Appendix D-1
Contra Costa County General Plan EIR
Impacts and Mitigation Summary



TABLE 2-1
SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.1

4.1-1

4.1-2

LAND USE, ZONING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT

The draft General Plan, Land Use Policies, Land Use
Map/Urban Limit Line (ULL) substantially changes the
existing pattern of land use in Contra Costa County by
concentrating population and growth within a specific
boundary and preserving land outside the ULL for open
space.

The draft General Plan Land Use Element proposes land
use policy changes that would conflict with existing or
proposed uses at the periphery of the area general plans or
local land use plans.

4.1-1

4.1-1(a)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Land Use Element Policies 3-5 through 3-12 will lessen this
impact but not reduce it to a less than significant level.

Additionai Mitigation Measures

4.1-1(b)

4.1-1(c)

4.1-1(d)

4.1-2

4.1-2(a)

The County should develop Draft General Plan requirements
which mandate memoranda of understanding (MOU) with
local government jurisdictions where potential conflicts exist
between the ULL and urban uses. This could be in the lorm
of "preserve agreements” such as those with Briones Hills or
the City of 5an Ramon regarding public service/development
agreements.

The County should encourage LAFCO, to the extent
consistent with is autherity, 1o develop annexation criteria
that would consider the consistency of a proposed annexation
with the ULL program standards and the growth
management standards.

The County should consider establishing county-wide
programs and support of non-profit organizations for the
development of open space easements, conservation
easements, transfer of development rights, agricultural
mitigation fees, subdivision/cluster developments, establishing
an Open Space/Agricultural Trust Fund, and mechanisms for
preferential tax treatment, and direct purchase/leaseback.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

During project review (of the Draft General Plan) require
that proposed uses on the edges of land use designations be
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

evaluated to ensure compatibility with adjacent planned uses
(Implementation Measure 3-a).

Additional Mitigation Measures

4.1-2(b)

4.1-2(c)

4.1-2(d)

4.1-2(e)

4.1-2(6)

The County General Plan Land Use Map should be changed
1o reflect all recently adopted General Plan amendments and
Area General Plans by the County.

The County shall conduct a study of minimum parcel sizes
in agricultural districts needed to implement General Plan
policies and adopt such parcel sizes.

The County shall re-zone the properties that are proposed
by the draft County General Plan for changes in land use
designation, as appropriate 1o ensure Zoning/General Plan
conformity.

The County shall re-examine all zoning of properties in the
unincorporated area and re-zone properties to remove any
General Plan/zoning nonconformities, especially in the
Oakley-North Brentwood, El Sobrante, West Pittsburg, and
Bethel Island areas.

A new land use district should be created to conform with
the definition of the Delta Recreation and Resources land
use designation, and a new district should be added (or the
existing A-3 district could be significantly modified) 1o
regulate uses in the Agriculiural Core area of East County,
consistent with the Plan’s definition of this designation.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

The proposed draft General Plan would require the
modification of existing zoning ordinances and zoning
designations, thereby, causing inconsistencies with existing
uses.

4.1-3(b)

4.1-3(¢)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Revise the County Zoning Ordinance and other ordinances
as needed to conform with the land use designations included
in this General Plan {(e.g, detete the F-R, U, A-1, and F-1
zoning districls; create a new Commercial Recreation
district.) (lmplementation Mecasure 3-a}.

o Amend the R-40 district 1o require a minimum [ot size
of 43,560 square feet; create new multiple family district(s)
{Implementation Measure 3-s).

o Define auto dismantling activity in the County Zoning
Ordinance as an industrial use, and confine its fulure
development o designated industrial  areas
(Implementation Measure 3-aa).

o Create a new zoning district for County airports simifar
to the Planned Unit (P-1) District zone which provides for
public review of on-site projecs, and rezone both airports
to that district (Implemenlation Measure 5-aj).

o Creale a new zoning district 1o regulate private land use
on the two public airports (Implementation Measure
3-am).

o Review the County Ordinance Code 1o ensure that farm
worker and farm family member housing are permitied in
agricuitural areas (Implementation Measure 6-bz).

Modify Implementation Measure 3(ab) as follows:

Review and revise all districts defined jn the Zoning
Ordinance to ensure that the regulations do not allow uses
in the districts that are inconsistent with this General Plan.

Amend the County Zoning Ordinance (o include a
"Significant Ecological Resources Area” combining district.
Apply 1he district to all properties mapped within a
significant ecological resource area as defined in (a) above,
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.1-3(d)

4.1-3(e)

4.1-3(DH

4.1-3(g)

Include in the regulations of the combining district the
provisions of (d), (e), (I}, {g), and (h) above. Also include in
the provisions of the combining district performance criteria
and standards which shall apply to projects within the district
(Implementation Measure 8-k).

Modify the agricultural zoning districts to allow agricultural
service businesses and uses in agriculturally designated areas
as follows (Implementation Measure 8-s):

o Small agricultural service businesses, which can be defined
as a home occupation, are permissible in all agricultural
designations;

o Larger agricultural service businesses which have more
than one employee but are clearly subordinate to on-site
production activities, and which occupy less than 1/2 acre
of land and do not adversely affect agricultural production
in the area, may be permissible in all agricultural
designations, subject 1o issuance of a land use permit;

o Agricultural service businesses that occupy more than one-
haif acre of land and are not subordinate o on-site
production - activities will require rezoning with a
"Agricultural Service Combining District” overlay.}

Review and revise, as necessary, minimum lot size standards
in agricuitural zoning districts to be consistent with the goals
and policies in this General Plan (Implementation Measure
B-u).

Rezone designated mineral resource areas 1o stringent
agricultural zoning designations (A-20, A-40, or A-80) to
protect them {or future recovery and from incompatible land
uses (Implementation Measure 8-bl).

Establish a buffer zone around designated resource areas
which will be rezoned to restrictive agricultural zones of A-
2t} A-40 or A-80 (Implementation Measure 8-bm).
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Mitigation Measures

4.1-3(h)

4.1-3(0)

4.1-3())

4.1-3(k)

4.1-3(1)

Additional Mitigation Measures

The County Zoning Ordinance should be amended as needed
to conform with the General Plan categories, and 10 delete
inappropriate uses from agricultural, residential, commercial,
and industrial districts.

The County should determine specific uses to be added to
be added to the Zoning Ordinance as permitted (or
permitted conditionally);  delete inappropriate uses not
defined under the draft plan. All of the agricultural districts,
except the A-3 and A-4 districts, should be modified to
conditionally allow farm equipment repair and welding (as
well as other small agricultural service businesses); small
tasting rooms; improved campgrounds; and "bed and
breakfast” inns of five or fewer bedrooms which are on lots
of 20 acres or more,

All of the existing agricultural zoning districts should be
modified 10 delete currently allowed conditional uses which
are not defined as appropriate in the draft General Plan,
such as hospitals, medical and dental offices, and commercial
radio and television receiving and transmitting facilities. In
the General Agriculture A-2 district, uses that may require
urban services such as community buildings, fraternal clubs,
and public or private schools should also be deleted.

Two new zoning districts should be created, or existing
districts should be significantly modified, to conform with the
intended uses of the Agricultural Core and the Delia
Recreation General Plan designations.

In order 10 resoive the existing zoning/plan inconsistency in
the Delta area, a new zoning district should be created and
adopted allowing the specific agricultural and low density
recreational uses defined in the draft plan for the Delta
Recreation and Resources designation, and excluding all
other uses.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.1-3(m) As an additional recommended implementation measure, the

4.1-3(n)

4.1-3(0)

4.1-3(p)

41:3(q)

4.1-3(1)

County should conduct an in-depth study of the issue of
farm worker and farm family member housing and
recommend specific changes to the zoning and other County
ordinances.

All of the existing commercial and residential zoning districts
should be modified to delete uses such as hospitals, medical
and dental offices, greenhouses or commercial nurseries, and
commercial radio and television receiving and transmitting
facilities. In the existing General Commercial (C) and Retail
Business (R-B) zoning districts, uses such as muitiple family
housing, manufacturing research activities, and industrial uses
such as sheet metal shops, contractor’s yards, warehouses and
freight terminals shouid also be deleted as allowable uses.

The Retail Business and Special Retail Business districts (R-
B and Special R-B), Neighborhood Business and Planaed
Neighborhood Business districts (N-B and Planned N-B), and
Community Business district {C-B) should be consclidated
from five districts into one or two districts.

In a similar fashion the overlapping regulations of the
Administrative Office (A-O) and Limited Office (O-1)
districts should be revised and consolidated into one district.
Inappropriate uses now allowed in the Limited Office district
should be deleted.

The two heavy industrial zoning districts currently employed
in the County Code should be revised to be consistent with
the new General Plan requiring new permit requirements, or
else the draft plan measure should be deleted.

The Heavy Industrial (H-1) and Controlled Heavy Industrial
(W-3) zoning districts should be consolidated into a single
district, unless there is a public purpose to be served by
different conditional permitting requirements in different
unincorporated industrial areas.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.1-4

4.1-5

4.1-6

The pace of growth in the unincorporaled County areas
could be slowed, constrained, or subject to a phasing
program and would intensify population growth in the
incorporated city population.

The growth management program could increase the
development standards of housing projects to the extent that
the housing demand could exceed supply, creating displaced
populations.

Conflicts could occur with the Contra Costa County
Transportation Authority’s pending Growth Management
Element.

4.1-4(b)

4.1-5

4.1-5(a)

4.1-6

4.1-6(a)

4.1-6(b)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft Geperal Plan

The County’s growth management program includes an
annual review of land supply and monitoring; infrastructure
constraints/funding analysis will be performed every five
years,

The prowth management program will be stringenily
coordinated with local government plans 1o facilitate the
growth planned within the cities spheres of influences and
buffer zones.

Additional Mitgation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Infrasiructure and housing needs will be evaluated annually,
and the five year review period of the program will coincide
with the five year review of the housing program, helping to
facilitate the housing needs of growth population areas in the
County.

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measure proposed by the Draft General Plan

Performance standards relating 1o traffic levels of service, air
quality, etc. will be consistent with those mandated by
Measure C and the County Transportation Authority.

Additional Mitigation Measures

Actively participate in the development of the Contra Costa
Cour: ™ nortation Authority’s development of the Model
Grow sement Element.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.2

4.2-1

42-2

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

A total of approximately 3,895 acres of prime (Class | and
i1y and 4,904 acres of non-prime agricultural land in East
Contra Costa County fand would be converied to urban uses,
and consequently lost for agricultural projection, due 10
adoption of the draft County General Plan.

Loss through conversion to urban uses of approximately
2,850 acres of prime agricultural lands (Class I and 1 soils)
in the unincorporated areas within the Brentwood Sphere of
Influence and of approximately 645 acres of prime
agricultural lands within the Oakley planning area would
occur due to the adoption of the draft County General Plan.

4.1-6(c)

4.2-1

4.2-1(a)

42-1(b)

4.2-1(c)

4.2-1(d)

4.2-1{e)

4.2-2

4.2-2(a)

Review and, if necessary, modify the Growth Management
Element following adoption of the Contra Costa County
Transportation Authority’s Model Growth Management
Element.

Mitigations Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Urban development in the future shall take place within
areas designated by this plan for urban growth. (Policy 8-
32y

Agriculture shall be protected to assure a balance in land
use. (Policy 8-33)

The County shall encourage agriculture 10 continue operating
adjacent to developing urban areas. (Policy 8-34)

Detach land in agricultural production not planned for
development from any special taxing districts which are
intended 1o serve urban needs, such as sewage treatment and
hospital districts. (Measure 8-f)

Encourage owners of agricultural land to enter the
Agricultural Preserve Program. (Measure 8-bc)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

None.

Additiona) Mitigation Measuyes

The "Agricultural Core" designation should be retained from
the current County General Plan for approximately 2,235
acres of prime land in the northern Brentwood Sphere.
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Mitigation Measures

4.2-3

424

4.2-5

Adoption of the dralt General Plan would create a loss of
approximaltely 375 acres of prime agricaliural lands (Class
[ and I soils) in the North Richmond area. Additionally,
there would be an increased pressure on 30 acres of existing
nursery operations, which are designated "Agriculiural
Lands,” to convert 1o urban uses.

Loss through conversion 1o urban uses of approximately 480
acres of non-prime agricultural lands within the Oakley
planning area, in the Westside area of San Ramon, and in
other smaller areas of the County,

Adoption of the draft General Plan would result in increased
pressure on remaining agricultural land in the Couniy 10
convert to urban uses due 10 speculation and the growth-

4.2-2(b) The "Agricultural Core" designation shouid be retained from

4.2-2(c)

4.2-3

4.2-3

4.2-4

4.2-5

the current County General Plan for approximately 615 acres
of prime land in the southern and eastern Brentwood Sphere.

The "Light Industry” and "M8" designations proposed for 438
acres of predominanily prime land north of Cypress Road
and east of the ATSF tracks should be deleted and
redesignate the area (0 an agricultural category, unless the
County makes a finding overrinding consideration that the
industry, housing, public water access and community
center/park needs for the community of Oakley outweigh the
need to preserve farmland in this location. Redesignate the
"Muitiple Family" designation on 90 acres bounded by the
ATSF tracks and Marsh Creek channel 1o an agricultural
category, unless the County adopts a policy that the housing
need outweighs the need to preserve farmland in this
location.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Large contiguous areas of the County should be encouraged
to remain in agricultural production, as long as economically
viable. (Policy 8-30)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.
Miligation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

None

Addjtional Mitigation Measure

4.2.4 The area should be designated as "Agricultural Lands"
to prevent loss of agricultural land to urbanization.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.2-6

inducing impacts of planned housing and residential growth,
especially in East County.  Continued fragmentation
{(subdivision) of parcels in agricultural areas may also occur
due to the processing of applications according to existing
5-acre minimum parcel size requirement.

Land use and other conflicts between agricultural and urban
uses, especially in urban-rural fringe areas may increase with
the adoption of the draft County General Plan.

4.2-5(a)

42-5(h)

4.2-5(¢)

4.2-5(d)

4.2-6

4.2-6(a)

4.2-6(b)

Discourage applications for major subdivisions of agricultural
lands. Where such applications are accepted for processing,
require concurrent application for rezoning of such lands to
the Planned Unit Development District.  Require deed of
development rights to prevent further subdivision. (Measure
§-aa}

Review and revise, as necessary, minimum lot size standards
in agricultural zoning districts within the Urban Limit Line
10 be consistent with the goals and policies in this General
Plan. Minimum lot sizes for prime productive agricultural
soils (Class 1 and II) shall be set at 40 acres outside the
Urban Limit Line. (Measure 8-ae)

To reduce adverse impacts on agricultural and environmental
vatues and urban costs 1o taxpayers, scaltered development
and major subdivisions in outlying areas shall be discouraged.
(Policy 8-30, 8-31)

Requests for subdivisions of land designated for Agriculture
or open space uses shall be reviewed for consistency with the
plan with many stringent criteria (Policy 8-y followed with 13
implementation measures),

Additional Mitigation Measure

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Urban development shall be required 1o establish effective
buffers between them and land planned for agricultural uses
(policy 8-35). The plan also includes ten implementation
programs specifying the construction of natural or
constructed buffers, such as fences or adequate setbacks, for
new development adjacent 10 agricultural operations as well
as other programs (page 8-29,30}).

Prepare and adopt a "Right 1o Farm”™ ordinance which clearly
protects ranchers and farmers within an agricultural district,
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Mitigation Measures

4.2.7

Pressure on remaining agricultural land in the County to
connect 1o urban uses due to the growth-inducing impacts of
planned infrastructure improvements, especially roadways and
other facilities in East County may increase with the
adoption of the draft County General Plan.

427

4.2-7(a)

4.2-7(b)

4.2-7(c)

4.2-7(d)

require an agricultural notification statement in the property
deeds for all new residential lots created in or adjacent (0
planned agriculiural districts {Measures 8-ar and 8-ap).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Drafi General Plan

Water and sewer services 10 the East Counly airporl will be
limited to serve only the airport properties; utilities will not
serve growth on the adjacent properties. (Policies 5-49 and
5-50)

Discourage the construction of growth-inducing highways and
roads serving areas outside LAFCO designated Spheres of
Influence, unless the growih-inducing impacts of the project
have been mitigated. Highways built in non-urban areas
should limit access 10 what is necessary 10 serve planned land
uses and emergency needs. (Measure 8-aj

Detach land in agricultural production snot planped for
development from any special taxing districts which are
intended 10 serve urban needs, such as sewage treatment and
hospital districis;  allow water lines and other urban
infrastructure which must be constructed across agricultural
properties outside LAFCO-designated Spheres of Influence
in order 1o serve parks, other open space uses or existing
urban development, of a size as needed to serve the open
space or existing urban uses. Do not require adjacent
property owners {0 pay for the service, and mitigate to an
insignificant level any identified growth-inducing impacts of
the project (Measure 8-af, 8-aq and 8-w).

Additional Mitigation Measures

The Dehia Expressway and Vasco Road replacement should
have restricted access, and incorporaie other siting and
design features identified in existing project-specific
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Mitigation Measures

4.3

4.3-1

POPULATION, HOUSING, AND EMPLOYMENT

The adoption of the draft Generai Plan would allow for
potential growth of about 77906 new housing units and
about 145206 new residents by the end of the planning
period.

42-7(e)

4.2-7()

43-1

4.3-1

environmental documents.  The loss of 260 acres of
agricultural fand due to the Delta Expressway is unavoijdable
if this project is approved as proposed.

The land use map should be amended to designate the extent
of land to be acquired by the County for the East Contra
Costa County Airport near Byron as "Public/Semi-Public”
upon acquisition.

The following policies and implementation programs should
be added to the General Plan as recommended by the
Agricultural Task Force:

Minimize the impact of public facilities
planned in East County by consolidating
those facilities into a transportation
corridor.

Policy:

Implementation: Encourage public agencies and utilities 1o
coordinate projects within existing and
proposed transportation corridors.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Housing infill shall be supported and stimulated where the
jobs/housing ratio shows an overabundance of jobs to
housing. (Policy 3-1)

Job infill shall be supported and stimulated where the
jobs/housing ratio shows an overabundance of housing 1o

jobs. (Policy 3-2)

Areas experiencing rapid urban growth shall be developed so
as to provide a balance of new residential and employment
opportunities. {(Policy 3-3)
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Financing mechanisms shall be developed which spread the
costs of facititating jobs/housing balance between existing and
new development. (Policy 3-4)

The predominantly single-family character of substanually
developed portions of the County shall be retained.
Multiple-family housing shall be dispersed throughout the
County and not concentrated in singie iocations. Multipie-
family housing shall generally be located in proximity 10
facilities such as arterial roads, ftransit corridors, and
shopping areas. (Policy 3-18)

Housing opportunities for all income fevels shall be created.
(Policy 3-19)

A diversity of living options shall be permitied while
ensuring community compatibility and quality residential
development. (Policy 3-20)

Housing opportunities shall be improved through
encouragement of distinct  styles, desirable amenities,
attractive design and enhancement of neighborhood identity,
(Policy 3-21)

Innovation in site planning and design of housing
developments shall be encouraged in order to upgrade quality
and efficiency of residential living arrangements and to
protect the surrounding environment. (Policy 3-22)

Efforts 10 maintain and rehabilitate existing dwelling units
in established neighborhood areas shall be supported.

(Policy 3-23)

Existing residential neighborhoods shail be protected from
incompatible land uses and traffic levels exceeding adopted
service standards. (Policy 3-24)

New residential development shail be accommodated only
in areas where it will avoid creating severe adverse impacts
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4.3-3

The adoption of the draft General Plan would concentrate
population in urban areas within urban limit lines which
prevent intensive development and could preclude extension
of urban services and facilities outside them.

The adoption of the draft General Plan would allow
potential growth of over 77,716 jobs from development of
over 7.78 million square feet of commercial and industrial
floor area.

4.3

-2

upon the environment and upon the existing community.
{Policy 3-25)

New housing projects shall be located on stable and secure
lands or shall be designed to mitigate adverse or potentially
adverse conditions. Residential densities of conventional
construction shall generally decrease as the slope increases.
(Policy 3-26)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested,

Mitigation Mcasures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

None required; see also Mitigation Measure 4.3-1

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested,

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Housing infill shall be supported and stimulated where the
jobs/ housing ratio shows an overabundance of jobs to
housing. (Policy 3-1)

Job infill shall be supported and stimulated where the
jobs/housing ratio shows an overabundance of housing to
jobs. (Policy 3-2)

A variety of appropriately-sized, weil-located employment
areas shall be planned in order that industrial and
commercial activities can contribute to the continued
economic welfare of the people of the County and 1o the
stable economic and tax bases of the County and the various
cities.  (Policy 3-27)
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Employment centers in the County area shall be designed o
be compatible with the nature of the surrounding area.
(Policy 3-28)

Commercial areas of appropriate size and location shall be
provided to accommodale the needs of the present and
anticipated population in each subregion or community of
the County. (Policy 3-29)

Well-defined commercial areas orieated to community
shopping shall be provided in the County. (Policy 3-30)

Local shopping facilities shall be distributed and spaced at
intervals 1o accommodate the requirements of residential
neighborhoods, minimize travel times, and reduce energy
costs. (Policy 3-31)

The limits of business areas shall be established, where
practical, by the use of boundaries set by creeks, major roads,
significant changes in topography, and other physical features
in order to avoid conflicts and provide a buffer between
commercial and nearby residential uses. (Policy 3-32)

New areas of strip commercial development shall be
discouraged except as provided in this plan. ("Strip
commercial” shall be generally defined as commercial
development of shallow depth limiled 10 the parcels fronting
on a streel and extending in a linear manner for a
considerable distance). (Policy 3-33)

New local convenience shopping shall generally be located
at the intersections of major streets and highways. Such uses
shall be discouraged on more than two corners of an
intersection. (Policy 3-34)

Business and professional office development shall be
encouraged in areas designated for commercial land use
within shopping areas and where a transition or buffer use
15 appropriate between commercial and residential areas.
{(Policy 3-35)
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43-4

The updated Contra Costa County General Plan would have
significant adverse impacts on housing affordability in the
County during the planning period.

