.

The County’s Climate Action Plan (CAP) is designed to reduce local greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions while improving community health through consistency with the BAAQMD’s
guidance on preparing a qualified GHG reduction strategy and State Assembly Bill (AB) 32 GHG
reduction targets. To assist staff and developers with implementation of the GHG reduction
strategy, the CAP includes a development checklist (Appendix E) with strategies for project
consistency with the CAP. Such strategies include the installation of high-efficiency appliances,
insulation, electric vehicle (EV) charging stations, and locating new development within one half-
mile of a BART, Amtrak, or bus station. Staff will recommend conditions of approval to require
verification by staff of the County Building Inspection (BID) and Community Development
Division (CDD) of the project’s compliance with Appendix E standards prior to issuance of
building permits.

Therefore, the potential for the project to conflict with or obstruct implementation of BAAQMD’s
Clean Air Plan or the County’s Climate Action Plan is less than significant.

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
guality standard?

Less Than Significant Impact: As mentioned above, the proposed 100-unit apartment complex
is less than the criteria pollutant screening size determined by the BAAQMD, and thus would not
result in significant emissions of criteria air pollutants during the construction period or during
project operation. In addition, by implementing the strategies of the County CAP to reduce GHG
emissions, although the proposed project would contribute incrementally to the level of criteria
air pollutants in the atmosphere, the project would have a less than significant impact on the level
of any criteria pollutant.
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Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: The project site is bounded on the south
by SR-4 and otherwise located within an area of Bay Point that is primarily residential with
auxiliary uses such as churches. The nearest sensitive receptors (including residences and church
uses) are approximately 100 feet to the northeast, north, and northwest of the project site. The
BAAQMD’s 2017 CEQA Guidelines is a guidance document to provide lead agencies with
uniform procedures for assessing air quality impacts and preparing the air quality and greenhouse
gas sections of environmental documents for projects subject to CEQA. The CEQA Guidelines
describe the quantitation thresholds for use in determining whether operational and construction-
related activities would have significant environmental impacts, including those related to
substantial pollutant concentrations. Table 2-1 of the CEQA Guidelines identifies the air quality
thresholds of significance for project operations and construction.

CalEEMod is a statewide land use emissions computer model designed in collaboration with the
air districts of California to provide a uniform platform for quantifying potential criteria pollutants
and GHG emissions associated with construction and operational activities of land use projects.
Thus, the project, including the proposed alternative drainage plan consisting of an electric ejector
pump and a natural gas emergency generator, was evaluated using this tool. Proposed mitigation
measures and project characteristics such as the proximity of the project to regional transit service
(i.e., BART), increased density, integrating below market rate housing, and improving pedestrian
networks were considered. Based on project specific data, the proposed improvements, mitigation
measures, and default data of the CalEEMod computer model, the 100-unit apartment complex’s
projected operational emissions levels will be well below the BAAQMD’s thresholds for Reactive
Organic Gases (ROG), Nitrogen Oxides (NOx), and Particulate Matter (PM1o) as shown in the
chart below.

. Significant Emissions Rat . .
Emissions Type ! |ce(1?ons;1;ézsrl;) ns Rate Project Emissions (tons/year)*
ROG 10 0.5874
NOx 10 0.4506
PMy (exhaust) 15 0.3313
PM 5 (exhaust) 10 0.0963

*Project Emissions calculated using CalEEMod emissions computer model version 2016.3.2

Construction activities would result in localized emissions of dust and diesel exhaust that could
result in temporary impacts to sensitive receptors (e.g., nearby residences, churches). Construction
and grading activities would produce combustion emissions from various sources, including
heavy equipment engines and motor vehicles used by the construction workers. Dust would be
generated during site clearing, grading, and construction activities. The amount of dust generated
would be highly variable and would be dependent on the size of the area disturbed, amount of
activity, soil conditions, and meteorological conditions. Exhaust emissions and particulate matter
produced during construction activities are considered by the BAAQMD as less than significant
if certain control measures are implemented.
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Potential Impact:

Although temporary, grading and construction activities could have a potentially significant
adverse environmental impact on sensitive receptors during project construction. Consequently,
the applicant is required to implement the following BAAQMD, Basic Construction Mitigation
Measures during construction, as recommended by the BAAQMD to reduce construction dust and
exhaust impacts.

