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SCH #:

2010122013 (Supplemental)

Project Title:

HAYWARD MAINTENANCE COMPLEX PHASE 2 PROJECT

Lead Agency: San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)
Contact Name:
Email:

Aidin Sarabi

asarabi@bart.gov

Phone Number:

510-817- 5960

Project Location: Hayward, Alameda County
City

County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District proposes to construct the Hayward Maintenance Complex Phase 2
Project (HMC2 Project), an element of the HMC Project. The HMC2 Project includes two major components – the East
Storage Yard and the Northern Mainline Connector. The East Storage Yard would include vehicle storage for
approximately 250 BART vehicles, as well as ancillary wayside and maintenance facilities. The Northern Mainline
Connector would consist of a new trackway connection between the East Storage Yard and the BART mainline trackway.
The East Storage Yard improvements were evaluated in the 2011 IS/MND; however, several key features were not fully
addressed or developed in the 2011 IS/MND; these features, along with the Northern Mainline Connector, comprise the
HCM2 Project.
The proposed Project would be located within the existing BART Hayward Maintenance Complex at 95 Whipple Road
and along BART right-of-way north of Industrial Parkway in the City of Hayward, Alameda County, California.
Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
The proposed project has the potential to impact several special-status species for which suitable habitat is present in
the project area. With implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-2 and BIO-3, identified in the 2011 IS/MND and new
Mitigation Measures BIO-5 through BIO-7, no new impacts or substantially more severe impacts to special-status wildlife
species would occur. Additionally, the proposed Project has the potential to impact riparian habitat within CDFW’s
jurisdiction and wetlands and drainages within the jurisdiction of the USACE and the RWQCB. With implementation of
Mitigation Measures BIO-8 and BIO-9, potential impacts to riparian communities and wetlands would be reduced to a
less-than-significant level. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-4, identified in the 2011 IS/MND, would reduce
potential impacts related to tree removal to a less-than-significant level. Because the proposed Project includes
excavation, it has the potential to impact unknown buried archaeological resources and human remains. With
implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1 and CR-2, identified in the 2011 IS/MND, potential impacts to previously
undiscovered archaeological resources or human remains would be less than significant. The installation of a crossover
north of Industrial Parkway will generate an approximate 5 dBA noise level increase for sensitive receptors.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure NO-6, which requires construction of a 5-foot high sound wall (above top of rail)
that extends 150 feet south and 150 feet north of the crossover, would reduce this impact to a less than significant level.
In addition, implementation of mitigation measures identified in Section 8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials; Section 3,
Air Quality: and Section 12, Noise, of the 2011 IS/MND would reduce potential impacts to a less than significant level.
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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 Lead Agency is not aware of any areas of controversy for the project.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
• State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
• Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)
• United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
• California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)
• Hayward Area Recreation and Park District (HARD)