4.3-4

4.3.4(a)

Existing employment areas shall be improved to create better
pedestrian circulation, bicycle paths and adequate parking.
(Policy 3-36)

Adaptive reuse of structures (i.e. remodeling or upgrading
original commercial and industrial buildings) shall be
encouraged. (Policy 3-37)

The continuing orderly development of research facilities,
regional offices, and light industrial uses shall be encouraged
in designated areas in order 10 improve the economic base
and provide local employment. (Policy 3-38)

Industrial development shall be concentrated in select
locations adjacent to existing major transportation corridors
and facilities. (Policy 3-39)
industrial employment centers shall be designed to be
unobtrusive and harmonious with adjacent areas and
development. (Policy 3-40)

Industries which employ the skills of County residents shall
be encouraged to Jocate within the County. (Policy 3-41)

See also Mitigation Measure 4.3-1.

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

A balance of housing types, tenures, densities and price
ranges shall be encouraged, supported and stimulated.

(Policy 6-1)
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4.3-4(b)

4.3-4{c)

4.3-4(d)

4.3-4(e)

4.3-4(f)

4.3-4(2)

4.3-4(h)

4.3-4(i)

Land use regulations and development review procedures
shall be designed 10 ensure an optimal ¢ffect on the quality
and cost of housing and neighborhoods. (Policy 6-2)

Appropriate financial and non-financial assistance shall be
committed to reducing the cost of development for very low-
and low-income housing. Such assistance shall also be
considered for moderate-income housing. (Policy 6-3)

The creation of public/private partnerships shall be
encouraged for the purposes of facilitating low- and
moderate-income housing production. (Policy 6-4)

Available programs to provide housing for low- and
moderate-income households shall be utilized and advanced
through cooperation and coordination among the County,
cities, and regional, State and federal agencies. (Policy 6-
5

Housing opportunities shall be provided for all economic
segments of the population throughout the County.! (Policy
6-6)

The County shall coordinate and work with public and
privale entities in order 10 encourage the development of
communities that are served by adequate and appropriate
facilities and services. (Policy 6-7)

The County shall encourage housing that will conserve and
more efficiently use energy resources. (Policy 6-8)

Implementation Measures 6-a through 6-as.

Additional Mitigation Measures

Naone suggested.
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4.4

44-1

44-2

4.4-3

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

The combined effect of the Land Use Element, financially
constrained  Circulation Element, and the Growth
Management Element, would be such that traffic on roads
on the "basic" route system will be allowed to rise to the
threshold of unacceptable service levels. On "routes of
regional significance,” traffic service levels will rise beyond
generally acceptable levels.

Growth in both motorized and bicycle traffic is anticipated
as a result of the adoption of the draft General Plan. This
would cause greater conflicts between motorists, cyclists and
pedestrians.

Potential for growth inducement due to airport expansion.

4.4-1

4.4-2

4.4-3

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

This is an unavoidable, adverse impact of the plan, that
cannot be mitigated without change to the basic land use
plan. There are numerous goals, policies and implementa-
lion measures to promote alternative transporiation modes.
However, it is reasonable to expect that if such measures are
effective in successful in shifting demand for peak period
transportation  services away Irom single occupant
automobiles, the "excess" capacity will be absorbed by
additional growth allowed under the growth management
element. As a result, traffic congestion in Contra Costa
County is expected to be a fact of life for the foreseeable
future.

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Implementation measures to design and atlow for on-road
bikeways on arterials and collectors as an alternative to car
travel where this can be safely accommodated.
{Implementation Measure 5-ae), and construct the bikeways
shown in the future Bikeway Network Plan and incorporate
the needs of bicyclists in major roadway construction projects
and normal safety and operational Improvements
(Implementation Measure 5-v).

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

There are policies in the draft Plan to limit the potential for
growth inducement, such as Policy 5-47. The County shall
acquire fee title and/or conservation (development rights)
easements {0 an appropriate amount of buffer fand around
the planned East County Airport
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.4-4

4.5

451

Potential risk of oil spills due 1o additional development of
ports and proprielary wharves.

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

Adoption of the proposed County General Plan, in concert
with development under existing city plans, would result in
an increase in impervious surface, thereby increasing flood
hazard, erosion or sedimentation.

4.4-4

4.5-1

4.5-1(a)

4.5-1(b)

4.5-1{c)

4.5-1(d)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Poticy 5-64 includes provision for environmental safeguards
along with development of new or replacement proprietary
wharves.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Encourage the County Floed Control District 10 proceed
with drainage improvements in areas subject 10 flooding
from inadequate facilities and to insure that additional new
drainage facilities, including road culverts and bridges, are
designed 1o pass the flow specified by County Ordinance
Code (Implementation Measure 9-1)

New development shall be required to finance the full costs
of drainage improvemenis necessary (o accommodaie
projected peak flows due to the project. Reimbursement
from subsequent developments which benefit from the added
capacity may be provided. (Policy 7-43)

On-site water control shall be required of major new
developments so that no increase in peak flows occurs
compared 1o the sile’s pre-development condition, unless the
Planning Agency determines that off-site measures can be
employed which are equally effective in preventing adverse
downstream impacts or the project is implementing an
adopted drainage plan. (Policy 7-46)

Create benefit assessment districts o pay for drainage
maintenance activities resulting from new developments that
require mainlenance above the County standard maintenance
activities (Implemeniation Measure 7-ad)

Additional Mitigation Measures for Specific Watershed
Areas:
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5.1(e)

4.5-1(F)

4.5-1(g)

4.5-1(h)

4.5-1(i)

4.5-1(j)

4.5-1(k)

Walnut Creek Watershed Area Number 38

Tice Creek. A proposed $4 million remediation project
entails the construction of a 60-acre detention basin plus the
construction  of a 4,600 foot bypass pipe system.
(Responsibility of Agency other than the County)

Green Valley Creek. A proposed $1 miltion earth channel
improvement project. {Responsibility of Agency other than
the County.)

San Ramon Creek Bypass. A Corps of Engineers project is
under construction in the City of Walnut Creek. The project
has an estimated cost of 35 million and is expected to be
completed by December 1991. (Responsibility of Agency
other than the County.)

San Ramon Creek. A proposed project consisting of 4,000
feet of earth channel improvements having a total cost of
$5,000,000. (Responsibility of Agency other than County.)

Grayson and Murderers Creeks. A proposed project
consisting of a detention basin and bypass pipes having a
total cost of $14,000,000. (Responsibility of Agency other
than County).

Mt. Diablo Creek Watershed Numbers 4 and 4A

The Flood Control District has submitted a proposed $16
million project to the city councils of Concord and Clayton.
This flood control project, if approved, would provide
improvements along Mt. Diablo Creek from Bailey Road to
Kirker Pass. Funding for implementation of the project has
not been developed. (Responsibility of Agency other than the
County)

Alhambra Creek Watershed Area Number 5

The Flood Control District is planning to explore allernatives
for interim improvements to the outlet channel. Funding for
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-1(1)

4.5-1(m)

4.5-1(n)

4.5-1(0)

impiementation of the project has not been developed.
(Responsibility of Agency other than the County.)

San Pablo Creek Watershed Area Number 6 and Wildcat
Creek Watershed Area Number 7

The Corps of Engineers has agreed to complete 33 million
in flood control improvements to both San Pablo and
Wildcat Creeks between the railroad tracks in North
Richmond.  (Responsibility of Agency other than the
County.}

The City of Orinda has recently adopted a $0.35 drainage fee
to fund a study of local flood control needs. However, a
considerably larger amount of money will be required in
order to fund the actual floed control improvements.
{Responsibility of Agency other than the County)

East Antioch Creek Watershed Area Number 11

The Fiood Control District has designed a comprehensive
flood control project for the East Antioch Creek watershed
area and the County Board of Supervisors has established
Drainage Area 56, which assesses a 50.34 drainage (ee of all
new developments. This 330 million project includes tidal
barriers, 4 detention basins, a silt basin, extensive channel
improvements and approximaiely 110,000 feet of concrete
pipes. The District does not expect Corps of Engineers
participation in this project as the $0.34 drainage fee is
expecied to generate sufficient revenue. (Responsibility of
Agency other than the County.)

West Antioch Creek Watershed Area Number 12

The Fleod Control District has prepared a plan of
improvement for a $6 to 37 million project which would
provide 10-year flood protection along Markley Canyon
Creek and West Antioch Creek, from the bay upsiream 10
the Southern Pacific Railroad iracks. The district has
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The draft General Plan proposes facilities that would be in
flood-prone areas.

4.5-1(p)

4.5-1(q)

4.5-1(1)

4.5-1(s)

4.5-2

submitted an application to the Corps of Engineers for this
project. (Responsibility of Agency other than the County.)

Kirker Creek Watershed Area Number 3

A 36.75 million project has been adopted by the City of
Pitisburg 10 provide flood protection for 10-year storm flows.
However, the city's assessed drainage fees for this project are
considerably less than those that would be assessed by the 35
cent planning estimate schedule. Very rough estimates 1o
upgrade the Kirker Creek channel improvements to provide
100-year flood protection indicate that the total project cost
would be approximately 310 million. (Responsibility of
Agency other than the County)

Alamo Creek Watershed Area Number 14

The City of San Ramon has constructed several channel
improvements along a 10,000-foot stretch of the South
Branch of San Ramon Creek. Such improvements from
Alcosta Boulevard south to the Alameda County line are
now being studied with the intent of revising the Flood
Insurance Rate Maps. (Responsibility of Agency other than
the County)

Improvements for a thin ribbon of floodplain immediately
adjacent to the main branch of Alamo Creek, just north of
the County line, are being incorporated iato the Flood
Control  District’s  proposed  Drainage Area 101A
(Responsibility of Agency other than the County.)

Refugio Creek Watershed Area Number 22

Downstream of [-80, the City of Hercules has formed an
assessment district to finance a $3.5 million proposed project
{or the 300-acre planned industrial area. (Responsibility of
agency other than the County)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-2(a)

4.5-2(b)

4 5-2(c)

4.5-2(d)

4.5-2(g)

To ensure public safety by directing development away from
areas which may pose a risk to life from flooding, and 10
mitigate flood risks to property. (goal 9-G).

The areas designated [by the U.S. Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) as lying within the 100 year
flood plain] shall be considered inappropriaie for
conventional urban development due to flood hazards as
defined by FEMA. Applications for development at urban
or suburban densities in arcas where there is a serious risk
to life shall be denied (Policy 9-33).

In mainland areas affected by creeks, development within the
100 year flood plain shall be limited until a flood
management plan can be adopted, which may include
regional and local facilities if needed. The riparian habitat
shall be protecled by providing a cross section of channel
suitable to carry the 100-year flow., Flood management shall
be accomplished within the guidelines contained in the Open
Space/Conservation Element (Policy 9-34).

The County shall review flooding policies as they relate 1o
properties designated by FEMA as within both the 100-year
floodplain and 500-year floodplain in delta areas and areas
below major dams (Policy 9-45).

Land use plans and zoning shall be the primary means for
floodplain  management in preference to  structural
improvements, where paossible (Policy 7-41).

A uniform set of flood damage prevention standards should
be established by the cooperative efforts of all County, State,
and Federal agencies with responsibilities for flood control
works and development in flood-prone areas in the Counly
(Policy 9-37).

Flood-proofing of structures shall be required in any area
subject 1o {flooding;, this shall occur both adjacent o
watercourses as well as in the Delta or along the waterfront
{Policy 9-38).
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-2(h)

4.5:2(i)

4.5-2(j)

4.5-2(k)

4.5.2(1)

4.5-2(m)

4.5:2(n)

In developing areas which are subject to the provisions of
the Flood Insurance Program, for which there is no
reasonable expectation of flood control project participation
by the Corps of Engineers and where a significant number
of properties will be affected, the Flood Control District
shall be permitted to construct works when so directed by
the Board of Supervisors (Policy 9-39).

Planning Agency and Flood Control District review of any
significant project proposed for areas in the County which
are not presently in Flood Zones shall include an evaluation
of the potential downstream flood damages which may result
from the project (Policy 9-40).

Revise the creek setback ordinance for residential and
commercial structures in order to prevent property damages
from bank failure along natural water courses
{Implementation Measure 9-s).

Develop Flood Control Zone plans based on the concepts
found in the draft General Plan. As adopted zone plans are
revised, they should be brought into conformity with these
concepts (Implementation Measure 9-u).

Draft and adopt a flood management plan for mainland
areas affected by creeks in accordance with the guidelines
contained in  the Safety Element and  Open
Space/Conservation  Element of this  General Plan
(Implementation Measure 9-v).

Establish a uniform set of flood damage prevention standards
in cooperation with appropriate County, State, and Federal
agencies (Implementation Measure 9-x).

Through the environmental review process, ensurc that
potential flooding impacts due 1o new development, including
on-site and downstream f{lood damage, subsidence, dam or
levee faifure, and potential inundation from tsunamis and
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-2(0)

452(p)

4.5-2(q)

4.5-2(r)

seiches, are adequately assessed. lmpose appropriate
mitigation measures {(e.g., flood-proofing, levee protection,
Delta reclamations) (Implementation Measure -y).

Adopt ordinances implementing the Federal Emergency
Management  Agency Flood  Insurance  Program
{Implementation Measure 9-aa).

Create benefit assessment districts to pay for drainage
maintenance activities in existing developed areas. Exempt
agricultural fand and other land uses that do not produce
stormwater flows in excess of natural conditions from benefit
assessments for building or maintaining drainage facilities,
unless such facilities directly benefit the agriculturai or open
space use (Implementation Measure 7-ae).

Assess all new development projects at least 30.35 per square
foot of impervious surface created. This drainage fee is 1o be
collected Lhrough exisiing County Flood Control drainage
area fee ordinances, newly adopted drainage area fee
ordinances, existing and new assessment districts, or other
financial entities. The fee may be appiied 10 the cost of any
developer-sponsored regional flood control improvements
on or off-site which mitigate the project’s flooding impacts.
Regional facilities is defined as systems sized 1o handle at
least 15 cubic feet per second and suitable {or public agency
maintenance, i.e., 24-inch diameter and larger storm drains
(Policy 7-56).

As a high priority for implementing this General Plan, review
and amend all drainage ordinances 1o ensure that all
drainage fees required by drainage plans or other ordinances:

1) are automatically revised at the beginning of each calendar
year 1o reflect inflation (as measured for the San
Francisco region by the U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development);

Z) are based upon an up-to-date estimate of the flood
control improvements that are required within the
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-3

A long run rise in sea level is presently forecast which would
affect developments located along the shoreline areas of the
County.,

4.5-2(s)

4.5-3

4.5-3(a)

4.5.3(b)

4.5-3(c)

drainage area (o ensure protection from a 100 vear flood;
and

3) are at least $0.35 per impervious square foot of added
surface (Implementation Measure 7-ai).

All residential and non-resjdential uses proposed in areas
of special flood hazards, as shown on FEMA maps, shall
conform to the requirements of the County Floodplain
Management Ordinance (County Ord. #87.45). The
provisions of the ordinance shall be applied to all
approved entitlements (land use permits, tentative, final,
and parcel maps, development plan permits, and
variances) and ministerial permits (building and grading
perntits) (Policy 7-57).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Buildings in urban development near the shoreline and in
flood-prone areas shall be protected from flood dangers,
including consideration of rising sea levels caused by the
greenhouse effect (Policy 9-41).

Habitable areas of structures near the shoreline and in flood-
prone areas shall be sited above the highest water level
expected during the life of the project or shall be protected
for the expected life of the project by levees of an adequate

design (Policy 9-42).

The County shall review flooding policies in the General
Plan on an annval basis in order to incorporate any new
scientific findings regarding project sea level rise due to the
greenhouse effect (Policy 9-44).

Additional Mitigation Measures
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-4

Residential and commercial development proposed in ihe
draft General Plan for the East County areas of Oakley-
Bethel Istand and Brentwood, would require considerable
expansion of sewer trunk and treatment plant capacity.

4.5.3(d)

454

4.5-4(a)

4.5-4(b)

4.5-4(c)

4.5-4(d)

4.5-4{e}

The potential rise in sea level should be taken into account
during design of drainage and shoreline improvements during
the project design review phase.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Verification by the appropriate sewer agency that adequale
sewage collection and wastewater treatment capacity can be
provided, shall be required for approval of new development.
Project approvals shall include a finding based upon the
agency verification that capacity within the system 1o serve
the specific development project exists if the project is built
within a period of time specified by the agency, or capacity
will be provided by a funded program or project condition
of approval. (Policy 7-34, and implementation measure 7-

0.

Sewer treatment facilities shall be required 1o operaie in
compliance with waste discharge requirements established by
the California Regional Water Quality Control Board.
Development that results in the violation of waste discharge
requirements shall not be approved (Policy 7-29).

The development of new sewer trealment districis or private
"package plant" sewer systems shall be prohibited (Policy 7-
32).

Development of rural residences, or other uses, that will be
served by septic tank and ieachfields, shall be discouraged in
areas with high groundwater levels or soils with poor
percolation characteristics (Policy 7-33).

Additional Mitigation Measures

Sections 420-6.002 and 4200-6.008 of the County Code
repulates the subdivision of lands and placement of septic
tanks and leachfields within the walershed of Conua Costa's
MAajor reservoirs.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-5

The proposed General Plan would cause an increase in long-
term water demand, which could not be accommodated by
existing water agency plans, in the high-growth areas of East
County, specifically Oakley, Brentwood, Bethel Island, and
the San Ramon Valley.

4.5-5

4.5-5(a)

4.5-5(b)

4.5-5(c)

4.5-5(d)

4.5-5(e)

4.5-5(g)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Dralt General Plan

Verification by the appropriate sewer agency that adequate
water quantity and guality can be provided, shall be required
for approval of new development. Project approvals shall
inctude a finding based upon the agency verification that
capacity within the system 10 serve the specific development
project exists if the project is built within a period of time
specified by the agency, or capacity will be provided by a
fanded program or project condition of approval. (Table V-
1 in the Growth Management Element, page 109; also Policy
7-22, and Implementation Measure 7-1).

Water service agencies shall be encouraged 1o meet all
regulatory standards for waler quality prior to approval of
any new connections to that agency (Policy 7-23).

Encourage water agencies to provide potable water
containing not more than 50 ppm sodium and 65 ppm
chloride {Implementation Measure 7-g).

The development of new water districts, private systems, Or
public water companies shall be discouraged (Policy 7-20).

Water service agencies shall be encouraged to establish
service boundaries and to develop supplies and facifities to
meet future water needs based on the growth policies
contained in the County and cities’ General Plans (Policy 7-
.

Water service agencies shall be discouraged from constructing
new water distribution infrastructure which exceeds future
water nceds based on the buildout of the County General
Plan and city general plans (Policy 7-18).

Usrban development shall be encouraged within the existing
water Spheres of Influence adopted by the Local Agency
Formation Commission; expansicn into new areas beyond the
Spheres should be restricted to those areas where urban
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impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-5(h)

4.5-5(i)

4.5-5(j)

4.5-5(k)

4.5.5(1)

4.5-5(m)

4.53-3(n)

development can meet all service standards included in this
General Plan (Policy 7-19).

Encourage water service agencies and the Local Agency
Formation Commission (LAFCQ) (o annex lands planned for
urban development by this General Plan into their service
areas. Conversely, encourage waler agencies and LAFCO to
detach private lands from the service boundaries which are
not planned for urban development and which are not
currently served (Implementation Measure 7-m).

Encourage LAFCO (o establish water service Spheres of
Influence that are coincident with the boundary of planned
urban development in this General Plan, including those
rural  properties  that  currently  receive  service
(Implementation Measure 7-n).

Development of rural residences, or other uses, that will be
served by well waler or an underground water supply, shal
be discouraged in areas with high nitrate concentralions in
the groundwater (Policy 7-21).

Identify, map, and monitor those areas where high levels of
nitrates have been delected In  groundwater supplies
(Implementation Measure 7-j).

Discourage subdivisions or other permits which would allow
the construction of rural residential units served by well
water in areas of high nitrate concentrations, consistent with
existing Health Department policy {Implementation Measure
7-k).