The following mitigations shall be included on all construction plans and implemented throughout
the construction phase of the project:

AIR-1:

AIR-2:

AIR-3:

AIR-4:

AIR-5:

AIR-6:

AIR-7:

AIR-8:

AIR-9:

AIR-10:

All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and
unpaved access roads) shall be watered two times per day.

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

All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads shall be removed using wet
power vacuum street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry power sweeping is
prohibited.

All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.

All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as soon as
possible. Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or
soil binders are used.

Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in use or
reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California airborne
toxics control measure Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of Regulations
[CCRY]). Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at all access points.

All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturer’s specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified visible
emissions evaluator.

The property owner or site contractor shall post a publicly visible sign with the
telephone number and person to contact at the lead agency regarding dust complaints.
This person shall respond and take corrective action within 48 hours. The Air District’s
phone number shall also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable regulations.

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

All contractors shall use equipment that meets the California Air Resources Board' s
(CARB) most recent certification standard for off-road heavy duty diesel engines.

Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce the impact on the sensitive receptors
during project construction to a less than significant level.
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d)

Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact: The BAAQMD’s 2017 CEQA guidelines indicate that odor
impacts can occur from two different situations: 1) siting a new odor source, or 2) siting a new
sensitive receptor (e.g., residents). Although not absolute, screening level distances between
sources and receptors are utilized by BAAQMD to identify potentially significant impacts from
malodors. Depending on the type of land use, the identified screening distance is between one and
two miles as shown on Table 3-3 of the CEQA Guidelines. These distances are to be used in
conjunction with available complaint history. For example, any odor source with five or more
confirmed complaints per year, averaged over three years, is considered to have a significant
impact on receptors within the applicable screening distance. Examples of land uses which may
potentially generate significant odors include wastewater treatment plants, landfills/composting
stations, refineries, chemical plants, etc.

Based on available County GIS data, the project site is located within two miles of land uses that
may fall under the Chemical Manufacturing land use category for odors, including, but not limited
to, the Henkel Corporation (adhesive technologies) and Criterion Catalyst Company (production
of catalyst materials for refining applications). BAAQMD is the agency that monitors and
enforces air quality regulations in the Contra Costa County area, and thus, is the agency that
receives and responds to complaints regarding odors. Although the proposed project will be
located within the screening distance of potential odor sources, the potential for the new sensitive
receptor (i.e., residents) of the proposed development being subjected to significant objectionable
odors is less than significant. This is partially due to the fact that the potential odor sources
mentioned above would be subject to the air quality regulations of the BAAQMD, who place
general limitations on odorous substances and specific emission limitations on certain odorous
compounds. Therefore, if any of the potential odor sources located within two miles of the project
site do produce odorous emissions or compounds, the BAAQMD' s enforcement of their odorous
substances standards would reduce potential objectionable odor exposure to a less than significant
level.

Sources of Information

California Emission Estimator Model (CalEEMod). 2016

Bay Area Air Quality Management District. “California Environmental Quality Act, Air Quality

Guidelines.” May 2017. http://www.baagmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-
research/ceqa/cega gquidelines may2017-pdf.pdf?la=en.

Bay Area Air Quality Management District. “Spare the Air, Cool the Climate Final, 2017 Clean Air

Plan.” Adopted 19 April 2017. http://www.baagmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-
research/plans/2017-clean-air-plan/attachment-a_-proposed-final-cap-vol-1-pdf.pdf?la=en.

