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Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.

SCH #: 2022030810

Project Title: Carnegie SVRA General Plan Update, Preliminary General Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Report

Lead Agency: Department of Parks and Recreation

Contact Name: Katie Metraux

Katie.Metraux@parks.ca.gov 916-708-3485

Email: Phone Number:

Livermore/Tracy, Alameda/San Joaquin
City County

Project Location:

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

See the Notice of Availability for the complete project description. State Parks is developing a General Plan (GP) Update
for Carnegie SVRA in accordance with Public Resources Code 85002.2 referencing GP guidelines and §21000 et seq.
concerning the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).The purpose of the GP Update is to provide a
comprehensive framework for future Park development and use, and to provide management objectives for the Park
identify formal boundaries, and make recommendations for the classification of all of the Park’s acreage. The GPUpdate
will also contain goals and guidelines that guide Carnegie SVRA management and provide long-term direction for the
development of future facilities. Given that a previous General Plan/EIR is in place, adopted in 1981, this GP Update is
more specific than other similar SVRA General Plans where no prior General Plan exists. The location and extent of
future facility upgrades or additional projects are also described in the GP Udpate and the associated impacts are
analyzed in the General Plan Update EIR. If approved, the GP Update will supersede the 1981 General Plan and guide
long-term and day-to-day management at Carnegie SVRA.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

Section 3.3, “Air Quality,” of this EIR, the following impacts would be significant and unavoidable during General Plan
operations only, because no feasible mitigation measures currently exist to reduce these impacts to a
less-than-significant level (the corresponding construction-related impacts would be less than significant with
implementation of General Plan goals and guidelines that include avoidance and minimization measures that would
reduce impacts during project construction): Impact 3.3-1, “Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan.” Mitigation Measures: No feasible mitigation measures currently exist for directly treating emissions from
OHYV recreation, given the predominantly undeveloped, hilly area of the planning area where water sources are limited
and water and dust-suppressant application trucks would produce significant additional emissions of exhaust and fugitive
PM dust. Without any feasible mitigation measures to minimize the potentially significant operational impact, the impact
would be significant and unavoidable. Impact 3.2-2, “Cumulatively Considerable Net Increase of Any Criteria Pollutant for
Which the Project Region is Nonattainment Under an Applicable Federal or State Ambient Air Quality Standard.”
Mitigation Measures: As discussed in Impact 3.3.-1, no feasible mitigation measures currently exist for directly treating
fugitive dust emissions from OHV recreation, given the predominantly undeveloped, mountainous area of the planning
area where water sources are limited and water and dust-suppressant application trucks would produce significant
additional emissions of exhaust and fugitive PM dust. Without any feasible mitigation measures to minimize the
potentially significant operational impact, the impact would be significant and unavoidable.
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continued

If applicable, describe any of the project's areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

The following areas of known controversy were identified for the Carnegie SVRA General Plan and were taken into
consideration during the development of the General Plan goals and guidelines: Relationship with neighbor,

Limited visitor facilities, Effect of OHV use on the views from Tesla Road/Corral Hollow Road and on aerial imagery,
Noise levels from existing and potential OHV use, On-site erosion and sedimentation, Fire safety during dry California
summers, Cultural resources, including historic-era and prehistoric sites, and protection and preservation of sensitive
biological resources in portions of Carnegie SVRA, including aquatic resources from recreational use.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

California Department of Parks and Recreation
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
State Lands Commission

Natural Resources Agency
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