Discourape subdivisions or other permits which would allow
the construction of rural residential units served by well
water on lots of less than one acre, consistent with existing
Health Department policy {Implementation Measure 7-1).

Prior 10 the filing of a Final Parcel Map (in arcas designated
by the plan for agricultural or open space uses) the applicant
must comply with the following:
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

b

2)

4)

Each parcel must have an "on site" producing water well
or install a "test well” having a minimum yield of three
gallons per minute with bacterial and chemical quality in
compliance with the siate standards for a pure, wholesome
and potable water supply (Title 22, Section 64433). 1f the
chemical analysis exceeds the state standards for
"maximum contaminant levels” for water potability, a
statement must be attached and "run with the deed”
advising of these levels; or

Have verifiable water availability data from adjacent
parcels presented by the applicant, or knowledge of the
same, known by the Health Services Department
concerning water quality and quantity per (a) above; and,
have a statement that "attaches and runs with the deed”
indicating that a water well shall be installed on the
subject parcel complying with the general requirements
siated above prior to obtaining a Building Inspection
Department permit for construction.

In addition to the above, a hydro-geological evaluation
may be required in known or suspected water short areas.
This will include seasonal as well as yearly variations.

The purpose for requesting hydro-geological evaluations
is to determine the total projected number of dwelling
units that can be supplied with drinking water from
existing aquifers. The two primary circumstance that
would generally require hydrogeological evaluations are:

a. Where a proposed major subdivision contemplating the
addition of large numbers of dwelling units on
individual wells would substantially increase the density
within an existing drainage basin. Hydrogeological
data reievant 1o recharge of aquifers and projected
yiekl would become essential not only to support
approval of large major subdivisions under these
circumstances, but aiso 1o ensure that the water



Table 2-1 (Continued)

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-5(0)

45-5(p)

4.5-5(q)

4.5-5(r)

supplies serving existing Structures would not be
depleted by the proposed increase demand.

b. In those cases where density is increasing in particular
drainage basins due to the build outl of previously
approved subdivisions using individual wells for waiter
supplies and existing well yields begin to evidence
declines due to the increased demand. In these
circumstances, or in water short basins, hydrogeologicai
studies would be appropriate as conditions of approval
of subsequent development 1o provide sufficient yield
for proposed uses. Specific reasons will be stated in
support of requested hydrogeological evaluations in
each case.

{part of the "Rural Residential Development Policy” included
in the “Agricuitural Resources” section of the Open
Space/Conservation Element, Implementation Measure 8-
0).

Opportunities  shall be identified and developed in
cooperation with water service agencies for use of non-
potable water, including ground water, reclaimed water, and
untreated surface water, for other than domestic use (Policy
7-25, page 190).

Land uses and activities that could result in contamination
of groundwater supplies shall be identified, monitored and
regulated 1o minimize the risk of such contamination (Policy
7-263.

The need for water sysiem improvements shall be reduced by
encouraging new development (o incorporate water
conservation measures to reduce peak water use (Policy 7-
27).

The reclamation of water shall be encouraged as a
supplement 1o existing water supplies (Policy 7-28).
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Impacis

Mitigation Measures

4.5-6

The land use desigration and siting of specific solid waste
facilities could create: inconsistencies between land use
designations in the draft General Plan, the CoSWMP and
current plans and policies of Contra Costa County {(addressed
in the October 1989 amendment to the County General
Plan) and irs cities; the potential for incompatibility between
a proposed facility and the existing land wses on and
surrounding the site, and/or a sited [facility’s effect on
increased traffic and noise, and decreased safety and air
quality along access routes.

4.5.5(s)

456

4.5-6(a)

4.5-6(b)

4.5-6(c)

4.5-6(d)

4.5-6(¢)

Include water conservation measures recommended by water
service agencies in the conditions of approval for subdivisions
and other new development (Implementation Measure 7-1).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Sanitary landfill sites shall not be located in any
environmenially sensitive areas. Landfill sites shall not be
located within any area designated for open space uses unless
the landfill is screened from view along public roadways.
(Policy 7-94)

New waste disposal facilities shall be located 1o minimize
potential impacts upon existing and future residents. Waslte
disposal and processing facilities shall be designed, developed,
and operated in a manner that is compatible with
surrounding land uses. {Policy 7-95)

Traffic at landfills shall be reduced and transportation costs
regulated through the use of transfer stations. (Policy 7-97)

The general public (in cars and small trucks) shall be
restricted from direct access 1o landfills; instead, these types
of vehicles shall be directed 10 transler stations. The need
for transfer stations shall be based on economics, the need
Lo mitigate traffic impacts, and the need to inspect refuse for
hazardous materials and recylables. (Policy 7-98)

Transportation routes to transfer stations and landfills shall
be included as conditions of approval in permits for the
facilities in order 1o reduce traffic impacts of the Jand{ill on
communities adjacent to and along the access routes. (Policy
7-99)
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-6(1)

4.5-6(g)

4.5-6(h)

4.5-6(i)

4.5-6(j)

4.5-6(k)

4.5-6(1)

Solid waste hauling on collectors and local streets through
residential areas should be avoided. (Policy 7-10()

Ensure that sohid waste activities in Contra Costa County are
carried out in accordance with the Solid Waste Management
Plan and are coordinated with other jurisdictions.
{Implementation Measure 7-ba)

Review and amend, if necessary, the Zoning Ordinance and
other code sections, to ensure that waste disposal facilities
are regulated 10 minimize nuisance and unsightly conditions.
(Implementation Measure 7-be)

Review fand wse permits for solid waste facilities at least
every {ive years to determine if any modifications to specified
conditions need 1o be made, 1o ensure that the facility is
operaled in an environmentally sound manner consistent with
the best technoiogy availabie and 10 ensure that the facility
will remain compatible with adjacent land  uses.
{Implementation Measure 7-bf)

Review and amend existing ordinances and procedures {0
ensure that the review and approval of development
applications is carried out in accordance with the applicable
goals, policies, and implementation measures included in the
Solid Waste Management Plan. (Implementation Measure 7-

bg)

When landfills are proposed, ensure that the need for
iransfer stations s identified consistent with the criferia in
the County Solid Waste Management Plan. (Implementation
Measure 7-bh)

Require that conditions of approval for transfer siations and
landfills identify preferred access routes.(Implementation
Measure 7-bi)

Measures  identified in  the CoSWMP/General Plan
Amendment FEIR:
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Mitigation Measures

4.5-7

The siting of solid waste facilities could create impacis on
public health and safety through exposure to disease
vectors, {ire and explosions, and hazardous and infectious
wasles.

4.5-6(m) Applications 1o establish solid waste facilities shall be

4.5-6(n)

4.5-6(0)

4.5-6(p)

4.5-7(a)

required to adopt general plan amendments in order to
achieve consistency with existing plans, to implement on-
site and/or off-site compensatory measures for loss of existing
site land wuse, and to implement mitigation measures
identified in project-specific EIRs. (Policy 7-104)

Require that all proposed solid waste management facilities
manage truck traffic 1o minimize peak-hour trips; upgrade
and improve identified pavement sections of roadway; limit
facility hours of operation; manage access routes 10 facilities;
and require mufflers on  trucks and equipment.
(Implementation Measure 7-bl)

Require that atl proposed solid waste management facilities
include the following conditions of approval for a facility
Land Use Permit and other regulatory requirements: prepare
and adopt an appropriate leachate collection and recovery
system, and an approved erosion control and drainage plan,
(Implementation Measure 7-bn)

Require all proposed solid waste management facilities 1o
prepare geotechnical studies, including stability analysis,
during sile-specific environmental review. These studies shali
determine the final engineering design of solid waste facilities
and become mitigation measures which are incorporated into
the land use permit conditions of approval for a site.
(Implementation Measure 7-bo)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

To ensure the health and safety of the public, inspect solid
waste  facilities and  equipment on a  regular
basis.{(Implementation Measure 7-bd)
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4.5-7(b)

4.5-7(¢)

4.5-7(d)

457(€)

Require that all proposed solid waste management facilities
comply with California Code of Regulations Tiile 23,
Chapter 3, Subchapter 15 requirements (Subchapter 15);
comply with applicable fire district and permitting agency
approval of an applicani-submitted Fire Control Plan;
comply with Bay Area Air Quality Management District
requirements;  and comply with Counly reguirements
regarding  household hazardous  waste  programs.
(Implementation Measure 7-bk)

Require compliance of solid waste facilities with regulatory
and permitting agencies, including the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District and the County, to reduce impacts from
landfill gas generation, waste-fo-energy facility air emissions
and dust emissions 10 an insignificant level. (Implementation
Measure 7-bm)

Compliance by landfills to Subchapter 15 Class I
requirements, including minimum vertical separation between
landfill and groundwater, installation of a low permeability
clay liper and/or a plastic liner, a subdrain system, and a
leachate control and removal system, would help mitigate
impacts on surface and ground water. (Implementation
Measure 7-bp)

Require a County-approved erosion and sediment control
plan of all solid waste facilities. This plan would include the
installation of sedimentation basins constructed to Class 11
land(ill slandards and isolation of rainfall from the refuse
by a system of slopes, drainage benches and drainage ditches.
(Implementation Measure 7-bg)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-8

4.5-9

4.5-10

The siting of solid waste facilities could create transportation
and noise impacts from waste handling machinery, additional
traffic volumes and hazards, refuse, truck wear, and damage
to recadways.

The siting of solid waste facilities could create air quality
impacts from Jandfill gas generation, waste-to-energy facility
air emissions, and dust emissions during construction and
operation of landfills.

The construction and operation of solid waste facilities could
create impacts to plant apd animal habitats through
displacement of species, increase of weedy plant and pest
wildlife species, soil and/or stream erosion, and release of
toxic materials to downsiream areas.

4.5-8

4.5-9

4.5.10

4.5-10(a)

4.5-10(b)

4.5-10(c)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

See Mitigation Measures 4.5-6(c), 4.5-6(d), 4.5-6(e), 4.5-6(f),
4.5-6(1), and 4.5-6(n).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

See Mitigation Measures 4.5-6(a), 4.5-6(b}, 4.5-6(i), 4.5-6(n},
4.5-7(a), 4.5-7(b), and 4.5-7(c}).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Require that a wetland and/or other habitat enhancement
plan be developed and implemented by the landfill applicant
in conjunction with the appropriate resource management
agencies. At a minimum, this plan should provide for an
acre-for-acre and unit-for-unit replacement for lost significant
habitat, {Implementation Measure 7-bx)

Require proposed solid waste management facilitics 1o reduce
visual impacts of any facility by implementing appropriate
mitigation measures, such as: installing visual berms; limiting
the area of landfill activities; planting temporary and
permanent vegelation to match existing visval character and
screen operations; covering refuse daily (or more frequently);
erection of fencing; and coliecting litier. (Implementation
Measure 7-bv)

To partially mitigate topographic impact, require the site
developer to submit a grading plan that is designed 10 blend
the landfilled area with the surrounding topography.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-11

4.5-12

Solid waste facilities would be subject to geologic and soil
hazards, such as slope instabiiity, differential settlement,
expansive soils, and landsliding. Groundshaking, due (o
earthquakes, could result in liquefaction and/or slope failures.

The siting of individual facilities could create localized
impacts on public health and safety through the accidental
release of hazardous substances to air, land and water, or
by the fajlure of the facility’s operators to comply fully with
their permit conditions.

4.5-10(d)

4.5-11

4.5-12

4.5-12(a)

4.5-12(b)

4.5-12(c)

Additional sie-specific mitigation measures, including visual
screening, may be included in the project-ievel tier EIR.
(Implementation Measure 7-by)

See Mitigation Measures 4.5-6(a), 4.5-6(i), and 4.5-6(m).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

See Mitigation Measures 4.5-6(a), 4.5-6(i), 4.5-6(0), 4.5-6(p),
4.5.7(d), 4.5-7(e), and 4.5-10(c).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measnres Proposed by the Draft General Plan

The County shall follow the "hierarchy of hazardous waste
management goals” above by emphasizing the first goal
(reducing waste al the source)} as the primary determinant;
if a course of action based upon the first goal is proven to
be infeasible, the second, third, fourth and fifth goals shail
be foliowed in that order. (Policy 7-101)

The volume and toxicity of hazardous waste generated within
the County shall be reduced by 30 to 40 percent by Lhe year
2000, using the amount generated in 1984 as a base from
which to measure. (Policy 7-102)

The County shall actively support the development of
alternative technologies and methodologies of hazardous
wasle management which demonstrate a reduction in relative
risk 1o human health and the environment. (Policy 7-103)
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4.5-12(d)

4.5-12(e)

4.5-12(0)

4.5-12(g)

Facilities shall be designed 1o minimize risk 1o neighbors in
the case of an accident or spill of hazardous wastes. All
facitities shall be required to adopt an emergency response
plan which includes immediate notification of the public in
case of an emergency. (Policy 7-107)

The accelerated clean-up of contaminated sites, including
containment of the sites as quickly as possible, shali be
supported, commensurate with minimizing the risk to the
environment and to public health. (Policy 7-118)

Health risk screenings, as required by the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District or other regulatory agencies,
shall be completed for all proposed hazardous waste
facilities. Health risk assessments shall be prepared if
determined as necessary by the health risk screening. Risk
assessment analysis should include the cumulative impacts of
other hazardous waste management facilities in the general
area, as well as other sources of poliutants which are present
in the general area. (Policy 7-119)

To the depree necessary to protect human health and the
environment and based on a risk assessment oOr
cnvironmental document, off-site commercial hazardous waste
management facilities with similar general treatment methods,
as defined in the County Hazardous Waste Management
Plan, should not be concentrated in the same area of the
County. (Policy 7-108)

4.5-12¢h) The risk assessment and environmental impact report should

4.5-12(i)

address health and environmental risks and impacts including
acute and chronic health risks, risk 10 major transportation
corridors and impacts from catastrophic events.  If a
hazardous waste incinerator is proposed a health risk
assessment should be required. {Policy 7-119)

The siting of hazardous waste management facilities necessary
to meet the County’s needs shall be encouraged within
Contra Costa County according to the "Hazardous Waste
Management Planning and Siting Principle,” identified in the
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Mitigation Measures

4.5-12(j)

4.5-12(k)

HWMP (refer to p. HI-1 of the HWMP). To be sited, off-
site hazardous waste management facilities must be consistent
with the HWMP (which includes the Hazardous Waste
Management Planning and Siting Principle, siting criteria,
and hazardous waste policies), as well as the criteria
presented in the following policies. (Policy 7-106)

Emergency services, available 24 hours a day, shall be
available for the life of the facility and should be a condition
of land use approval. Water and sewer services should be
available 10 all hazardous waste facilities.  Residual
repositories, which may be located in more remote areas,
may provide these public services on a self-sufficient basis.
Transfer and storage facilities that may be located in remote
areas may also provide these services on a self-sufficient
basis. Since treatment facilities will be located in indusirial
areas, it is assumed that water, sewer and emergency services
are readily available. [f these services are not available, the
project proposal should specifically state how these services
will be provided. (Policy 7-109)

A buffer zone of 2,000 feet is required for residual
repositories based on the requirement in the Health and
Safety Code, Section 25202.5(b)(d), unless the owner proves
to the satisfaction of the State Department of Health
Services that a 2,000-foot buffer zone is not required 1o
protect public health and safety. A larger buffer zone may
be required for residual repositories based on  risk
assessments and the environmental impact report for the
project.

For treatment-type facilities, risk assessmenis shall be made
when permitting a facility. This assessment will consider the
physical and chemical characteristics of the specific types of
waste Lthat will be handled, the design features of the facility,
and any need for buffering residential or other sensitive areas
from adverse emissions or contamination. Additional buffer
zone requirements may be identfied by the environmental
impact report,  (Policy 7-116)
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4.5-13

The siting of specific facilities could create land use impacts

through the inconsistency between the HWMP and (1)

current plans and policies of Contra Cosia County and its
cities, and (2) the potential for incompatibility between a
proposed site and the surrounding land uses.

4.5-12(1)

Risk assessments performed and completed during the
permitting process, shall be used to determine the need for
buffer zones between all proposed hazardous waste facilities
and immobile populations. The risk assessment will consider
the physical and chemical characteristics of the specific types
of waste which will be handled, the design features of the
facility and the proximity to immobile populations.
Immobile populations include schools, hospitals, convalescent
homes, prisons, facilities for the mentally ill, etc. (Policy 7-
117)

4.5-12(m) Potential adverse impacts which could occur because of the

4.5-13

4.5-13(a)

4.5-13(b}

45-13(c)

proximity of hazardous waste facilities to places where large
numbers of people may gather shall be delermined as part
of the risk assessment conducted in the permitting process.
The risk assessment shall consider the physical and chemical
characteristics of the waste that will be handled and the
design features of the facility. (Policy 7-140)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

A hazardous waste transfer station should be available in
West, East and North Central County. (Folicy 7-104)

Contra Costa County will accept its fair share of hazardous
waste management facilities 1o serve the local area, region
and state. (Policy 7-105)

Land use permits for hazardous waste [acilities shall be
subject o periodic review to determine if any modifications
1o specified conditions need 10 be made. This will help w
ensure that the facility is operated in an environmentatly
sound manner consistent with the best technology available
to the indusiry, and that it will remain compatible with
adjacent land wvses. (Policy 7-128)
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4.5-14

Implementation of the HWMP would reduce the overall
amounl of hazardous substances released into the air as the
management of these substances improves.

4.5-13(d} No hazardous waste facility should be sited so as 10 preciude

4.5-13(e)

4.5-13(f)

4.5-13(g)

4.5-13(h) Treaument-type facilities shall only be sjted

extraction of minerals necessary 10 sustain the economy of
the state. (Policy 7-129)

Public hazardous waste facitities shall not be located on
military lands. {(Policy 7-13(0)

Hazardous waste management facilities shall not be located
in recreational, cultural or aesthetic areas. (Policy 7-131)

Prime Agriculturai Lands, under California Law, may not be
used for urban purposes (including hazardous wasle
facilities), unless an overriding public need is served. When
siting hazardous wasle management facilities in these areas,
overriding public service needs must be demonstrated.
(Policy 7-138)

in areas
designated for industrial (heavy and light) use in the General
Plan of the agency with local land use jurisdiction (the
County or a city). If a treatment-type facility is proposed in
a non-indusirial area, a General Plan Amendment will be
necessary o re-designate the property as industrial (or
designation substantially equivalent to industrial) or a special
designation for hazardous waste facilities in order to be
consistent with the Hazardous Waste Management Plan.
(Policy 7-141)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

The siting of facilities should not be precluded from Non-
Altainment Air Areas unless risk assessments performed as
part of the permitting process, which consider the physical
and chemical characteristics of the specific types of waste
that will be handled and the design features of the facility,
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4.5-15

Improved management of hazardous waste would likely result
in a slight increase in the number of trucks transporting
waste within the County as well as to and from points
outside of the County, Noise impacts that would be
generated by this additional truck traffic, however, would not
be significant, due to the criteria which specify that routes
of access (o facilities avoid city streets and residential areas.

4.5-15

4.5-15(a)

4.5-15(b)

4,5-15(c)

show that emissions will significantly contribute to the non-
attainment of standards, that such emissions cannot be
mitigated and that emissions from such facilities are
significantly greater than those associated with the
transportation of hazardous waste out of the area. Facilities
may be established within Prevention of Significant
Deterioration areas unless an analysis for a proposed facility
shows that air emissions cannot be adequately mitigated.
(Policy 7-137)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested,

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Hazardous waste management facilities should be located so
as to minimize any additional noise impacls on the
surrounding area. (Policy 7-110)

All hazardous waste management facilities shall be located
in areas where aceess roads leading (0 major transportation
routes (e.g., arterials, freeways, or expressways) do not pass
through residential neighborhoods, where residential frontage
is minimized, is buffered, or has physical barriers, and where
road networks are demonstrated to be relatively safe with
regard 10 road design, construction, accident rates, and traffic
flow. This policy does not apply to facilities solely dedicated
to the collection and transfer of household hazardous waste.
(Policy 7-111)

For all facilities, road networks leading to major
transportation routes should be demonstrated to be safe with
regard o road design and construction, accident rates,
excessive traffic, etc.  For residual repositories, it is
preferable 10 have good access tec major transportation
routes. These facilities may be more distant from wasle
generation sites than other types of facilities because of their
need for larger land areas. Treatment facilities should be
located so as to minimize distances to major transportation
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4.5-16

Hazardous waste management facilities could adversely
impact ground and surface water quality through faulty
containment systems which could result in the migration of
wasle,

4.5-16

4.5-16(a)

4.5-16(b)

4.5-16(¢)

4.5-16(d)

routes that are designed to accommodale heavy vehicles.
(Policy 7-127)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Residual repositories shall be prohibited within areas known
or suspecled to be supplying principie recharge to a regional
aquifer, or within areas that utilize a residential well system,
as defined in the adopted general, regional or state plans.
Treatment-type facilities should be discouraged from being
located in such areas. If treatment-type facilities are located
in these areas, facilities must provide properly engineered
spill containment features, inspection measures, and other
environmental protection controls. (Policy 7-112)

Hazardous waste facilities shall not be located within the
watershed of drinking waler reservoirs or proposed drinking
water reservoirs shown in the County (or city) General Plans.
(Policy 7-113)

Residual repositories shall not be located in areas subject to
100-year flood events. This is a requirement of the Code of
Federal Regulations (Title 40, Section 264.18(b)), and of
the California Administrative Code (Title 22, Section
66391(a) (11}(b)). Treatment facilities may be built in areas
subject 1o 100-year flooding if protected by cngineered
solutions (such as berms, raising above flood levels, eic.) and
if they meet all other flood protection requirements,
inchuding consideration of the expected fuiure rise in sca
level. Access roads leading to hazardous waste facilities shall
be protected from 100-year flood events. (Policy 7-134)

Residual repositories must conform to the requirements of
the State Water Resources Control Board as stated in Sub-
Chapter 15 of Title 23 of the California Code of
Regulations. For treatment-type facilities, all above-ground
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4.5-17

Hazardous waste management facilities would be subject to
a variety of potentially significant geologic hazards, including
slope instability, differential settlement, expansive soils,
landsliding and liquefaction. In addition, a number of
earthquake faults traverse the County, posing some seismic
hazard to all facilities.