Contra Costa County. “Climate Action Plan.” Adopted by the Contra Costa County Board of

Supervisors on 15 December 2015. http://www.co.contra-
costa.ca.us/DocumentCenter/View/39791/Contra-Costa-County-Climate-Action-Plan?bidld=.
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Environmental Issues Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact

4.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

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

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the u X u u
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or
federally protected wetlands (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) ] ] ] X
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or ] X ] ]
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree ] ] ] X
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat ~ Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other ] ] ] X
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

a)

SUMMARY:

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

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated: The Alves Lane corridor in Bay
Point is an urbanized area consisting primarily of single-family residential and auxiliary land uses.
The subject 3.85-acre site is currently vacant and is surrounded by other vacant lots, single-family
developments, churches, and SR-4. A portion of the Contra Costa Canal (Canal), which is an
engineered, raw-water aqueduct owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation and operated and
maintained by the Contra Costa Water District (CCWD), runs north of and adjacent to the subject
property. Although the CCWD indicates birds and aquatic species use the Canal because it is an
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open waterway, they also indicate that as a man-made raw water aqueduct for the conveyance of
water from the Delta to urban areas, it is neithera-not a natural watercourse-nor—a—refugefor

A Biological Resources Assessment (Assessment) was prepared by Olberding Environmental,
Inc. (Olberding), Wetland Regulatory Consultants, for the project site. Preparation of this report
included a review of pertinent data sources, including a query of the California Natural Diversity
Database (CNDDB) and literature on relevant background information and habitat characteristics
of the project area. In addition, a reconnaissance-level (field) survey of the property was
conducted on May 26, 2020 to assess and record the current site conditions and adjacent lands for
potential biological resources. The field survey observed existing conditions, plants and wildlife
species, adjacent land uses, soils, and potential biological resource constraints. The objectives of
the field survey were to determine the potential presence or absence of special-status species
habitat and wetland areas. The Assessment came to the following conclusions:

Special-status Plants: A query of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) showed
that seventeen special status plant species have been recorded within a 5-mile radius of the subject
property with the majority of those species occurring approximately 2.0 to 4.0 miles north of the
property within the marshland habitat surrounding Suisun Bay. Suitable habitats for these species
include alkaline and serpentine environments, chaparral, freshwater wetlands and riparian
habitats, and brackish marsh habitat, none of which are found on the subject property. The subject
property contains non-native annual grassland habitat that is frequently disturbed by property
management practices such as disking for weed abatement. This, along with the clay soils present
throughout the subject property, makes it unlikely that these special status plant species would
occur. For these reasons, a rare plant survey is not needed.

Special-status Wildlife:

Foraging or Nesting Raptor/Passerine Species — A total of seven bird species were identified
as having potential to occur on the Property in a foraging capacity only. Four species including
red-shouldered hawk, red-tailed hawk, white-tailed kite, and American kestrel had a high potential
to occur in a foraging capacity only. Ferruginous hawk, northern harrier, and Cooper’s hawk had
a moderate potential to occur in a foraging capacity only. The white-tailed kite and American
kestrel were observed foraging on the Property during the time of the survey.

Special-Status Mammals — Given the absence of suitable onsite habitat; the hoary bat and
western red bat have a low potential to occur on the Property in a foraging capacity only. No
immediate signs were present during the initial survey and although suitable roosting trees were
located on adjacent property, the lack of recent and nearby occurrences makes it unlikely that
these species will occur on the Property.

Special-Status Amphibians — Several CNDDB occurrences of California red-legged frog
(CRLF) are recorded in the vicinity of the Property. The Property lacks suitable breeding,
dispersal and foraging habitat. There were no active ground squirrels or extensive burrow
complexes on the Property that would provide suitable upland refuge habitat for these species.
Additionally, the Property is surrounded by developments and SR-4, making dispersal from
known occurrences unlikely. For these reasons CRLF is presumed absent from the Property.
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Special-Status Reptiles — There is one historical CNDDB occurrence of the Western pond turtle
within four miles of the Property. 2 ne :
#The lack of aquatic habltat W|th|n the Property, along W|th the absence
of sandy soils for nesting made the Property unsuitable for western pond turtle. Additionally, the
fencing bordering the Property and adjacent land act as barriers to movement which would prevent
potential dispersal from the nearby Contra Costa Canal. Therefore, The western pond turtle was
identified-as-havinga-has a low potential to occur on the Property—Ferthesereasons—western

pond-turtle-is-presumed-absent,

Special-Status Invertebrates — Two historical CNDDB occurrences of western bumble bee were
recorded within the vicinity of the Property. Due to lack of floral resources, recent nearby
occurrences, and small mammal burrows for nesting and overwintering within the Property, the
western bumble bee is presumed absent.