4.5-16(e)

4.5-17

4.5-17(a)

4.5-17(b)

facilities must have engineered structural design f{eatures,
common to other types of industrial facilities. This includes
spill containment and monitoring devices. (Policy 7-136)

Residual repositories shall meet the depth to groundwater
siting requirements of the State Water Resources Control
Board as stated in Sub-Chapter 13 of Title 23 of the
California Code of Regulations. Treatment facilities may be
located in high groundwater areas if the engineered design
of the containment structure is capable of withstanding
failure because of geologic or soil failures which may arise.
{Policy 7-139)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Facilities located within areas with unstable soils shall have
engineered design features to assure structural stability, This
category includes steep slopes and areas subject to
liquefaction and subsidence due to natural causes. (Policy 7-

114)

Facilities shall not be focated within two hundred feet (200)
feet of any active or recently active fault (California
Administrative Code, Title 22, Section 66391) or a faull
considered important in the Seismic Safety Element of the
Contra Costa County General Plan. A greater setback may
be required based on information from an environmental
tmpact report. (Policy 7-133)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.
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4.5-18 A pumber of sensitive habitats exist within Contra Costa
County that could be affected by the construction of
hazardous waste management facilities.

4,5-19  Implementation of the waste reduction, silng and
transportation safety policies of the HWMP would result in
the safer transport of less hazardous waste.

4,520 Proposed facilities would be compatible in characler with

adjacent industrial areas and would not be expected o
generate a significant visual impact.

4.5-18

4.5-18(a)

4.5-18(b)

4.5-19

4.5-19

4.5-20

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Drafl General Plan

Facilities shall not be located in weilands, such as saltwater,
fresh water and brackish marshes, swamps and bogs
inundated by surface or groundwaler with a frequency to
support, under normal circumstances, a prevalence of
vegetative or aquatic life which requires saturated soil
conditions for growth and reproduction as defined in the
adopied general, regional and State plans. The health risk
assessmenl and environmental impact reports prepared for
hazardous waste management facilities shall consider the
need for buffer zones (o separate the facility from
environmentally sensitive land uses such as wetlands and
critical habitatl areas. (Policy 7-115)

Facilities shall not be located within critical habitat areas, as
defined in the adopted general, regional or State plans, The
health risk assessment and environmental impact reports
prepared for hazardous waste facilities shall consider the
need for buffer zones to separate the facility from
environmentally sensitive land uses such as wetlands and
critical habitat areas. (Policy 7-135)

Mitigation Measure Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Treatment facilities should be located close 1o the waste
generation sources to minimize the risks associated with
transportation. Residual repositories may be located further
away [rom wasle generation sources than treatment-type
facilities because of their need for larger land area. (Policy
7-132)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

None.
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4.5-21

Under the proposed General Plan, new stations would be
required in the East County area and new equipment, station
expansions, and staff would be needed at existing stations in
order to maintain an acceptable level of service (response
time, equipment, etc.).

4.5.21

4.5-21(a)

4.5-21(b)

4.5-21(c)

4.5-21(d)

4.5-21(¢)

4.5-21(f)

4.5-21(g)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

A maximum running time of 3 minutes and/or 1.5 miles from
the first-due station, and a minimum of 3 fire fighters shall
be maintained in ail central business district (CBD), urban
and suburban areas. (Policy 7-61)

A total response lime (dispatch, plus running, plus set-up
time) of five minutes shall be maintained in CBD, urban and
suburban areas for 90 percent of all emergency responses.
(Policy 7-62)

New development shall pay its fair share of costs for new
fire protection facilities and services. (Policy 7-63)

Needed upgrades to fire facilities and equipment shall be
identified as part of project environmental review and area
planning activities, in order to reduce fire risk and improve
emergency response in the County. (Policy 7-64)

All new structures shall be equipped with sprinkler systems
installed in accordance with recognized standards. (Policy 7-

65)

Consolidation of fire fighting apencies shall be considered
where such reorganization will present the opportunity for
enhanced level of service and/or lowered costs. (Policy 7-
66)

Additional Mitigation Measures

The 5-year plans should be updated to be consistent with the
General Plan. The fee ordinances should also be amended



Table 2-1 (Continued)

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.5-22

The proposed General Pian would require additional staff
and equipment (0 maintain acceptable service ratios.

4.5-21(h)

4.5.72

4.5-22(a)

4.5-22(b)

4.5-22(c)

4.5-22(d)

4.5-22(e)

and fees increased as required 10 meet new capital

requirements.

In areas where operating shortfalls will result from increased
service requirements related o new growth or the new
service standards, the County should establish and/or increase
fees generaled from the benefit assessment districts.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

A police protection service standard of 1.5 patrol officers per
1,000 residents within unincorporated portioas of the County
shall be strived for. (Policy 7-56)

Sheriff patrol beats shall be configured to assure minimum
response times and efficient use of resources. (Policy 7-57)

A maximum response time goal for priority 1 or 2 calls of
five minutes for 90 percent of all emergency responses in
central business district, urban and suburban areas, shail be
used by the sheriff when making staffing and beat
configuration decisions. (Policy 7-38)

Levels of service above the County-wide standard requested
by unincorporated communities shail be provided through the
creation of a County Service Area or other special
governmental unit. (Policy 7-59)

In developing areas the Sheriff protection service standard
shall be achieved by creation of a County Service Area and
special tax and/or creation of a Mello Roos Community
Facilities District that penerates special lax revenue 10
support additional increments of sheriff patrol necessary to
meet the adopted service standard. Prior to receiving
development approvals, developers should apree (via a
Development Agreement ©or a landowner election) 1o
participate in such special funding districts. {Implementation
Measure 7-aq)
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45-23

Growth attributable to the proposed General Plan would
require the designation of snbstantial additional parkland in
order 10 conform with adopted park standards.

4.5-22(f)

4.5-22(g)

4.5-23

4.5-23(a)

4.5-23(b)

4.5-23(c)

General purpose revenues accruing to the County from
unincorporated areas should be used to the maximum degree
possible, to provide required municipal services (such as
police protection) 10 those areas. The Board of Supervisors
should place a high priority upon providing the Sheriff with
the funding necessary 1o achieve the service standard, To
accomplish this objective, the County will have to increase
revenues from other sources to fund mandated Countywide
services (e.g., criminal justice, social services) that presently
dominate the Budget. (Implementation Measure 7-ar)

A Countywide CSA (or set of smaller CSA’s similar to those
presently existing) should be organized to fund increased
service standards. Special tax levies should be placed on the
hallot and promoted by the County, in concert with local
resident efforts. (Implementation Measure 7-as)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Complete a comprehensive study of all open space lands in
the County to delermine the areas that are most suitable for
future park acquisition. (Policy 7-bz)

Require that new development meet the park standards and
criteria included in the growth management program and set
forth in Table 7-3. Ensure that credit for the park dedication
ordinance requirements be given for private recreation
facilities only after a finding has been adopted that the
facilities will be open ta and serve the public. (Policy 7-ca)

Permit additional marinas 1o serve the Delta and the Bay if
they areas if they can be located in the following types of
areas: (Policy 7-cb).

o where projects can be clustered and located adjacent to
similar uses;

o along waterways having an adequate channel width as
defined by the State Harbors and Navigation Code;
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4.5-23(d)

4.5-23(¢)

4.5-23(f)

4.5-23(g)

4.5-23(h)

o having adequate public vehicular access;

o where offsite improvements, such as required access
roads, can be assigned to development,

o where adequale on-site sewage disposal can be provided,

o where located in an area served by a public fire protection
district; and

o where such uses will not conflict with adjacent agricultural
uses.

Coordinate with the various school districts in the County to
provide for the joint use of recreation facilities. (Policy 7-
)

Coordinate funds and programs administered by County
government and other agencies, such as the East Bay
Regional Park District, to obtain optimum recreation
facilities development. (Policy 7-cd)

Develop a comprehensive and interconnected series of hiking,
biking and riding trails in conjunction with cities, special
districts, public utilities and county service areas. (Policy 7-
ce)

Form a county-wide committee to explore funding sources
for recreation and open space 0 support regional,
community and local park and trails on a countywide basis.

(Policy 7-cf)

Work with local unincorporated communities 10 determine
the means of providing local park services where the need
presently exists, as well as when development occurs. (Policy

7-cg)
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4.5-24

Adoption of the Plan would increase existing overcrowding
in the schools and require expansion of the existing school
system.

4.5-23(i)

4.5-24

4.5-24(a)

4.5-24(b)

4.5-24(c)

4.5-24(d)

4.5-24(¢)

4.5-24(0)

Increase the park dedication fee (0 a tevel which approaches
the local park dedication standards called for in this Plan.
(Policy 7-ch)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

The environmental review process shall be utilized to
monitor the ability of area schools to serve development.
(Policy 7-130)

During the development review process, the State classroom
size standards set by each district for primary and secondary
schools shall be used as the basis for determining the
adequacy of area schools. (Policy 7-131)

When considering General Plan Amendment requests which
increase density, the capacity of area schools and the district
shall be given close attention. (Policy 7-132)

The hearing body in reviewing residential projects shall
consider the availability of educational facility capacity.
(Policy 7-133)

The development of quality schools shall be supported by
coordinating development review with local school districts
including such activities as designating school sites, obtaining
dedications of school sites, and supporting local fees, special
taxes, and bond issues intended for school construction.
(Policy 7-134)

Adequate provision of schools and other public facilities and
services shall be assured by coordinating review of new
development with the cities and other service providers
through the Growth Management Propram (see Chapter 1V),
the environmental review process, and other means. (Policy
7-135)
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4.5-25

Growth as projected in the General Plan would require
additional child care facilities.

4.5-24(p) School site donation by developers shall be encouraped

4.5-24h)

4.5-24(i)

4.5-24())

through the use of densily transfer or oiher appropriate Jand
use alternatives. {Policy 7-136)

The development of school facilities shali be provided in
conjunction with and adjacent 1o local parks and trailways.
(Policy 7-137)

The County shall support efforts to create a branch state
college on the Ygnacio Valley site in Concord. (Policy 7-
138)

The County shall support efforts 10 build a new junior
college in the San Ramon Valiey in a central location.
(Policy 7-139)

4.5-24(ky The County shall support school facility fees for growih

4.5-24(1)

impacted school districts. (Policy 7-140)

In coneert with the school districts, prepare an education
facilities pian amendment 10 this General Plan which
recommends locations for future school facilities. (Policy 7-
ci)

4.5-24(m) Lobby for State financing of new schools within the County.

4.5-25

(Policy 7-¢j)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

4.5-25(a) The development of high quality child care and preschool

{acilities shall be encouraged in appropriate locations,
especially in conjunciion with schools, church facilities and
centers of concentrated employment such as business parks.
(Policy 7-141)
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4.5-25(b)

4.5-25(c)

4.5-25(d)

4.5-25(¢)

4.5-25(f)

4.5-25(g)

Child care and preschool facilities shall be consistent with
residential and commercial land use designations where safe
vehicular aceess and effective buffering of neighboring
residences can be achieved. (Policy 7-142)

Proposed development projects shall be required to provide
for child care and preschoot {facilities in accordance with the
General Plan and applicable ordinances, when significant
demand for these facilities is created by the projects. (Policy
7-143)

Proposed commercial and residential projects which do not
directly provide child care or preschoot facilities shali be
required to comply with the provisions of the adopted child
care ordinance. (Policy 7-144)

In order to increase parental choice, the location of child
care facilities shall be encouraged in residential
neighborhoods, employment centers, at school sites, hospitals,
religious facilities, parks and along transit routes. (Policy 7-
143)

Temporary child care facilities should be allowed as a
management tool for the efficient and timely development of

permanent facilities. (Policy 7-146)

The County shall encourage and participate in efforts 1o
coordinate child care programs and fund raising efforts to
meet child care needs throughout the County, through the
establishment of the Countywide child care organization, as
recommended by the Child Care Task Force. (Policy 7-147)

4.5-25(h) The County shall foster public awareness of the variety of

4.5-25(1)

needs and availability of resources for child care. (Policy 7-
148)

The County shall review and amend child care regulations
and the permitling process in order to simplify them,
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4.5-26

Growth allowed by the draft Plan would contribute to the
increased need for additional libraries, superior and
municipal courts, detention space, hospital facilities and
general administrative space.

4.5-25(j)

4.5-25(k)

4.5-25(1)

minimize fees and shorten the approval process. (Policy 7-
149)

The County shall encourage parents, providers, public
officials and employers to participate in the planning and
decision making processes related to providing child care
facilities. (Policy 7-150)

The County shall identify and propose necessary changes o
State childcare licensing requirements which maintain safety
but allow flexibility in site location. (Policy 7-151)

Support programs which foster public awareness of the
variety of needs and availability of resources for child care.
{(Implementation Measure 7-ck)

4.5-25(m) Review the County Zoning Ordinance and other ordinances

4.5-26

4.5.26(a)

4.5-26(b)

4.5-26(c)

to ensure that requirements for child care and preschool
facilities, churches, and other similar land uses are consistent
with the policies above. (Implementation Measure 7-cl)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measuores Proposed by the Draft General Plan

The needs of existing and future residents of the County for
public assembly and meeting space shall be evaluated. The
availability of adequate public space shall be assured through
coordinated actions of existing service providers, {(Policy 7-
151)

When developing new general purpose public facilities, a
balance between social, cultural, and recreational needs of
the communily being served shall be sought. (Policy 7-152)

The following standards should be adopted to further the
abjective of bringing the County’s library system into
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conformance with average levels of service in the region and
in the State: (Policy 7-153)

0 50-60 hours of library service per week;
o two bocks per capita; and
0 Y square foot of library facility space per capita.

4.5-26(d) Services provide by the County Library System shall be

4.5-26(e)

4.5-26(F)

4.5-26(g)

maintained and improved by providing adequate funding for
ongaing operations, and by providing new library facilities to
meet the needs of County residents, particularly in growing
areas where library service standards are not being met.
(Policy 7-154)

Sites of public institutions shall be developed in a manner
which buffers the public use impacts from the adjacent land
uses (o the extent feasible. (Policy 7-155)

The development of facilities and services to serve the needs
of the elderly within the community shall be encouraged.
(Policy 7-156)

Churches and other religious institutions shall be considered
consistent with residential and commercial land use
designations where safe vehicular access and effective
buffering of neighboring residences can be achieved. (Policy
7-157)

4.5-26(h) Utilize the Mandatory Referral process (Section 65402 of

4.5.26(i)

4.5-26(j)

the Governmeni Code)} to determine i public land
acquisitions, sale or building of new structures, are in
conformity with the General Plan. (Implementation Measure
7-cm)

Pursue a full range of fiscal methods to finance needed
public facilities. (Implementation Measure 7-cn)

Where appropriate, encourage the establishment of
specialized on-site libraries in business parks and other types
of development. (Implementation Measure 7-c0)
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4.5-27

The proposed General Plan would resull in a substantial
amount of new energy requirements.

4.5-26(k)

4.5-27

4.5-27(a)

4.5-27(b)

4.5-27(c)

4.5.27(d)

4.5-27(e)

4.5-27()

Identify changing long-term facilities needs through adoption
of the annual 5-year Capital Improvement Program included
in the Growth Management Element.

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Commercial wind farms shall be restricted to the south
Byron Hills portion of the County. (Policy 8-30)

New residential uses should be discouraged within the wind
energy areas, because clusters of wind turbines generate a
certain amount of noise. Turbines could become a nuisance
if new subdivisions or residences are allowed immediately
adjacent to the existing turbines or on propertics already
approved for wind turbines. (Policy 8-51)

Energy recovery projects, e.g., methane recovery from sewage
(biomass), shall be encouraged, subject to adequate
environmental protection. (Policy 8-53).

The County shall cooperate with PG&E 10 retrofit existing
homes with energy saving devices. (Policy 8-54)

Prepare guidelines for solar design to be included as a
revision 10 the subdivision ordinance. (Implementation

Measure 8-bj)

Include provisions for solar access within design review of
projects. (Implementation Measure 8-bk)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.
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4.6

4.6-1

4.6-2

4.6-3

RESOURCE AND SAFETY ISSUES

Exceptions to the requirement for a 100-foot setback could
allow substantial disturbance of wetlands.

It may be unfeasible to revegetate with native grass species
lands which have been modified for agriculture.

Continued development of windfarms in the eastern sections
of the County could result in additional bird strikes and
electrocutions of golden eagles.

4.6-1

4.6-1(a)

4.6-1(b)

4.6-1(c)

4.6-2

4.6-3

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Drafi General Plan

None.

Additional Mitigation Measures

Other ground-disturbing activities should be excluded from
the 100-foot buffer area in non-agricultural areas.

Expansion or modification of non-habitable agricuiture
structures existing as of 1988 should only be allowed within
100 feet of wetlands if there is no feasible means to expand
or modify the structure outside of the upland buffer area.

Open space, recreation, flood control, and grazing should be
encouraged on parcels which are wholly or mostly contained
within 100 feet of wetlands.

Mitigation Measure Proposed by the Draft General Plan

None.

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measure Proposed by the Draft General Plan

None.

Additional Mitigation Measures

None sugpested.
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4.6-4

4.6-5

The proposed urban fimit line appears to inciude all or part
of several areas designated as Significant Ecological Resource
Areas.

Development associated with the proposed draft General
Plan would result in potentially significant adverse impacts
to significant historical or architectural resources.

4.6-4

4.6-5

4.6-5(a)

4.6-5(b)

4.6-5(c)

4.6-5(d)

4.6-5(e)

4.6-5(1)

Mitigation Measure Proposed by the Draft General Plan

None.

Additional Mitigation Measures

Revise the urban limit line to exclude Significant Ecological
Resource Areas, where appropriate.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Areas which have been identified by the County as having
important archaeologic or historic significance shall be
preserved for such wuses, preferably in public ownership
(Policy 9-28).

Buildings or structures that have visual merit and historic
value shall be protected (Policy 9-29).

Development surrounding areas of historic significance shall
have compatible and high-quality design in order 10 protect
and enhance the historic quality of the area (Policy 9-30).

Within the Southeast County area, applicants for subdivision
or for land use permits to allow non-residential uses shall
provide information to the County on the nature and extent
of the archeological resources that exist in the area. The
County Planning Agency shall be responsibie for determining
the balance between the multiple use of the land with the
protection of resources (Policy 9-31).

Develop an archaeological sensitivity map o be used by staff
in the environmental review process for discretionary permits
to determine potential impacts upon potential culiural
resources (Implementation Measure 9-g).

As a condition of approval of discretionary permits, include
a procedure to be followed in the event that archaeological
resources are  encountered during  development  or
construction (Implementation Measure 9-h),
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4.6-5(g)

4.6-5(h)

4.6-5(i)

4.6-5()

4.6-5(k)

4.6-5(1)

4.6-5(m)

Develop design guidelines for areas adjacent 10 or within
scenic corridors or historic sites (Implementation Measure 9-

1)

Review existing County ordinances and guidelines and make
amendments as necessary to ensure that they provide
adequate safeguards for archeologic and historic resources
(Implementation Measure 9-j).

Promote the use of the State of California Historic Building
Code to protect historic sites in the County (Impiementation
Measure 9-k).

Encourage owners of eligible historic properties to apply for
State and Federal registration of these sites and to
participate in tax incentive programs for historic restoration
(Implementation Measure 9-1).

Seek coordination and cooperation with Federal, State, and
local governments, and with private and non-profit
organizations, to establish funding sources fo preserve,
restore and enhance unique historic sites. Such funding
sources may be used to acquire and preserve sites or 10
acquire easements over sites and Dbuilding facades
(Implementation Measure 9-m).

[dentify funding mechanisms, including funding from the
County 1o the extent possible, to support programs to
preserve, restore, and enhance unique historic  sites
(Implementation Measure 9-n).

In those areas identified as having medium to high sensitivity
for archaeological resources, proposed development projects
shalt be investigated during the environmental review process
to determine whether valuable archaeological resources may
be affected. At a minimum, a Phase 1, Level 1, survey should
be conducted (Implementation Measure 9-0).
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4.6-6

4.6-7

The inlensification of land use and development in vacanl
areas would reduce natural open space in the County
changing its aesthetic character.

Scenic quality could be degraded by new development, which
is obtrusive, inconsistent with existing development or ptaced
in a location of unique scenic value.

4.6-6

4.6-6(a)

4.6-7

4.6-7(a)

4.6-7(b)

4.6-7(c)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft Genera] Plan

None.

Additional Mitigation Measures

Development on open space lands, agricultural land,
wellands, and scenic resources would be limited through the
pending open space inistialive ordinance which determines
a 65% retention of all County land as open space. Further,
the ordinance would preclude urban development beyond the
established boundary of the Urban Limit Line.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

In order to conserve the inherent scenic beauty of the
County and its natural resources, developers shall generaily
be required to restore the natural contours and vegetation
of the land after grading and other land disturbances have
occurred. Public and private projects shail be designed 10
minimize damages to significant trees and other visual
landmarks (Policy 9-12).

In areas along major scenic ridges which are designated for
open space use, the prigciples outlined in Policy 9-19
through Policy 9-26 shall apply (Policy 9-135)

New power lincs shall be located parallel o existing lines
10 minimize their visual impact (Policy (9-17)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.
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4.6-8

Development  permitted on  hillsides or ridges would
potentially result in adverse detrimental impacts 1o the scenic
resource.

4.6-8

4.6-8(a)

4.6-8(b)

4.6-8(c)

4.6-8(d)

4.6-8(e)

4.6-8(f)

4.6-8(g)

4.6-8(h)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

When development is permitted to occur on hillsides,
structures shall be tocated in a manner which is sensitive to
available natural resources and constraints (Policy 9-19).

Hilltops, ridges, rock outcroppings, mature stands of trees,
and other natural features, shall be considered for
preservation at the time that development applications are
reviewed (Policy 9-20).

Any new development shali be encouraged 1o generally
confirm with natural contrours, and 10 avoid excessive
grading (Policy 9-21).

All new land uses which are to be located below a major
scenic ridge shall be reviewed with an emphasis on protecting
the visual qualities of the ridge (Policy 9-22).

The involvement of public interest groups shall be
encouraged when identifying, acquiring, and maintaining
those areas of unique visual quaiity in the County (Policy 9-
23).

The appearance of the County shali be improved by
eliminating negative features, such as non-conforming signs
and overhead utility lines, and by encouraging aesthetically
designed facilities with adequate setbacks and landscaping
{Policy 9-24)

Require Environmental Impact Reports 10 be prepared for
any development projects which would have the potential 10
degrade the scenic qualities of major significant ridges in the
County or the bay and delta shoreline (Implementation
Measure 9-b).

Develop hillside and ridgeline design guidelines to provide
better guidance for development, particularly as it relates 10
grading, massing and relationship of structures to ridgelines
(Implementation Measure 9-¢).
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4.6-8(i)

4.6-8(j)

4.6-8(k)

4.6-8(1)

4.6-8(m)

4.6-8(n)

4.6-8(0)

Where possible, structures shall not be built on the op of
any designated scenic ridgeline (Implementation Measure 9-
d).

High quality engineering of slopes shall be required to avoid
soil erosion, downstream flooding, slope failure, loss of
vegelative cover, high maintenance costs, property damages,
and damages 1o visual quality. Particularly vulnerable areas
should be avoided for urban development. Slopes over 25
percent are generally not desirable for conventional cut-and-
fill pad development (Policy 9-11).

Extreme topographic modification, such as filling in canyons
or removing hilltops, shall be avoided. Clustering and
planned unit development approaches shall be encouraged.
All future development plans, whether large- or small-scale,
shall be based on identifying safe and suitable sites for
buildings, roads and driveways. Exemptions to this policy are
appropriate for mining, landfill, and public projects in open
space areas (Policy 9-14).

New water tanks that would harm the visual quality of a
scenic ridge shall be buried, camouflaged or screened 10
mitigate their impacts (Policy 9-16).

The construction of new structures on the top of major
scenic ridges or within 50 feet of the ridgeline shall be
discouraged (Policy 9-18).

Any new development shall be encouraged to generally
conform with natural contours (o avoid excessive grading

(Policy 9-21).

All new land uses which are 1o be located below a major
scenic ridge shall be reviewed with an emphasis on protecting
the visual qualities of the ridge (Policy 9-22).
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4.6-9 Proposed development may degrade the scenic resources of
the Bay and Deita shoreline.

4.6-10  Protection of scenic routes does not include provisions which
would establish the extent or limits of designated scenic
corridors.

4.6-8(p)

4.6-8(q)

4.6-9

4.6-9(a)

4.6-9(b)

4.6-9(c)

4.6-10

4.6-10(a)

4.6-10(b)

Prepare specific plans and/or adopt an ordinance which
would protect the major scenic ridgelines not atready under
public protection ownership (Implementation Measure 9-a).

Additional Mitigation Measures

Discourage hillside development in order to preserve the
visual character of hillsides and ridges in the County.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Develop and enforce guidelines for development along scenic
waterways 1o maintain the visual quality of these areas
(Implementation Measure 9-¢).

Maintenance of the scenic waterways of the County shall be
ensured through public protection of the marshes and
riparian vegetation along the shorelines and delta levees, as
otherwise specified in this plan (Policy 9-25).

Tule isfands and levee remnants within the County shall be
restricted from new development {Policy 9-26).

Additionai Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Prepare a corridor study in which an appropriate scenic
corridor width will be defined along all proposed scenic
routes (Implementation Measure 9-d).

Prepare a visual analysis of proposed scenic routes 1o identify
views of signilicant visual or culturai value (Implementation
Measure 9-¢)
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4.6-11

4.6-12

The location of visual "Gateways™ in the County has not been
wdentified, and could impede public access to scenic routes.

Vehicle trips generated by land uses in the County would
create new emissions over the entire Bay Area transportation
nclwork.

4.6-11

4.6-11(a)

4.6-11(b)

4.6-12

4.6-12(a)

4.6-12(b)

4.6-12(c)

4.6-12(d)

4.6-12(e)

4.6-12()

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Miligation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Identify and designate "gateways" within the scenic routes
which are located at unique transition points in topography
or land use and serve as entrances 1o regions of the County
{Implementation Measure 9-f).

Physical and visual public access to established scenic routes
shail be proiected (Policy 9-27).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Vehicle miles travelled (VMT) throughout the County shall
be reduced (Goal 8-AC).

The percentage of average daily traffic trips occurring at peak
hours shall be reduced (Goal 8-AD). Table 4.6(5)

Development and roadway improvements shall be phased to
avoid congestion (Policy 8-99).

The free flow of vehicular traffic shall be facilitated on major
arterials (Policy 8-100).

Vehicular emissions shall be reduced throughout the County
(Policy 8-101).

A safe, convenient and effective bicycle and trail system shall
be created and maintained 10 encourage increased bicycle use
and walking as alternatives to driving (Policy 8-102).
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4.6-12(g) A safe and convenient pedestrian system shall be created and
maintained in order to encourage waiking as an alternative
to driving (Policy 8-103).

4.6-12(h) Discourage development that encourages iong-distance
commuting, adversely affects the desired jobs/housing balance,
or is entirely auto-dependent (Implementation Measure 8-
do).

4.6-12(i) Review proposed development to encourage maximum use
of bicycle, pedestrian and tramsit modes of transportation
(Implementation Measure 8-dq).

4.6-12(j) Support efforts at the State and regional level to enact
legislation providing for stricter controls on mobile,
stationary and area sources of air pollutants {Implementation
Measure 8-dr).

4.6-12(k) Cooperate with the Association of Bay Area Goveraments
(ABAG), Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(BAAQMD), and Metropolitar Transportation Commission
(MTC) in future regional air quality planning efforts
(Implementation Measure 8-ds}.

4.6-12(1) In addition to improving the jobs/housing balance, an effort
to fill jobs in the County with County residents through
"local hire" policies could be encouraged. Job training
programs for County residents should be tailored to local
jobs. (New Implementation Measure 8-dp)

Additonal Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

4.6-13  Stationary sources of air pollution resulling from 4.6-13(a) Proposcd projects shall be reviewed for their potential 1o
implementation of the draft General Plan would impact air quality conditions {Policy 8-104).
predominately include emissions from residential and
industrial operations. 4.6-13(b) Proposed projects shall be reviewed for their potential to

generate hazardous air pollutants (Policy 8-105).
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4.6-14

The adoption of the draflt General Plan would result in
increased ambient noise levels in unincorporated areas of the
County from roadway traffic, railroad traffic, airport activity,
construction, industrial activity and the proposed extension
of BART within the County.

4.6-13(c) Aar quality planning efforts shall be coordinated with other
local, regional and State agencies (Policy 8-106).

4.6-13(d) New housing in infill and peripheral areas, which are
adjacent 1o existing residential development, shall be
encouraged (Policy 8-108).

4.6-13(e) Review major development applications for consistency with
regional air quality plan assumptions (Implementation
Measure 8-dq)

The mitigation measures listed above will reduce, but not eliminate,
the significant impacts of adoption of the proposed plan on regional
air quality.  Therefore, project impacis on air quality should be
considered unavoidabie.

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

4.6-14  Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

4.6-14(a) New projecis shall be required to meet acceptable exterior
noise ievel standards as established in the noise and land use
compatibility guidelines contained in Figure X-1. These
guidelines, along with the future noise levels shown in the
future noise contours maps, should be used by the County
as a guide for evaluating the compatibility of "noise-
sensitive” projects in potentially noisy areas (Policy 10-1).

4.6-14(b) The standard for outdoor noise levels in residential areas is
a DNL of 60 dB or less. However, a DNL of 60 dB or less
may not be achievable in all residential areas due 1o
economic or aesthetic constraints (Policy 10-2).

4.6-14(cy Tide 24 , Pant 2, of the California Administrative Code
requires that new multiple family housing projects, hotels,
and moltels exposed o a DNL of 60 dB or greater have a
detailed acoustical analysis describing how the project will
provide an interior DNIL. of 45 dB or less. The County shall
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4.6-14(d)

4.6-14(¢)

4.6-14(f)

4.6-14(g)

4.6-14(h)

4.6-14(i)

4.6-14())

also require new single-family housing projects to provide for
an interior DNL of 45 dB or fess (Policy 10-3).

If an area is currently below the maximum "normally
acceptable” noise level, an increase in noise up 10 the
maximum should not necessarily be allowed (Policy 10-4).

If a noise study is performed, the study should base impacts
on the potential for the project to significantiy increase
existing noise levels. This will help determine the likelihood
of community response (Policy 10-5).

Public projects shall be designed and constructed 10 minimize
long-term noise impacts on existing residents (Policy 10-6).

In developing residential areas exposed to a DNL in excess
of 65 dB due 10 single events such as airport, helicopter, or
train operations, indoor noise levels due to these singie
evenis shall not exceed a maximum A-weighted noise level
of 50 dB in bedrooms and 55 dB in other habitable rooms
(Policy 10-7).

Construction activities shail be concentrated during the hours
of the day that are not noise-sensitive for any adjacent land
uses and should be conditioned to occur during normal work
hours of the day, so as to provide relative quiet during the
more sensitive evening and early morning periods (Policy 10-
8).

Sensitive land uses shall be encouraged to locate away from
noisy areas, or the impacis of noise on these uses shall be
mitigated.  If residential areas are planned adjacent to
industrial noise sources, them a noise study shall be
performed o delermine the extent of any noise impacts and
recommend appropriate noise mitigation measures (Policy 10-
9.

Development located within 6,000 feet of Camp Parks
Reserve Forces Training Area shall be required to prepare
a detailed acoustical analysis. The analysis shall determine
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if the project will be severely affected by noise and, if so,
what noise mitigation measures are available (Policy 10-10).

4.6-14(k) Noise impacts upon the natural environment, including
impacts on wildlife, shall be evaluated and considered in
review of development projects (Policy 10-10).

4.6-14(1)

Encourage use of the following mitigation measures to
minimize noise impacts of proposed development projects:

a)

b)

Site planning. Proper site planning to reduce noise
impacts is the first mitigation measure that should be
investigated. By taking advantage of the natural shape
and terrain of a site, it ofien is possible to arrange the
buildings and other uses in a manner which will reduce
and possibly eliminate noise impact. Specific site planning
techniques include:

1) increasing the distance between the noise source and
the receiver;

2) placing non-noise-sensitive land uses, such as parking
lots, maintenance facilities and utility areas, between
the source and the receiver;

3) using non-noise-sensitive structures, such as garages,
1o shield noise-sensitive areas; and

4) orienting buildings 1o shield outdoor spaces from a
noise source.

Architectural layout of buildings. In many cases, noise
reduction can be attained by careful layout of noise-
sensitive spaces. Bedrooms, for example, should be placed
away from freeways. Quiet outdoor spaces can be
provided next to a noisy highway by creating a U-shaped
development which faces away from the highway. Prior
to approval of construction or adoption of an operational
plan, site specific environmental review of the East
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County Airport shall be revised based upon the specific
project characteristics.

¢) Noise barriers or walls are commonly used to reduce noise
levels from ground transportation noise sources and
industrial sources. While serving a dual purpose, in that
they can reduce noise level both outdoors and indoors, (0
be effective, a barrier must interrupt the line of sight
between the noise source and the receiver. A barrier
should provide at least 5 dB of noise reduction to achieve
a noticeable change in noise levels.

d} Construction modifications. If site planning, architectural
layout, noise barriers, or a combination of these measures
de not achieve the required noise reduction, construction
modification to walls, roofs, ceilings, doors, windows, and
other penetrations may be necessary.

{Implementation Measure 10-c).

4.6-14(m)Noise mitigation features shall be incorporated into the

4.6-14(n)

4.6-14(0)

design and construction of new projects or be required as
conditions of project approval. (implementation measure 10-

e).

Adopt a noise ordinance as the method to regulate noise
from sources other than transportation sources. The noise
ordinance should include specific aocise level limits for
stationary sources (i.e., projects). These noise level limits
should take into account the type of adjacent land use (i.e.,
residential, commercial or industrial). The State of
California Qffice of Noise Control has published a Model
Community Noise Ordinance. (implementation measure 10-

0.

Coordinate efforts among the County, the cities, BART,
State government and other agencies to develop a mult-
phased action program (0 mitigate noise impacts.
(implementation measure 10-g).
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4.6-15

Risk of contamination of domestic well water from increasing
levels of nitrates in water from agricultural fertilizers, leaking
sepiic tanks and increased pumping may continue under the
proposed plan.

4.6-14(p)

4.6-14(q)

4.6-14(r)

4.6-15

4.6-15(a)

4.6-15(b)

4.6-15(c)

4.6-15(d)

4£6-15(¢)

4.6-15(f)

Prepare and adopt a noise abatement program that is
consistent with State and Federal guidelines, legally valid,
and cost-effective. (implementation measure 10-h)

Additional Mirigation Measures

Residential structures proposed to be built within railroad
noise contours should be adequately set back 1o avoid the
effects of vibration on residents.

Require that development projects adjacent to railroad lines
observe a 200 foot setback. Require that the projects
adequately mitigate the potential for significant effects from
vibration through site design that locates streets, storm drain
lines and other utilities in the 200-foot setback area.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Pubhic ownership of lands bordering reservoirs shall be
encouraged to safeguard waler quality (Policy 10-706).

The safety of valuable underground water supplies for
present and future users shall be ensured by preventing
contamination (Policy 10-77).

Water service systems shall be required to meel regulatory
standards for waler delivery, water storage and emergency
water supplies (Policy 7-16).

Water service agencies shall be encouraged to meet all
regulatory standards for water quality prior to approval of
any new connections to that agency (Policy 7-23).

All wells and other entrances o aquifers shall be identified
and protected (Policy 10-81).

Annexation of municipal or small service districts into the
larger districts shall be supported when such annexations
would result in water supply safety benefils 10 the consumers
(Policy 10-82).
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4,6-16

Increased urbanization due to the adoption of the draft
General Plan would contribute pollutants, often termed
~urban runoff and sediments to surface waters such as rivers,
creeks and the Delta.

4.6-15(2)

4.6-15(h)

4.6-15(i)

4.6-15(j)

4.6-17(k)

4.6-16

4.6-16(a)

Development of rural residences or other uses, that will be
served by well water or an underground water supply, shail
be discouraged in areas with high nitrate concentrations in
the groundwater (see Figure 7-2) (Policy 7-21).

Discourage the development of new wells for domestic use
in areas with high nitrate concentrations in the ground water
(Policy 10-88).

Land use plans and major project proposals that would
encourage development served by wells and septic systems
shall be approved only after there arc assurances of the
adequacy of the aquifer and thar there is minimum risk of
well contamination during the rainy season (Policy 10-80).

Prior to approval of development entiillements, new
development shall be required 10 obtain verification from a
water service agency that an adequate water supply can be
provided to serve the development if the development is
built within a period of time specified by the water agency.
That supply shall not depend upon surplus water supplies as
a primary source (Policy 7-22).

Instruct the County Health Department to do a study of the
nitrate groundwater problem for East County including
recommendations on continued approval of new wells for
residential use {Implementation Measure 10-ak).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

The use of toxic and nutritive chemicals by agricultural
operators shall be minimized (Policy 10-79).

4.6-16(b) The County shall support water quality standards adequate

to protect public health in importing areas as a priority at
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.6-17

4.6-18

Industrial upsets, such as oil spills, can seriously degrade
water quality of both surface and groundwalers (see
discussion in the Hazardous Malterials Section of this
Chapter).

Diminished water quality in the Delta could result from
increased diversion of water from the Delta to Southern
California, and salt water intrusion, coupled with the
projected long term rise in sea level.

4.6-16(c)

4.6-17

4.6-17(a)

least equal in status to support of Bay/Delta estuary water
standards (Policy 10-74).

Because of the public need for water of a quality suitable for
domestic, industrial and agricultural uses, the County shall
take an active role in reviewing Regional, State and Federal
programs which could affect water quality and water supply
safety in Contra Costa County (Policy 10-86).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Point sources of pollution shall be identified and controlled
o protect adopted beneficial uses of water (Policy 10-75).

4.6-17(b) Prohibit underground discharges of toxic liquid wastes (Policy

4.6-18

10-78).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

The County shall actively oppose any and all efforts 1o
construct a peripheral canal or any other water diversion
system that reduces Delta flows unless and uniil it can be
conclusively demonstrated that such a system would, in fact,
protect, preserve, and enhance the San Francisco Bay Delta
estuary system (Policy 8-25).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.6-19

Development projects in all parts of the County may not
have access to adequate quanities or quality of domestic
water supplies.

4.6-19

4.6-19(a)

4.6-19(b)

4.6-19(c)

4.6-19(d)

4.6-19(¢)

4.6-19()

4.6-19(g)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Waler service agencies shall be encouraged to establish
service boundaries and to develop supplies and facilities to
meet future water needs based on the growth policies
contained in the County and cities’ General Plans (Policy 7-
17).

Urban development shall be encouraged within the existing
water Spheres of Influence adopted by the Local Agency
Formation Commission; expansion into new areas beyond the
Spheres should be restricted to those areas where urban
development can meet all service standards inciuded in this
General Plan (Policy 7-19).

New water storage reservoirs shall be encouraged in
appropriate locations subject to adequate mitigation of
environmental impacts (Policy 10-87).

Institute a detailed inventory of County aquifers to make
known these water sources which, among other uses, may be
utjlized in the event of water shortage (Implementation
Measure 10-ag).

A permit system shall be required for all future wells or
other shafts to aquifers {(Impiementation Measure 10-ah).

Monitoring of weil water quality shall
{Implementation Measure 10-ai).

be  required

Develop dritling and sealing ordinances designed for
protection of aquifers and the public health and weifare
(Implcmentation Measure 10-3j)

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.6-20

4.6-21

Development of new waler systems in rural portions of the
County may induce growih in rural areas.

Existing and potential future county land uses involving
hazardous materials storage, use anpd disposal will continue
to present risk of accidental release that could create adverse
human health or environmental effects.

4.6-20
4.6-20(a)

4.6-20(b)

4.6-20(c)

4.6-21

4.6-21(a)

4.6-21(b)

4.6-21(c)

4.6-21(d)

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

No new water districts shall be established (Policy 10-83).

The development of new water districts, private systems, or
public water companies shall be discouraged (Policy 7-20).

Water service agencies shall be discouraged from constructing
new water distribution infrastructure which exceeds future
waler needs based on the buildout of the County General
Plan and city general plans (Policy 7-18).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested,
Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Users of hazardous materials in the County will be required
10 submit business plans in accordance with the Business
Plan Act for incorporation into the County Area Plan. This
pian will be updated periodically in order to provide accurate
information for emergency response organizations.

Users of acutely hazardous materials in the County will be
required to register such uses with the County Health
Services Depariment, and to prepare Risk Management and
Prevention Program information as directed. Such
information will be made available to county agencies with
decision-making power 10 help resolve potential land use
conflict issues.