Potential Impacts — Special Status Birds:

According to the Assessment prepared by Olberding, the potential for the proposed project to have
a substantial adverse effect on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife Service is unlikely or of low probability. However,
construction, grading, and excavation activities have the potential to impact potentially occurring
nesting birds.

Thus, implementation of the following mitigation measure would bring potential project-related
impacts on special status birds to less than significant levels:

BIO-1: Pre-Construction Avian Survey — If project construction-related activities would take
place during the nesting season (February through August), preconstruction surveys for
nesting passerine birds and raptors (birds of prey) within the Property and the large trees
within the adjacent area should be conducted by a competent biologist no more than
five (5) days prior to the commencement of site grading or construction activities.
If any bird listed under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act is found to be nesting within the
project site or within the area of influence, an adequate protective buffer zone should
be established by a qualified biologist to protect the nesting site. This buffer shall be a
minimum of 75 feet from the project activities for passerine birds, and a minimum of
200 feet for raptors. The distance shall be determined by a competent biologist based
on the site conditions (topography, if the nest is in a line of sight of the construction and
the sensitivity of the birds nesting). The nest site(s) shall be monitored by a competent
biologist periodically to see if the birds are stressed by the construction activities and if
the protective buffer needs to be increased. Once the young have fledged and are flying
well enough to avoid project construction zones (typically by August), the project can
proceed without further regard to the nest site(s).

Potential Impacts — Aquatic Life/Habitat:

While birds and aquatic species use the Canal because it is an open waterway, as a man-made raw
water aqueduct it is neithernot a natural watercourse ner—-a-and may not be suitable refuge or
habitat for sensitive habitatsspecies. However, there is the potential for the project to adversely
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b)

d)

affect aquatic life or raw water quality within the adjacent Canal due to runoff or debris during
construction, grading, and excavation activities.

In addition to implementation of mitigation measures HYD-1 through HYD-3, implementation
of the following mitigation measure would bring potential project-related impacts on biological
resources and raw water quality to less than significant levels:

BIO-2: Erosion Control — Prior to any ground disturbance, the appropriate best
management practices (BMPs) for erosion and sediment control including, but not
limited to, a silt construction fence, hay bales, and placement of straw mulch shall be
installed around the construction site. No drainage, project runoff, or debris may enter
the Contra Costa Canal or U.S. Bureau of Reclamation property. After construction,
hydro seeding of exposed soils shall be completed as identified in the Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated: Please see discussion in
subsection-a above.

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact: The U.S. Army Corp of Engineers (Corps) and the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) are two of the primary Federal agencies which enforce the Clean Water Act and
administer the associated permitting program. As such, these agencies define wetland as areas that
are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to
support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically
adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Although a portion of the Contra Costa Canal runs
north of and adjacent to the subject property, there are no streams or creeks on the subject property.
The Canal is an engineered (man-made) raw water aqueduct for the conveyance of water from the
Delta to urban areas and thus is neither a natural watercourse nor a state or federally protected
wetland environment. Additionally, according to the assessment by Olberding Environmental,
Inc., the subject property lacks evidence of all three parameters (wetland soils, hydrology, and
vegetation) that are used to determine the existence of wetlands. Therefore, the subject property
does not contain wetlands/waters that may be considered jurisdictional by the Corps, the EPA, the
California Department of Fish & Wildlife, or the Regional Water Quality Control Board; and thus,
the proposed project would have no impact or substantial adverse effect on a federally protected
wetland.

Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of wildlife nursery sites?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated: Please see discussion in
subsection-a above.
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f)

Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact: The Contra Costa County Tree Protection and Preservation Ordinance provides for
the protection of certain trees by regulating tree removal while allowing for reasonable
development of private property. There are no trees on the subject property, therefore, the project
will have no impact relating to tree resources and has no potential to conflict with the County Tree
Ordinance.

Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

No Impact: The East Contra Costa County Habitat Conservation Plan/Natural Community
Conservation Plan (ECCC HCP/NCCP) was adopted by the County in October of 2006. The
purpose of this plan is to provide a framework to protect natural resources while streamlining the
environmental permitting process for impacts to covered special status species within the rapidly
expanding region of Eastern Contra Costa. The proposed project site is located within an area of
Contra Costa County that is covered by the ECCC HCP/NCCP, however, the project is exempt
from HCP/NCCP Ordinance No. 2007-53 because the area is mapped as urban and no further
action is deemed necessary. Thus, the project would not conflict with any conservation plan.