Industries that store and process hazardous materials shall
provide a buffer zone between the installation and the
property boundaries sufficient to protect public safety, The
adequacy of the buffer zone shall be determined by the
County Planning Apency (Policy 9-64),

Secondary containment and periodic examination shall be
required for all storage of toxic materials (Policy 9-63).
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.6-22

4.6-23

New areas of residential and commercial development
proposed under the draft General Pian would increase the
number of persons in proximity 10 land uses involving
hazardous materials and to routes used for transportation
of such materials, and therefore could increase the potential
health risk from an accidental hazardous material release.

Potential increased transportation of hazardous materials
within the County or new facilities for such transportation
could increase the risk ol adverse human health or
environmental effects resulting from an accident.

4.6-21(¢)

4.6-21(f)

4.6-22

4.6-22(a)

4.6-22(b)

4.6-23

4.6-23(a)

4.6-23(b)

4.6-23(c)

Industrial facilities shall be constructed and operated in
accordance with up-to-date safety and environmental
protection standards (Policy 9-64).

The County Ordinance Code should be revised to require the
issuance of land use permits for all industrial uses (Policy 9-
67).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested,

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Mitigation Measures 4.6-21(a-f) would apply to reducing the
level of significance of this impact.

In order to provide for public safety, urban and suburban
development should not take place in areas where they
would be subject to safety hazards from oil and gas wells.
Development near oil and gas wells should meet recognized
safety standards (Policy 9-69).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

To the preatest possible extent, new fuel pipelines should not
be routed through population centers nor should they cross
major disaster evacuation routes (Policy 9-68).

When an emergency occurs in the transportation of
hazardous materials, the OES shall be notified as scon as
possible (Policy 9-70).

To the greatest extent feasible, industry shoukd be
encouraged to utilize underground pipelines, rail, and
waterways 10 transport hazardous materials in order 1o take
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.6-24

Population and employment activity increases under the
proposed draft General Plan would increase the number of
persons exposed to risk of injury, death or property damage
resulting from seismic events in the region.

4.6-23(d)

4.6-24

4.6-24(a)

4.6-24(b)

4.6-24(c)

4.6-24(d)

4.6-24(¢)

4.6-24(1)

advantapge of the greater separation from the general public
provided by these modes of transportation (Policy 9-71).

The County Ordinance Code should be amended to require
land use permits for all new regional major pipelines

transmitting hazardous materials.

Additional Mitigation Measures

None sugpested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Prohibit construction of structures for human habitation, and
those whose loss would affect public safety or needed
services, over the trace of an active fault (Policy 9-12).

Require that structures intended for human occupancy are
adequately set back from active and potentially active fault
traces, laking into account the varying degrees of seismic risk
and the consequences of failure (implementation Mcasure 9-

a).

Develop ordinances incorporating existing Board of
Supervisors’ policy on administering the Alquist Priolo
Special Studies Zone Act (Impiementation Measure 9-1).

Base significant land use decisions (General Plan
Amendments, Rezoning, ¢ic.) on a thorough evaluation of
geologic-seismic and soils conditions and risk (Policy 9-2).

Require that structures designed for human habitation be
designed to perform satisfactorily under earthquake
conditions {Policy 9-3).

Require geologic-seismic and soils studies as a precondition
1o authorizing public or private construction in areas prone
10 severe levels of groundshaking where risks to life and
investments are high (Policy 9-4).



Table 2-1 (Continued)

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.6-25

The draft General Plan would increase the development
potential of county areas subject to liquefaction, and
therefore increase the associated risks (o persons and

property.

4.6-24(g)

Include  appropriate  recommendations for  seismic
strengthening and detailing (1o meet the latest adopted
seismic design criteria) in staff review of development permit
applications and other entitiements and in comments on
projects of other agencies (Policy 9-5).

4.6-24(h) Prohibit the erection of structures for human habitation, as

4.6-24(i)

4.6-24(j)

4.6-24(K)

4.6-25

4.6-25(a)

well as structures and facilities whose loss would affect public
safety or the provision of needed services, in areas where
there is a high risk of severe damage or isolation in the
event of an earthquake (Policy 9-6).

Give primary consideration 10 ground conditions in the
selection of land use and the design of development projects
(Policy 9-8).

Apply policies regarding liquefaction to other ground failures
which might result from groundshaking but which are not
subject to such well-defined field and laboratory analysis
(Policy 9-10).

Combine on the "Relative Stability” map the locations of
State mandated Special Studies Zones and potentially active
faults of concern to critical public and private facility
location (e.g., emergency response facilities, public safety
facilities, hospitals, freeways, etc.).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None supgested.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Discourage wurban or suburban development in areas
susceplible to high liquefaction dangers, while recognizing
that there are low intensity uses, such as waler-related
recreation and agriculture, that are appropriate in such areas
(Policy 9-18).
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Mitigation Measures

4.6-26

Adoption of the draft General Plan may not avoid
developments in ground failure or landslide hazard areas.

4.6-25(b) Any structures permitted in areas of high liquefaction danger
shall be sited, designed and constructed to minimize the
dangers from damage due 1o earthquake induced liguefaction
{Policy 9-20).

4.6-25(c) Approval of public or privale projects in areas of high
liguefaction potential shall be contingent on peologic and
engineering studies which define and delineate potentially
hazardous geologic and/or soils conditions, recommend means
of miugating these adverse conditions; and on proper
implementation of mitigation measures (Policy 9-21).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

4.6-26  Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

4.6-26(a) Analyze available slope failure records and recommend any
needed improvements 10 the County Grading Ordinance
(Implementation Measure 9-n).

4.6-26(b) Consider the adoption of a hillside preservation ordinance
in order to implement the policies of the Safety Element and
coordinate it with the Open Space/Conservation element of
the General Plan (Implementation Measure 9-0).

4.6-26(c) Refer development proposals in areas of potential land
instability or geologic hazards to the County Planning
Geologist for review and recommendation (Implementation
Measure 9-p).

4.6-26(d) Require geologic and engineering studies as necessary 10
evatuate proposcd developments in areas subject 1o potential
fandslide hazards (Implementation Measure 9-q).

4.6-26(¢) Require that General Plan Amendment requests involving
lands with slopes of over 15 percent be accompanied by a
soils/peologic report (Implementation Measure 9-r).
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.6-27

Development allowable under the proposed general plan
within the 100-year fiood piain, including Bethel Island and
other Delta islands development, would increase the number
of persons and amount of property potentially exposed 1o
flood conditions.

4.6-26(f)

4.6-26(g)

4.6-27

4.6-27(a)

4.6-27(b)

4.6-27(c)

4.6-27(d)

4.6-27(€)

Add 1o the Safety Element a "Relative Stability" map, based
upon the U.S. Geological Survey Professional Paper No. 944,
which shows 6 categories of stability/instability, at a scale of
1 inch = 2 miles (Implementation Measure 9-m).

Additional Mitigation Measures

Include in the General Plan a policy that requires ¢ither
total repair or avoidance of landslides and other potentially
unsiable areas in the review and approval process for
development projects,

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

To ensure pubtic safety by directing development away {rom
areas which may pose a risk to life from fiooding, and to
mitigate flood risks to property. (goal 9-G)

The areas designated [by the US. Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) as lying within the 100-year
flood plain] shall be considered inappropriate for
conventional urban development due to flood hazards as
defined by FEMA. Applications for development at urban
or suburban densities in areas where there is a serious risk
to life shall be denied (Policy 9-33).

Pians for Delia levee rehabilitation and maintenance should
be developed to protect the beneficial uses of the Delta
(Policy 7-53).

In mainland areas along the rivers and bays affected by water
backing up into the watercourse, it shall be demonstrated
prior to development that adequate protection exists either
through levee protection or change of elevation (Policy 9-
35).

On islands in East County, development shall not be aliowed
until a study is performed to resolve issues and determine
appropriate locations for development. This study shail be
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Mitigation Measures

4.6-27(f)

4.6-27(g)

4.6-27(h)

4.6-27(i)

a high priority for the County and should include the
following:
o a risk assessment of development in that area; and

o an analysis of flooding due to runoff and tides, setilement
of shallow soils, deep subsidence, liquefaction, and
adequacy of insurance programs (Policy 9-36).

In mainland areas affected by creeks, development within the
100-year flood plain shall be limited until a flood
management plan can be adopted, which may include
regional and local facilities if needed. The riparian habitat
shall be protected by providing a cross section of channel
suitable to carry the 100-year flow. Fleod management shall
be accomplished within the guidelines contained in the
Conservation Element (Policy 9-34).

The County shall review {looding policies as they relate 1o
properties designated by FEMA as within both the 100- and
the 500-year floodplains (Policy 9-45).

Land use plans and zoning shall be the primary means for
floodplain management in preference o siructural
improvements, where possible (Policy 7-41).

Residential and non-residential uses proposed in areas of
special {lood hazards, as shown on FEMA maps, shall
conform to the requirements of the County Floodplain
Management Ordinance (#87-45) and the further
requirements outlined in  the "Delia Recreation and
Resources” section {d)}(5). (A textual description of the
"Agricultural Lands" and "Agricultural Core™ land use
designations is provided in the Land Use Element, pages ?
and ?7.) (The ordinance requires that specific construction
standards be applied to any new subdivision of lands or
structures proposed in flood-prone areas. Structures must
be properly anchored to their foundation; flood-resistant
construction maierials and improvements must be used; lower
floors must be designed to avtomatically equalize hydrostatic
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

pressure on exterior walls; and structures must be elevated
to or above the FEMA base flood elevation.)

4.6-27(j) A uniform set of flood damage prevention standards should
be established by the cooperative efforts of all County, State,
and Federal agencies with responsibilities for flood control
works and development in flood-prone areas in the County
{Policy 9-37).

4.6-27(k) Flood-proofing of structures shall be required in any area
subject to flooding; this shalf occur both adjacent 10
watercourses as well as in the Delta or along the waterfront
(Policy 9-38).

4.6-27(}) Draft and adopt a flood management plan for mainland areas
affected by creeks, in accordance with the guidelines
contained in the Safety Element and Open
Space/Conservation  Element of  this General Plan
(Implementation Measure 9-v).

4.6-27(m) Establish a uniform set of flood damage prevention standards
in cooperation with appropriate County, State, and Federal
agencies (Implementation Measure 9-x).

4.6-27(n) Through the environmental review process, ensure that
potential flooding impacts due 1o new development, inciuding
on-site and downstream flood damage, subsidence, dam or
levee failure, and potential inundation from tsunamis and
seiches, are adequately assessed.  Impose appropriate
mitigation measures (e.g., flood-proofing, levee protection,
Delta reclamations) (Implementation Measure 9-y).

4.6-27(0) Adopt ordinances implementing the Federal Emergency
Management  Agency Flood Insurance  Program

(Implementation Measure 9-aa).

Additional Mitigation Measures

4.6-27(p) All residential and non-residential uses proposed in areas of
special flood hazards, as shown on FEMA maps, shall
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

4.6-28

Potential levee failure wounld continue 10 pose a risk {0 areas
protected by levees. The number of persons and the amount
of property at risk wouid be increased by draft General Plan
development.

4.6-28

4.6-28(a)

4.6-28(b)

4.6-28(c)

4.6-28(d)

1.6-28(¢)

4.6-28(D)

conform to the requirements of the County Floodplain
Management Ordinance (#87-45). The provisions of the
ordinance shall be applied to all approved entitiements (land
use permits, tentative, final, and parcel maps, development
plan permits, and variances) and ministerial permits (building
and grading permits).

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

In order to protect lives and property, intensive urban and
suburban development shall not be permitied in reclaimed
areas unless flood protection in such areas is constructed, at
a minimum, to the standards of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973, Levees protecting these areas shall
meel the standards of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
{Policy 9-51).

Delta levees shall be rehabilitated and maintained {o protect
beneficial uses of the Delta and its water. Only those uses
appropriate in areas subject to risk of flooding and seismic
activity, such as agriculture and recreation, shouid be planned
and approved. This policy shall not apply to Bethel Island or
Discovery Bay (Policy 9-52).

The potential effects of dam or levee failure are so
substantial that geologic and engineering investigation shall
be warranted as a prerequisite for authorizing public and
private construction of either public facilities or private
development in affected areas (Policy 9-55).

Development proposals should be reviewed with reference to
dam failure inundation maps, as these become available, in
order to determine evacuation routes (Policy 9-56).

Dam and levee failure, as well as potential inundation from
tsunamis and seiches, shall be a significani consideration of
the appropriateness of land use proposals (Potlicy 9-57).

Conduct a study of flooding conditions on islands in East
County, including a risk assessment of development in that
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4.6-29

Additional development, particularly on Bethel Island,
proposed under the draft General Plan would increase the
population and property at risk from flood hazards caused
by global sea level rise and subsidence.

4.6-28(g)

4.6-28(h)

4.6-28(i)

4.6-29

4.6-29(a)

4.6-29(b)

4.6:29(c)

area and an analysis of flooding due to runoff and tdes,
setlement of shallow soils, deep subsidence, liquefaction,
and adequacy of insurance programs (Implementation
Measure 9-w).

Develop and implement Delta levee rehabilitation plans in
cooperation with State and Federal agencies and the private
sector, in accordance with the policies of this General Plan
{Implementation Measure 9-z).

Prohibit new structures which would restrict maintenance or
future efforis to increase the height of the levees from being
constructed on top or immediately adjacent to the levees
{Implementation Measure 9-ab}.

All analysis of levee safety shall include consideration of the
worst case situations of high tides coupled with storm-driven
waves (Implementation Measure 9-ac).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggesied.

Mitigation Measures Proposed by the Draft General Plan

Buildings in urban development near the shoreline and in
flood-prone areas shall be protected from flood dangers,
including consideration of rising sea level (Policy 9-41).

Habitable areas of structures near the shoreline and in fiood-
prone areas shall be sited above the highest water level
expected during the life of the project, or shall be protected
for the expected life of the project by levees of an adequate
design (Folicy 9-42).

The County shall review flooding policies in the General
Plan on an annual basis, in order to incorporate any new
scientific findings regarding project sea level rise due (o the
greenhouse effect (Policy 9-44).
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4.6-29(d)

4.6-29(¢)

4.6-29(f)

4.6-29(g)

Whenever studies indicate subsidence is or may become a
flood-threatening problem, the County should continue (o
monitor subsidence until flood protection is assured (Policy
9-46).

The General Plan shall not permit a substantial non-
agricultural, residential population to be subjected to
increased flood hazard due 1o subsidence (Policy 9-47).

Low density development of lands subject to subsidence shalt
lake into account and fully mitigate the potential impacts of
flooding based on the best currently available techniques.
(Policy 9-48)

Any development approvals for areas subject 1o subsidence
shall include conditions which account for the need to
support Della reclamation and irrigation districts, and to
strengthen weak and low levees prior to development (Policy
9-49).

4.6-29(h) The pumping of substantial quantities of water, oil, and pas

in an area protected by levees is inconsistent with new major
development approvals (Policy 9-50).

Additional Mitigation Measures

None suggested.

I, Community land trusts provide affordable housing by buying land and buildings, holding the land in trust, and selling buildings to
families, nonprofit organizations, small businesses, etc. Home buyers enter into a long-term land lease with the land trust which includes
a limited appreciation provision on the resale of the building. "Limited appreciation” means a restriction on the amount of profit that

can be made when the property is sold.

By separating the residential unit from the land, and through the land-lease’s limited appreciation provision, community land trusts
accomplish two major public policy goals: First, subsidies invested in a property (such as seed grants, loans, or gifts) are retained and
recycled for the benefit of future generations of homeowners on the land. Second, housing units remain affordable for future generations

of owners.
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TableS-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easur es

Level of
| mpact Mitigation Measures Significance
after
Mitigation
LAND USE
LU-3. The proposed General 1993 General Plan and Proposed General Plan Update SU
Plan Update would None
conflict with the
Contra Costa County
Urban Limit Line and Additional Mitigation
the COU“FY General The land usesin the proposed General Plan Update may be modified to reflect the County’s Urban Limit Line and the County General
Plan Agricultural Code | Plan. In order to maintain the population and jobs-housing ratio of the proposed General Plan Update, the City could increase densities
Land Use designation, and intensities within the Urban Limit Line to make up for land uses that fall outside of the developable areain Brentwood. The
but conformstoall modification of the proposed Land Use Map to eliminate urban uses beyond the Urban Limit Line is Alternative 2 and described and
other applicable policy | evaluated in Section 4 of thisEIR.
documents. (S) There are no mitigation measures that would enable Brentwood to comply with the County’s Urban Limit Line, short of adopting a
different Land Use Plan. Accordingly, this conflict with the County’s open space area would remain significant and unavoidable.
LU-6. The proposed General 1993 General Plan SU
Plan Update would Conservation/Open Space Element
convert prime - . . . )
farmland, unique Goal 1. Conservation: Preserve agricultural lands in Brentwood's Planning Area.
farmland, or farmland Policy 1.1. Agricultural Production: Support preservation of productive agricultural lands and provide appropriate programs.
_Of statewide o 1.1.3 Intergovernmental Cooperation: Cooperate with Contra Costa County, Antioch, and Oakley in programs that establish
importance within the community separators and other permanent agricultural areas.
gllty qf Br:ntwoog 1.1.4. Secure Agricultural Lands: Establish a program which secures permanent agriculture on lands designated for agriculture in the
anning Area. (S) City and/or County General Plan. The program should include joint use concepts (e.g. wastewater irrigation), land dedication (e.g.
secured through development agreements) and a transfer of development/in-lieu fee ordinance. The program should also create
incentives for continuing agriculture (e.g. long-term irrigation water contracts) and assurances that potential ag-urban conflictswill be
mitigated.
1.1.5. Maintain Prime Agricultural Land: Maintain prime agricultural lands south of ECCID main channel and east of Sellers
Avenue and direct urban growth to the west and the north.
Community Design
Policy 2.2. Preserve Agricultural Lands: Preserve agricultural lands adjacent to urban development, along the periphery of the community,
and between development projects as possible.
Proposed General Plan Update
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
Brentwood GP Update EIR — Summary S13

T:\_GIS_PROJECTS\Conservation\HCP\Published maps\HCP Figures Spring 2005\June_2005_Public_Draft_Documents\EIS_appendix_D_source materia SECCEIS_Appendix_D_Brentwood GP_EIR_Summary Table- S-2.doc




Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

I mpact

Mitigation Measures

Level of
Significance
after
Mitigation

Land Use Element

Protect agricultural land from urban development except where the General Plan Land Use Map has designated the land for urban uses.
(Action Program 5.2.3)

Additional Mitigation

The Agricultural Enterprise Program proposed by the City of Brentwood contains several mitigation measures to help compensate for the
loss of agricultural land. The mitigation measures from the Agricultural Enterprise Program along with changes to the proposed Land Use
Map would reduce the loss of prime agriculture soils. However, this impact would remain significant and unavoidable as long as high
quality farmland is converted to accommodate additional urbanization. (SU)

LU-6.1 Implementation of Recommended Measures from the Agricultural Enterprise Program. Following is an explanation of the basic
mechanism for the mitigation program recommended in the Agricultural Enterprise Program draft report. When farmland is converted to
urban use, mitigation would be required directly by offering conserved land on or off-site or indirectly through payment of a mitigation fee
that is used to purchase conservation easements in a designated area of high quality farmland. This compensation, whether it is a
mitigation fee or land, would be used to permanently protect valuable farmland within the City of Brentwood in Brentwood's Agricultural
Conservation Area and/or the County’s Agricultural Core Area. Following are specific recommendations for agricultural mitigation that
are excerpted from the City of Brentwood Agricultural Enterprise Program draft report.

e The City should adopt an agricultural mitigation program asidentified in Action 1.1.4 of the City’s 1993 General Plan
(Conservation/Open Space Element).

e All appropriate developments which cause the loss of productive agricultural 1and regardless of soil type and quality affected,
should be required to mitigate at the same level. The City may want to consider whether certain types of parcels are exempted
such as small parcels (less than 1 acre for example) or in-fill parcels, surrounded on two or more sides by existing development.

e The City should use a mitigation ratio of 1:1 (acre for acre): for every developed acre, afee equal to one acre of conserved
farmland isrequired. The Agricultural Advisory Committee has recommended that the mitigation fee be initially set at $4000-
$6000 per gross acre, reflecting the projected price range for conservation easementsin the area, and that this fee be adjusted
annually to reflect changesin valuation.

LU-6.2 Adopt Changes to the proposed Land Use Map. The following changes to the proposed Land Use Map would help further
reduce the impacts:

e Designate urban reserve areas east and south of the City limits on the proposed Land Use Map as Agricultural Conservation.
e Designate some land within the current City limits as Agricultural Conservation.