Sources of Information

Contra Costa Water District. “Comments on the Alves Lane Apartments Project Initial Study

(CDDP20-03011).” Letter. 25 June 2021.

East Contra Costa County Habitat Conservancy. “Proposed project, County File Number DP20-3011.”

Agency Comment Response Letter. 2 June 2020.

Olberding Environmental, Inc. “Biological Resources Analysis Report for the Alves Lane Property.”

Prepared for Meta Housing Corporation. June 2020

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Environmental Issues Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact
CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursuant to ] X ] ]
§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource ] X ] ]
pursuant to §15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries? o b o o

a)

SUMMARY:

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.5?
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Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: A prior EIR prepared for the
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station Area Specific Plan indicates that no specific cultural resources
are known to occur within the Specific Plan area. In addition, Study # 11896 (Morgan and
Zimmerman), covering approximately 30% of the proposed project area, identified no cultural
resources, and, according to comments received from the California Historical Resources
Information System (CHRIS), there is a low possibility that the proposed project area contains
unrecorded resources. Thus, no further study of archeological resources is recommended at this
time. In addition, according to CHRIS, the 1953 USGS Honker Bay 7.5’ quad map depicts an
unrecorded building in the project area, which, if present, would meet the Office of Historical
Preservation’s minimum age standard (45 years or older) for considering historical value.
However, staff observed during a site visit on June 24, 2020 that the project site is completely
devoid of buildings and structures, and the County has no records of any building being present
on the subject property.

Potential Impacts:

Although prior studies indicate that there are no specific cultural resources known either in the
Specific Plan area or on the project site, there is nevertheless a potential for previously unknown
cultural resources to be uncovered during the construction phase of the project.

The following mitigation measures will ensure that in the event cultural resources are discovered,
the proper actions are taken to reduce the adverse environmental impacts to cultural resources to
a less than significant level:

CUL-1: Should archaeological materials be uncovered during grading, trenching, or other on-
site excavation(s), all earthwork within 50 feet, or a larger distance as determined
necessary by a qualified archaeologist, of the materials shall be stopped until a qualified
archeologist certified by the Society for California Archaeology (SCA) and/or the
Society of Professional Archaeology (SOPA), and the Native American Tribe that has
requested consultation and/or demonstrated interest in the project has had an
opportunity to evaluate the significance of the find, and, if deemed necessary, suggest
appropriate mitigation(s).

CUL-2: If any significant cultural materials such as artifacts, human burials, or the like are
encountered during construction operations, such operations shall cease within 10 feet
of the find, the Community Development Division (CDD) shall be notified within 24
hours, and a qualified archaeologist contacted and retained for further
recommendations. Significant cultural materials include, but are not limited to,
aboriginal human remains, chipped stone, groundstone, shell and bone artifacts,
concentrations of fire cracked rock, ash, charcoal. Historical materials can include
wood, stone, concrete, or adobe footings, walls and other structural remains; debris-
filled wells or privies; and deposits of wood, glass ceramics, and other refuse.

CUL-3: Appropriate mitigation of any discovered cultural resources may include monitoring of
further construction and/or systematic excavation of the resources. Any artifacts or
samples collected as part of the initial discovery, monitoring, or mitigation phases shall
be properly conserved, catalogued, evaluated, and curated, and a report shall be
prepared documenting the methods, results, and recommendations. The report shall be
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b)

submitted to the Northwest Information Center and appropriate Contra Costa County
agencies.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.5?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: Please see discussion in subsection-a
above.

Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: The project record does not have any
prior cultural resource studies being conducted at the subject property which indicates that human
remains exist at the subject property.

Potential Impact:

Nevertheless, there is a possibility that human remains could be present, and that accidental
discovery could occur.

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the potential to disturb any
human remains, including those outside of formal cemeteries, to a less than significant level:

CUL-4: Should human remains be uncovered during grading, trenching, or other on-site
excavation(s)