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant

Brentwood GP Update EIR — Summary
T:\_GIS_PROJECTS\Conservation\HCP\Published maps\HCP Figures Spring 2005\June_2005_Public_Draft_Documents\EIS_appendix_D_source materia SECCEIS_Appendix_D_Brentwood GP_EIR_Summary Table- S-2.doc

S14




Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
CIRCULATION
Cl-2. The proposed General | 1993 General Plan sU
Plan Update would None
result in additional
vehicletrip generation
over current levels, Proposed General Plan Update
some of which would Circulation
utilize Routes of — . - . . . o . .
Reqional Sianifi 1. Develop and maintain a balanced transportation system within the City, that provides a choice of transit, bicycle, equestrian, pedestrian,
egiona Significance and private automobile modes. (Policy 1.1)
outside Brentwood. (S) o ) ) )
2. Maintain level of service standard of “D” or better throughout the vehicular street system. (Action Program 1.1.1)
3. Encourage transit providers to improve service by increasing the number of existing transit routes service frequencies and development
of convenient rider shelter at bus stops. Encourage the use of park-n-ride lots and other transit incentives for Brentwood commuters.
Support regional transit priorities focused on East Contra Costa County. (Action Program 1.1.5)
4. Maintain atransportation system, consistent with the city Truck Routes Map, that provides truck mobility to serve Brentwood
commerce, and support infrastructure improvements to separate regional goods movement from local circulation. (Action Program
1.1.6)
Additional Mitigation
Cl-2.1  Adoption of Policy to Help Regional Planning Efforts. The following policy shall be added to the Draft General Plan (Policy
1.2, under Goal 2, Transportation Alternatives) as a means for the City of Brentwood to maintain regional coordination and cooperation
with neighboring jurisdictions and regional planning efforts. The policy shall read as follows:
Actively participate in regional planning efforts through the Contra Costa Transportation Authority, TRANSPLAN and the East Contra
Costa County Regional Fee and Finance Authority to expand the regional transportation system in East Contra Costa County.
Cl-3. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the None
proposed General Plan
Update would not
impose significant Proposed General Plan Update
effectson futuretransit | Circulation
savice. (LTS) 1. Develop and maintain a balanced transportation system within the City, that provides a choice of transit, bicycle, equestrian, pedestrian,
and private automobile modes. (Policy 1.1)
2. Encourage transit providers to improve service by increasing the number of existing transit routes service frequencies and development
of convenient rider shelters at bus stops. Encourage the use of park-n-ride lots and other transit incentives for Brentwood commuters.
Support regional transit priorities focused on East Contra Costa County. (Action Program 1.1.5)
Growth Management
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
1. Encourage development patterns based on Smart Growth and the Ahwahnee Principles. (Policy 3.1)
2. Strongly encourage mixed-use development that includes a variety of housing types, office and retail uses. Ensure land use
designations are in place to provide for mixed use development that meets community needs and enables complementary uses to be
placed in close proximity to one another on the same site or adjacent sites. (Action Program 3.1.1)
3. Encourage new development that is convenient to transit lines in order to reduce automobile reliance. (Action Program 3.1.2)
4. Strongly encourage the provision of convenient, frequent, dependable, efficient, and demand-responsive scheduled transit for the City’s
residents. (Action Program 3.1.8)
Additional Mitigation
Cl-3.1  Adopt Policy to Fund Regional Transit Projects. The following policy shall be added to the Draft Genera Plan (Policy 1.3,
under Goal 2, Transportation Alternatives) as a means for the City of Brentwood to aggressively pursue transit dollars for regional transit
projects. The policy shall read asfollows:
Encourage regional and local efforts to maintain and enhance public transportation services and seek additional regional funding for public
transportation improvements.
AIR QUALITY
AQ-1. Construction activities | 1993 General Plan LTS
g$°d0' ated Wt'th e th Conservation and Open Space
pzpoggmﬁaam ar? Policy 3.3 Air Quality: Preserve and improve air quality in the Brentwood Planning Area.
Update would cause 3.3.1 Program Implementation: Work with Contra Costa County and the Bay Area Air Quality Management District to implement
emissions of dust or programs aimed at improving regional air quality.
contaminants from
construction
equipment exhaust that Erocr)]%osed General Plan Update
could substantially
contribute to existing | A yqitional Mitigation
air quality violations or ) o ) ) .
expose sensitive AQ-1.1 Implement Recommended Dust Control Measures. To reduce particulate matter emissions during construction and demolition
receptors to substantial | Phases, the contractor of future individual projects shall comply with the dust control strategies recommended by the BAAQMD, as
pollutant appropriate, depending on the size of the project area. The City of Brentwood shall ensure compliance by requiring future development
concentrations. (PS) proposals to include a dust control plan. The plan shall be submitted to the City of Brentwood Engineering Department, which will be
responsible for field verification of the plan during construction. The plan shall comply with the City grading ordinance. The project
applicant shall include in construction contracts, and the dust control plan, the following requirements or measures shown to be equally
effective:
Basic Control Measures: to be implemented as appropriate and feasible, depending on the size of the project area.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
e  Cover dl trucks hauling construction and demolition debris from the site;
e  Water al exposed or disturbed soil surfaces at least twice daily;
e  Usewatering to control dust generation during demolition of structures or break-up of pavement;
e Pave, apply water three times daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved parking areas and staging aress,
e  Sweep daily (with water sweepers) al paved parking areas and staging areas,
e Providedaily clean-up of mud and dirt carried onto paved streets from the site.
Enhanced Control Measures: to be implemented in addition to basic control measures at construction sites greater than four acresin area.
e  Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply non-toxic soil binders to exposed stockpiles (dirt, sand, etc.);
e  Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph;
e |nstall sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways;
e Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.
Optional Control Measures: strongly encouraged at construction sites that are large in area, located near sensitive receptors, or for any
other reason may warrant additional emissions reductions.
e Install wheel washersfor all existing trucks, or wash off the tires or tracks of all trucks and equipment |eaving the site;
e Install wind breaks, or plant trees/vegetative wind breaks at windward side(s) of construction areas;
e  Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds (instantaneous gusts) exceed 25 mph;
e Limit the area subject to excavation, grading, and other construction activity at any one time.
AQ-2. New stationary and 1993 General Plan LTS
mobile sources of air Economic Development
pollutants caused by . - . . . .
buildout of the Gor?\l 2 Erpployrpent. Retain ¢X|st|ng. employment and balance.econqmlc gr.ovvth across a broad economic spectrum that includes service
proposed General Plan business, “clean” manufacturing, agricultural and other production oriented industries.
Land Use Plan would Conservation and Open Space
cause emissions of Policy 3.3 Air Quality: Preserve and improve air quality in the Brentwood Planning Area.
Era?Nr?x fatnhd PM1o. 3.3.1 Program Implementation: Work with Contra Costa County and the Bay Area Air Quality Management District to implement
polljtga?wt:goul dese programs aimed at improving regional air quality.
substantially contribute 3.3.2 Development Review: Discourage development that does not support alternative transportation modes and improve the
to an existing or jobs/housing balance within the Planning Area.
projected air quality Policy 5.1 Bicycle Use: Promote the use of bicycles as an alternative transportation mode.
violation or be Proposed General Plan Update
inconsistent with reulati
regiona air quality Circulation
plans to achieve 1. Develop a complete, interconnected bicycle circul ation system that facilitates commuter as well as recreational travel. Improve bicycle
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

I mpact

Mitigation Measures

Level of
Significance
after
Mitigation

attainment. (PS)

routes and access to and between major destinations. Ensure safe bicycle accessto local schools. (Action Program 1.1.2)

2. Develop a safe, convenient, continuous, and interconnected pedestrian circulation system throughout the City. Ensure safe pedestrian
accessto local schools. (Action Program 1.1.3)

3. Recognize the link between land use an transportation. Promote land use and development patterns that encourage walking, bicycling,
and transit use. Emphasize well-designed high-density and mixed land use patterns that promote transit and pedestrian travel. (Policy
2.1)

Land Use
1. Ensure that new development is designed to promote convenient, comfortable and safe pedestrian use. (Policy 1.3)

2. Encourage new development that is convenient to bus or future passenger rail transit lines in order to reduce automobile dependence.
(Action Program 1.3.1)

3. Strongly encourage residential development in the City in a balanced and efficient pattern that reduces sprawl, preserves open space
and creates convenient connections to other land uses. (Action Program 1.3.2)

4. Create residential areasin Brentwood that include innovative designs which are linked with bikeways and pedestrian trails, commercial
centers, and transit stops. (Action Program 2.1.5)

Growth Management
1. Encourage devel opment patterns based on Smart Growth and the Ahwahnee Principles. (Policy 3.1.2)
2. Encourage new development that is convenient to transit lines in order to reduce automobile reliance. (Action Program 3.1.2)

3. Encourage residential development in the City in a balanced and efficient pattern that reduces sprawl, preserves open space and creates

convenient connections to other land uses. (Action Program 3.1.6)

4. Develop and maintain a continuous pedestrian, equestrian and bicycle trails network to facilitate recreation and transportation that
serves neighborhoods, employment centers, Downtown schools and other institutions and minimizes conflict between pedestrians,
bicyclists, other non-motorized users and automobiles. (Action Program 3.1.7)

5. Strongly encourage the provision of convenient, frequent, dependable, efficient, and demand-responsive scheduled transit for the City’s
residents. (Action Program 3.1.8)

Additional Mitigation

AQ-2.1 Amend Growth Management Policies. Adopt more stringent growth management policies that have the effect of restricting or
slowing population growth to the levels assumed in the Clean Air Plan (which relieson ABAG Projections 98). For example, one
proactive step would be metering the number of new dwelling units approved per year.

AQ-2.2 Minimize Project-Related Motor Vehicle Emissions. Specific measures are identified in the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines
(Appendix A) to further minimize the effect of the new motor vehicle emissions related to new development. These are identified below
to supplement the broader strategies identified in the General Plan Update. Incorporation of the following measures in the form of land
use, circulation, or growth management policies or actions amendments would ensure further reduction of the number of motor vehicle
trips or the length of thetrips.

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
e Addanew policy under Goal 2 - Transportation Alternatives of the proposed Circulation Element: Encourage major employers
(e.g., 100 or more) to implement carpool/vanpool programs, e.g., carpool ride matching for employees, assistance with vanpool
formation, provision of vanpool vehicles, etc.
Require developers to distribute rideshare and transit service literature to all new homeowners.
e Addanew policy under Goal 2 — Transportation Alternatives of the proposed Circulation Element: Promote preferential parking
(e.g., near building entrance, sheltered area) for carpool and vanpool vehicles.
e Addanew policy under Goal 2 — Transportation Alternatives of the proposed Circulation Element: Promote bicycle circulation as
aviable commute option by:
- Providing secure, weather-protected bicycle parking for plan area employees.
- Providing safe, direct access for bicyclists to adjacent bicycle routes.
- Providing showers and lockers for employees bicycling or walking to work.
- Providing secure short-term bicycle parking for retail customers and other non-commute trips.
- Developers shall distribute copies of the City’ s bikeways and trails map to new homeowners, tenants, and employees.
e Addanew policy under Goal 2 — Transportation Alternatives of the proposed Circulation Element: Promote the inclusion of
telecommuting infrastructure in al new large (e.g., 25 or more dwelling units) residential developments.
e Addan Action Program to Policy 2.1 under Goal 2 — Transportation Alternatives of the proposed Circulation Element: Permit
shops and services, e.g., cafeteria, bank/ATM, dry cleaners, convenience market, to be included in the site plan for major
employers. Also encourage child-care facilities to be provided within walking distance of employment centers.
e Addto Action Program 1.3.1 in the proposed Land Use Element and Action Program 3.1.2 in the proposed Growth Management
Element: In addition, ensure that new uses are designed and located to facilitate transit access, e.g., locate building entrances near
transit stops, etc.
e Addto Action Program 3.1.8 in the proposed Growth Management Element: In devel oping the service, make transit convenient to
serve major destinations such as employment centers, shopping centers, and schools.
Work with Tri-Delta Transit to install convenient all-weather bus shelters along existing and new transit routes.
AQ-2.3 Use of Energy Efficient Devices. The City shall consider and encourage the use of the following energy saving devices. Use of
these devices, while reducing energy consumption would also reduce emissions associated with energy use.
o The City shall consider using energy efficient street and parking lot lighting throughout the Planning Area.
o  The City shall encourage applicants for development projects throughout the City to include low polluting, high efficiency
appliances and passive solar landscaping in project plans.
AQ-4. Development and 1993 General Plan LTS
occupation of the None
proposed Land Use
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
Map could result in
lacement of sensitive
Ipand USES near Proposed General Plan Update
potential sources of Land Use
objectionable odors, 1. Prohibit uses that have significant adverse impacts on the surrounding neighborhood. (Action Program 4.1.1)
dust, or toxic air
contaminants. (PS) o o
Additional Mitigation
AQ-4.1 Locate Sensitive Receptors Away from Sources of Odors, Dust, or Toxic Air Contaminants. To avoid potential health effects and
citizen complaints that may be caused by sources of odors, dust from agricultural uses, or toxic air contaminants, the following measures
would be necessary.
e Locate new stationary sources of air pollutants, such asindustrial facilities, at sufficient distances away from residential areas and
facilities that serve sensitive receptors to avoid significant impacts caused by odors, dust, and toxic air contaminants.
o Include buffer zones of at least 75 feet within new residential and sensitive receptor site plans to separate those uses from potential
sources of odors, dust from agricultural uses, and stationary sources of toxic air contaminants.
AQ-5. New stationary and Same as AQ-2 LTS
mobile sources of air
pollutants caused by
buildout of the
proposed General Plan
Update would cause
emissions of ROG,
NOx, and PM 4, that
would be cumulatively
considerable. (PS)
NOISE
NO-1. Therewould be a 1993 General Plan LTS
temporary increase in Noise
ise levels duri . . - . .
gg:inilti osn ;rilr;?i ous Goal 1 Noise Exposure: Protect noise-sensitive uses from exposure to excessive noise.
projects pursuant to the | 1.2.5 Construction: Construction activities near sensitive land uses should be limited to the hours of 9 am. to 7 p.m. on weekdays and 8
proposed General Plan am. to 7 p.m. on Saturday. Construction shall be prohibited on Sundays.
Update. (PS)
Proposed General Plan Update
None
Additional Mitigation
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
NO-1.1 Implement Best Management Practices to Reduce Construction Noise. Individual projects shall incorporate the following
practices into the construction documents to be implemented by the project contractor:
e  Comply with noise and vibration control measuresidentified in the City of Brentwood General Plan.
e  Maximizethe physical separation between noise generators and noise receptors. Such separation includes, but is not limited to,
the following measures:
- provide enclosures such as heavy duty mufflers for stationary equipment and barriers around particularly noisy areas on the
site or around the entire site, as necessary;
- use shields, impervious fences, or other physical sound barriers, to inhibit transmission of noise to sensitive receptors; and
- locate stationary equipment to minimize noise impacts on the community.
e  Select quiet construction equipment whenever possible, particularly air compressors.
e  Prohibit unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines near sensitive receptors.
e  Select routes for movement of construction-related vehicles and equipment in conjunction with the City of Brentwood such that
noise-sensitive areas, including residences, hotels, and outdoor recreation areas, are avoided as much as possible.
e |f piledriving is necessary because of geotechnical considerations, pre-drill the pile holes. This measure will reduce the force
necessary to install piles and decrease the duration of noise and vibration exposure as well as the noise and vibration level.
Shielded pile drivers or vibratory pile drivers shall be used where geotechnical conditions allow, to reduce noise to or below
allowable thresholds.
e Designate anoise control coordinator, in conjunction with development projects, who will be responsible for responding to
complaints about noise during construction. The telephone number of the noise control coordinator shall be conspicuously posted
at the construction site. Copies of the construction schedule shall also be posted to the nearby residents.
NO-1.2 Revise Policy 1.2.5 of the General Plan Noise Element. Policy 1.2.5 of the General Plan Noise Element shall be revised to
further protect noise-sensitive uses during weekends and holidays from exposure to excessive noise as follows:
e Construction activities near sensitive land uses shall be limited to the hours of 9 am. to 7 p.m. on weekdays and 9 am. to 5 p.m.
on Saturday. Construction shall be prohibited on Sundays and City holidays.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
NO-4. The proposed Land 1993 General Plan LTS
Use Map could locate The goals, policies, and actions presented under Impact NO-1 along with the following measures.
sensitive uses such that
they may be affected )
by railroad noise. (PS) | Noise
Goal 1 Noise Exposure: Protect noise-sensitive uses from exposure to excessive noise.
Policy 1.1 Transportation Noise: Protect residential, office, and other noise sensitive land uses from excessive transportation noise.
1.1.1 New Development: Require mitigation in new developments so that transportation noise exposure on site does not exceed the
levels shown in Table 3.6-5 of this section.
1.1.2 Existing Development: Noise created by new transportation noise sources, including roadway improvement projects, shall be
mitigated so as not to exceed the levels specified in Action 1.1.1 at existing sensitive land uses.
1.1.3 Acoustical Analysis. An acoustical analysis shall be prepared for projects that may produce or be exposed to noise levels
exceeding the standards of Action 1.1.1. This acoustical analysis shall:
A. Betheresponsibility of the applicant.
B. Be prepared by a qualified acoustical analyst.
C. Include representative noise level measurements with sufficient sampling periods and locations to adequately describe local
conditions and the predominant noise sources.
D. Estimate existing and projected (20 years) noise levelsin terms of Ldn or CNEL, hourly Leg, and/or maximum noise level and
compare these levels to the adopted.
E. Recommend mitigation to comply with the adopted policies and standards of the Noise Element. Where the noise source in
question consists of intermittent single events, the report must address the effects of maximum noise levels in sleeping rooms in
terms of possible sleep disturbance.
F. Estimate noise exposure after the prescribed mitigation measures have been implemented.
G. Describe a monitoring program to evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed mitigation measures
Policy 1.2 Industrial-Related Noise: Industrial and other non-transportation noise sources shall be mitigated to an acceptable standard.
1.2.1 Performance Standards. New non-transportation noise sources including uses such as concrete plants, generators, and
compressors and excluding agricultural operations on appropriately zoned lands, shall not exceed the following levels at the property
line of lands designated for noise-sensitive uses (see Table 3.6-6):
1.2.2 Acoustical Analysis: An acoustical analysis shall be performed for projects that may produce or be exposed to noise levels
exceeding the standards in Action 1.2.1. The acoustical analysis shall meet the standards specified in Action 1.1.3 (i.e., procedures for
performing such a study).
1.2.3 Protect Existing Uses: Discourage the siting of new development on property that is subject to noise levels in excess of the
standards shown in Actions 1.1.1 and 1.2.1.
1.2.4 Ordinance: The City of Brentwood shall adopt a hoise control ordinance establishing standards for the enforcement of this Noise
Element, regulation of highly annoying noise sources, and regulation of residential noise environments.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
1.2.5 Construction: Construction activities near sensitive land uses should be limited to the hours of 9 am. to 7 p.m. on weekdays and 8
am. to 7 p.m. on Saturday. Construction shall be prohibited on Sundays.
Goal 2 Noise Environment. Preserve the rural noise environment of the City and surrounding aress.
Policy 2.1 Site Design: Noise mitigation shall emphasize site planning and project design rather than noise barriers.
2.1.1 State Standards: Enforce the State Noise Insulation Standards (California Code of Regulations, Title 24) and Chapter 35 of the
Uniform Building Code (UBC).
2.1.2 Building Placement: Encourage the placement of noise tolerant land uses such as open space buffers and parking lots between
noi se sources and sensitive receptors.
2.1.3 Architecture: Encourage development architecture that places noise-sensitive rooms away from major roadways.
2.1.4 Soundwalls. The use of soundwalls along thoroughfares is often necessary to maintain noise standards. However, the City’'s
preferred method of attenuating adverse noise levels is to utilize a combination of frontage roads, earth berming and larger building
setbacks along thoroughfares in new subdivision design.
When soundwalls must be constructed, they should be designed in a meandering pattern and setback a minimum average distance of
ten (10) feet from the adjacent right-of-way with extensive landscaping in front of the wall.
Proposed General Plan Update
None
Additional Mitigation
NO-4.1 Railroad Planning Process and Noise Mitigation. The City of Brentwood shall participate in the planning process for possible
commuter rail service along the tracks within the city limits. If the decision is made to increase rail traffic through the City, the General
Plan shall be updated to show the new railroad noise contours. Incompatible land uses shall be discouraged within these contours. Noise
created by increased use of the tracks shall be mitigated to comply with the levels specified in Action 1.1.1 of the adopted Noise Element
in the 1993 General Plan. Potential mitigation strategies include noise insulation, beyond Title 24 requirements, berms, soundwalls or
other noise barriers.
NO-6. The buildout of the 1993 General Plan LTS
proposed General Plan |  sgme asNO-4
Update, could lead to
cumulative traffic and
non-traffic noise Proposed General Plan Update
effects. (PS) None
Additional Mitigation
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
Same as mitigation discussed under NO-1 and NO-4
PUBLIC UTILITIES
PU-1. Theimplementation of 1993 General Plan LTS
the proposed General Economic Development
Plan Update would . . — . . .
require new or PO|qu l._4_F_>ubI|c Servi ces: Ensure that parcel_s zoned for industrial and commercial uses are adequately served, or can be served, by
expanded water public utilities, transportation access and services.
storage and 1.4.1 Future Infrastructure Capacity: Reserve infrastructure capacity (e.g., sewage treatment plant and water supply) for future
distribution employment generating uses.
infrastructure. (PS) 1.4.3 Infrastructure Planning: Inventory the existing infrastructure, identify key improvement needs and develop a multi-year plan for
improving key components of the infrastructure.
1.4.5 North Brentwood: Improve infrastructure in the North Brentwood Redevel opment Area, including roads, sewer, water and utility
services.
Infrastructure
Goal 1 Infrastructure. Maintain and improve Brentwood'’ s infrastructure to protect Brentwood' s health and safety.
Policy 1.1 Municipa Services: Provide adequate public infrastructure (i.e., sewer, water, and storm drain) to meet the needs of existing
and future development.
1.1.1 Master Infrastructure Plan: The City shall only support developments, which are in conformance with the Master Infrastructure
Plan.
1.1.2 Sizing of Utilities: Through development review, the City shall ensure that utilities are adequately sized to accommodate the
proposed development and, if applicable, allow for extensions to future devel opments.
1.1.3 Development Proposals: Individual developments will be required to develop comprehensive infrastructure plans for City review
and approval as part of an application submittal.
1.1.4 Infrastructure Capacity: Existing water and wastewater facilities shall be expanded to accommodate existing and future
development.
1.1.5 Correct Inadequacies: The City shall develop a plan, which establishes priorities and corrects existing inadequacies in the City’s
infrastructure system.
1.1.6 Cost of Infrastructure: New development shall contribute its fair share of the cost of on and off-site public infrastructure and
services. Thisshall include installation of public facilities, payment of impact fees, and participation in a Capital Improvement
Financing Program (CIFP).
1.1.7 Reimbursement: The City may require developments to install off-site facilities, which are in excess of a development’s fair
share. However, the City shall establish a funding mechanism to reimburse the developer for the amount in excess of the fair share
costs.
1.1.8 Other Funding Sources: The City shall apply for State, Federal, and regional funding sources set aside to finance infrastructure
costs.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

I mpact

Mitigation Measures

Level of
Significance
after
Mitigation

Policy 1.2 Water System: Provide an adequate, reliable and safe water supply, storage and distribution system.
1.2.1: Drinking Water: Ensure safe drinking water standards are met throughout the community.
Policy 1.3 Additional Source: Pursue additional surface water supplies to supplement the City’s existing system.

1.3.1 Permanent Water Source: The City should explore permanent water sources through, and contract with, agencies such as Contra
Costa Water District, East Bay MUD, and East Contra Costa Irrigation District.

Conservation/Open Space
Goal 4 Conserve Water. Ensure that water resources are used efficiently.
Policy 4.1 Water Conservation: Promote the conservation of water.
4.1.1 New Development: Require new development to incorporate water efficient fixturesinto design and construction.
4.1.2 Decrease Use: Provide incentives for water users to decrease consumption.
4.1.3 Landscape Ordinance: Implement awater conserving landscape and irrigation ordinance.
4.1.4 Public Education: Educate the public regarding ways to reduce water consumption and advantages of water-conserving landscape.
Policy 4.2 Reclaimed Water: Promote the use of reclaimed water.
4.2.1 Dual Water Systems: Encourage large-scale devel opments and golf course devel opments to incorporate dual water systems.
4.2.2 Incentives: Provide incentives to devel opers and individual s that use reclaimed water for landscaping.
4.2.3 Agency Coordination: Work with other public agencies.

Proposed General Plan Update
Growth Management

1. Provide adequate public infrastructure (i.e., sewer, water, and storm drain) to meet the needs of existing and future development.
(Policy 1.1)

2. The City shal only approve developments which are in conformance with the performance standards provided in the Master
Infrastructure Plan. The City shall assure sufficient capacity to provide quality water that meets or exceeds the standards set forth by
the California Department of Health Servicesto all potable water customersin the City. (Action Programs 1.1.1 and 1.1.1 b)

3. Through development review, the City shall ensure that utilities are adequately sized to accommodate the proposed development and,
if applicable, alow for anticipated future extensions. (Action Program 1.1.2)

4. Individua developments will be required to develop comprehensive infrastructure plans for City review and approval as part of an
application submittal. (Action Program 1.1.3)

5. Existing water and wastewater facilities shall be expanded to accommodate existing and planned future development. (Action
Program 1.1.4)

6. The City shall continue to utilize a Capital Improvement Plan that establishes priorities and corrects existing inadequacies in the
City’ sinfrastructure system. (Action Program 1.1.5)

7. Require new development to pay its fair share of the cost of on- and off-site public infrastructure and services generated by new

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
demand. This shal include installation of necessary public facilities, payment of impact fees, and participation in a Capital
Improvement Financing Program (CIFP). (Action Program 1.1.6)
8. The City may require developments to install off-site facilities that are in excess of a development’s fair share. However, the City
shall establish a funding mechanism to reimburse the developer for the amount in excess of the fair share costs. (Action Program
1.1.7)
9. TheCity shal apply for State, Federal, and regional funding sources set aside to finance infrastructure costs. (Action Program 1.1.8)
Additional Mitigation
PU-1.1 Subsequent Environmental Review. Provision of new or expanded storage and distribution infrastructure shall be subject to their
own subsequent CEQA processes to identify potential impacts and recommend mitigation measures. The City as a lead or responsible
agency shall define feasible and effective measures to reduce construction and operational effects of new water facilities to less than
significant.
PU-2. The proposed project 1993 General Plan LTS
would require Infrastructure
expansion and . . . ,
extension of Goal 1 Infrastructure: Maintain and improve Brentwood’ s infrastructure to protect Brentwood' s health and safety.
wastewater linesto Policy 1.4 Collection and Treatment: Provide adequate wastewater collection and treatment capacity for existing and planned
accommodate new development in Brentwood.
development in the 1.4.1 Maintenance: Maintain the existing wastewater system on aregular basis to increase lifetime of the system.
City (.)f Brent_wood 1.4.2 Reuse: Explore alternative uses of treated wastewater, including irrigation.
associated with
implementation of the
proposed Genera Plan. | Proposed General Plan Update
(PS) The goals, policies, and actions discussed under Impact PU-1 (except for Goa 1, Action 1.1.1 b) and the following policy would further
minimize impacts, but the effect may still be significant and require additional mitigation.
Growth Management
1. The City shal provide adequate infrastructure (sewer) to meet the needs of existing and future development. The City shall only
support developments which are in conformance with the following performance standards set forth in the Master Infrastructure
Plan: the capability to collect and treat sewage according to the standards set forth in the City’s National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit issued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Average daily effluent flows have been
determined for various land use typesin the City’s Sewer Master Plan. (Policy 1.1, Action Program 1.11a)
Additional Mitigation
PU-2.1 Subsequent Environmental Review. Provision of new or expanded wastewater collection facilities and other wastewater
infrastructure shall require subsequent environmental review. This environmental review as per CEQA would identify potential
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
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significant impacts due to construction and propose suitable mitigation measures. The City as alead or responsible agency shall define
feasible and effective measures to reduce construction and operational effects of new wastewater collection facilities to less than
significant.
PU-5. The buildout of the 1993 General Plan SU
KF))IroposedldLand ILtJ'Se The goals, policies, and actions presented under PU-1 and PU-2 along with the following measures:
an could result in
potentially significant Infrastructure
cumulative demands Goal 1 Infrastructure. Maintain and improve Brentwood' s infrastructure to preserve and protect Brentwood' s health and safety.
for surface water Policy 1.6 Solid Waste: Reduce the amount of waste requiring disposal at landfills and enhance the potential for recycling the City’s
supply and treatment refuse.
]?gglflgr&leangg)l 1.6.1 Source Reduction and Recycling Element: Implement the Brentwood Source and Reduction and Recycling Element.
' Conservation/Open Space
Policy 7.1 Reduce Solid Waste: Minimize the disposal of solid waste into landfills.
7.1.1 Recycling: Provide incentivesincluding differential solid waste rate structures, to encourage recycling (to help implement the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element).
7.1.2 County Cooperation: Cooperate with the County to decrease solid waste generation.
Proposed General Plan Update
Same as PU-1 and PU-2
Additional Mitigation
Same as PU-1 and PU-2
COMMUNITY SERVICES
CO-1. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the Safety
Brsggmsee\?vguelg?:'suﬂ?g Goal 1 Protect from Hazards. Protect the Brentwood community from hazards associated with the natural environment.
increased demand for Policy 1.5 Fire Hazards: Minimize fire hazards within the Planning Area.
services from the East 1.5.1 Fuel Modification Ordinance: Work with the East Diablo Fire Protection District to prepare a Fuel Modification Ordinance and
Diablo Fire Protection require fire-resistant, native vegetation as buffers for developments proposed in hillside, open space and rural areas with moderate to
District. Construction high firerisk.
and F]ZFOV'SOK‘ of theﬁe 1.5.2 Development Review: Coordinate with Contra Costa County to submit building plans to the Fire Protection District for al
P;’IVI i tlir;if)r::llgﬁ gger developments occurring in the unincorporated portions of the Brentwood Planning Area.
Goal 2 Hazardous Materials. Maintain Brentwood safe from risks associated with hazardous materials.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
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significant Policy 2.1 Hazardous Substances: Protect the community of Brentwood from hazards associated with the use, transport, treatment, and
eg;' ronmental effects. | gisposal of hazardous substances.
PS) 2.1.1 Training: The City and East Diablo Fire Protection District should work together to train local police and fire departments for
specialized handling and cleanup procedures in the event of radioactive, toxic and hazardous substance spills.
2.1.2 Educate: Provide educational opportunities for generators of small quantity, household, and agricultural waste products regarding
their responsibilities for source reduction and proper and safe hazardous waste management.
2.1.3 Provide Information: Provide the public, industry, agriculture, and local government with the information needed to take rational
steps to minimize, recycle, treat, dispose, and otherwise manage hazardous wastes in Brentwood.
2.1.4 Regulate Storage: Regulate the storage of hazardous substances.
2.1.5 Household Hazardous Waste: Provide a program for the disposal of household hazardous wastes.
Policy 2.2 Disaster Planning: Plan for City and citizen actions to respond effectively to and recover from a disaster.
2.2.1 Response Plans: Maintain effective disaster response plans that address emergency response and traffic control and security of
damaged areas.
2.2.2 Mutua Aid: Maintain effective mutual aid agreements for fire, police, medical response, mass care, heavy rescue, and other
functions as appropriate.
Proposed General Plan Update
Growth Management
1. Fire services shall be provided in a manner that ensures that adequate response times are maintained for emergencies. (Policy 1.4)
2. The Fire District shall strive to reach a maximum driving time of 3 minutes and/or 1.5 miles from the first-due station, and three (3)
paid firefighters (per apparatus) to be maintained in all central business district (CBD), urban and suburban areas. (Action Program
14.2)
3. The Fire District shall strive to achieve atotal response time (dispatch plus running and set-up time) of five minutesin CBD, urban and
suburban areas for 90 percent of all emergency responses. (Action Program 1.4.3)
4. Needed upgrades to fire facilities and equipment shall be identified as part of project environmental review and area planning activities,
in order to reduce fire risk and improve emergency response in the City of Brentwood. (Action Program 1.4.4)
5. The City shall work with the Fire District for review and comments on all development plans. (Action Program 1.4.5)
6. The City shall ensure that impact fees are collected and shall work with the developers to establish mitigation measures to ensure that
adequate facilities will be available. (Action Program 1.4.6)
7. The City shall require all new developments to participate in a Capital Improvement Financing Program and shall make the required
findings of Section 17.805 of the City Zoning Ordinance (Phased Development Plan) that development projects will not create excess
demand for police and fire services. (Action Program 1.4.7)
8. Within 12 months of adoption of this Growth Management Element, a Standards of Response Coverage Study shall be prepared to
analyze the equipment, personnel, and facility requirements for various levels of service and associated costs to ensure that adequate
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
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Mitigation
fire and emergency services are maintained as the City grows. The study shall be periodically reviewed and updated as needed.
(Action Program 1.4.8)
Additional Mitigation
CO-1.1 Subseguent Environment Review. The future provision of new fire stations shall require CEQA review. The City as alead or
responsible agency shall define feasible and effective mitigation measures to reduce the construction and operation effects of new fire
stations to a less-than-significant level.
CO-3. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the Mitigation measures relating to the provision of police services closely follow the measures outlined under fire protection services (see
proposed General Plan | gigcussion under Impact CO-1). Police services in the City of Brentwood will need to be enhanced at a rate consistent with population
Update would resultin | growth in order to maintain the existing level of service. In terms of police personnel, the City seeks to maintain a force level of 1.5
increased demand for officers per 1,000 population. Additionally, the City seeks to maintain facilities and personnel sufficient to allow for an emergency
services from the response time of under four minutes. Additional measures, however, would be needed to reduce potential impacts associated with
Brentwood Police expanding the City’s facilities.
Department.
Construction and
provision of additional Proposed General Plan Update
police services and Growth Management
;agr:ilftil;ftou'd trigger 1. Police services shall be provided in amanner that ensures that adequate response times are maintained for emergencies. (Policy 1.4)
environmental effects. 2. Capital facilities and personnel shall be provided sufficient to maintain a police force level of at least 1.5 offices per 1,000 population.
(PS) (Action Program 1.4.1)
3. The City shall work with the Police Department for review and comments on all development plans. (Action Program 1.4.5)
4. The City shall ensure that impact fees are collected and shall work with the developers to establish mitigation measures to ensure that
adequate facilities will be available. (Action Program 1.4.6)
5. The City shall require all new developments to participate in a Capital Improvement Financing Program and shall make the required
findings of Section 17.805 of the City Zoning Ordinance (Phased Development Plan) that development projects will not create excess
demand for police services. (Action Program 1.4.7)
6. Within 12 months of adoption of this Growth Management Element, a Standards of Response Coverage Study shall be prepared to
analyze the equipment, personnel, and facility requirements for various levels of service and associated costs to ensure that adequate
fire and emergency services are maintained as the City grows. The study shall be periodically reviewed and updated as needed.
(Action Program 1.4.8)
Additional Mitigation
CO-3.1 Subsequent Environmental Review. The future provision of expanded police facilities shall be subject to CEQA review. The
City as lead agency shall define mitigation measures to reduce potential effects related to construction and operational effects to a less-
than-significant level.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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CO-4. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the None
proposed General Plan
Update would result in
increased demand for Proposed General Plan Update
services from the Growth Management
Brentwood Union . : : ; : A e
School District. the 1. The City shal continue to work cooperatively with responsible Brentwood school districts to ensure needed school facilities are
. . provided in conjunction with new residential development. (Policy 1.2)
Liberty Union School ) ) ) ) o i o
District, and the 2. The City shall work cooperatively with responsible school districts to coordinate development to ensure the adequate provision of
Knightsen Union school facilities and the establishment of a School Facility Master Plan. (Action Program 1.2.1)
School District. (PS) 3. The City shall ensure that school facility impact fees are collected and shall work with the developers and the school districts to
establish mitigation measures to ensure that adequate school facilities will be available. (Action Program 1.2.2)
4. The City shal require developer financing through a Capital Improvement Financing Program (i.e., Assessment District, etc.) in
accordance with Zoning Ordinance 17.805, Phased Development Plan. (Action Program 1.2.3)
5. The City shall work with the school districts to consider aternative funding programs for school facilities construction and provision
of educational programs. (Action Program 1.2.4)
Additional Mitigation
CO-4.1 Subsequent Environmental Review. In providing new school facilities to meet student demand, the school districts shall comply
with CEQA. The City as a responsible agency shall coordinate with the school districts and request mitigation measures that reduce
construction, siting, and operational effects of new school facilities to less than significant.
CO-5. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the none
proposed General Plan
Update would not lead
to cumul ative school Proposed General Plan Update
impacts. (PS) Same as CO-4
Additional Mitigation
Same as CO-4
CO-6. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the none
proposed General Plan
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Update would result in
increased demand for
parks and recreation Proposed General Plan Update
services from the City Land Use
of Brentwood. (PS) 1. Promote neighborhoods that provide a balanced mix of land uses and development types. (Policy 1.2)
2. Require adequate park, open space and recreational facilities within neighborhoods. (Action Program 1.2.2)
3. Incorporate safe and direct pedestrian linkages in the design and development of residential areas to school sites, parks and community
activity centers. (Action Program 1.2.5)
4. Provide for an adeguate amount of institutional land uses to meet the social, economic, cultural, spiritual, recreational and educational
needs of Brentwood residents and visitors. (Action Program 1.2.6)
Growth Management
1. A variety of park facilities shall be provided in a timely manner in accordance with the pace of development as per the Parks, Trails
and Recreation Master Plan. (Policy 1.3)
2. The City shall prepare a Parks, Trails, and Recreation Master Plan that establishes funding; adopts standards; and addresses
maintenance. (Action Program 1.3.1)
3. The City shall consider the effects of new development on park, trail, and recreation facilities and programs, and apply conditions to
ensure development satisfies the policies of the Parks, Trails, and Recreation Master Plan. (Action Program 1.3.2)
4. The City shall ensure that park facility impact fees are collected for new development that increases demand for parks and recreation
facilities. (Action Program 1.3.4)
5. The City shall require all new developments to participate in a Capital Improvement Financing Program and shall make the required
findings of Section 17.805 of the City Zoning Ordinance (Phased Development Plan) that the project will not create excess demand for
park facilities. (Action Program 1.3.5)
6. The City shall provide at least five acres of parkland citywide per 1,000 population to accommodate recreational open space needs.
The City shall consider the effects of new development on park facilities and recreation programs and condition them appropriately.
(Action Program 1.3.6)
7. The City shall pursue all available funding sources for maintenance of parks, including but not limited to user fees, assessment districts,
and homeowners' associations. (Action Program 1.3.7)
8. Pursue joint use of schools, parks, and stormwater detention facilities as secondary recreational uses. (Action Program 1.3.8)
Additional Mitigation
CO-6.1 Subsequent Environmental Review. In providing future recreational facilities, the City will be subject to CEQA compliance.
The City as alead or responsible agency shall define feasible and effective mitigation measures to reduce potential effects related to the
siting, construction, and operation of new or expanded recreationa facilities to less than significant.
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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I mpact

Mitigation Measures

Level of
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after
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BR-1. Implementation of the
proposed General Plan
Update would result in
loss of plant and
wildlife habitat within
the Brentwood
Planning Area. (S)

1993 General Plan

Conservation/Open Space

Goal 7 Natural Resources. Protect the Brentwood Planning Area's natural resources.

Policy 7.2 Preserve Vegetation: Preserve vegetation and associated wildlife habitat in the Brentwood Planning Area.

7.2.1 New Development: Encourage new development to consider effects on the ecosystem in their plans and propose mitigation to
potential effects on the biological environment.

7.2.2 Habitat Preservation: Utilize Specific Plans and Natural Preserve areas to preserve wildlife habitat.
7.2.3 Landscape Buffers: Incorporate natural landscape buffersinto project design at the urban/rural interface.
7.2.4 Setbacks: Require special setbacks for structures on the edges of biological habitats.
7.2.5 Restoration: Restore riparian habitat values.

Goal 8 Open Space. Preserve and enhance natural open space in and around the Brentwood Planning Area.

Policy 8.1 Open Space Planning: Promote the preservation of open space and natural features through land use planning and development
proposals.

8.1.1 Cluster Development: Allow cluster devel opment as a means of encouraging the preservation of open space.
8.1.2 Development Proposals: Utilize Planned Devel opments and Specific Plans to incorporate open space into development proposals.
8.1.3 Minimize Conflicts: Utilize open space areas to minimize conflicts between adjacent land uses.

Proposed General Plan Update

Land Use

1. Protect selected significant habitat areas for their ecological, educational, scenic, and recreational values. (Policy 5.1)

2. Protect those environmental features that make Brentwood an attractive and desirable place to live, work, and visit. (Policy 5.2)
Growth Management

1. Preserve natural creeks and vegetation in such a manner that a system of greenbeltsis created through the City. (Action Program 3.1.5)

Additional Mitigation

The following additional mitigation measures, in combination with Mitigation Measures BR-2.1 through BR-2.8, would reduce the
impact to aless-than-significant level. (LTS)

BR-1.1 Physical Barrier Between Urban and Non-urban Lands. To minimize the potential for disturbance of wildlife inhabiting non-
urban lands, the City of Brentwood shall utilize natural waterways, roadways, and other physical barriers as separations between future

LTS

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Impact Mitigation Measures

urban land uses and agricultural or other open space lands whenever possible.

BR-1.2 Biological Field Surveys. Where future development projects have the potential to reduce or eliminate habitat for native plant and
wildlife species, the project applicant shall conduct biological field surveys of the project site to characterize the extent and quality of
habitat that would be impacted by project development as part of the entitlement request application process. Surveys shall be conducted
after consultation with resource agencies (USFWS or CDFG) and in accordance with accepted protocols. The applicant shall consult with
the resource agencies regarding the results of this survey and appropriate mitigation measures. Based on current agency policy,
mitigation for habitat losses may include preservation of onsite habitat lands as well as the acquisition, enhancement, restoration, and/or
permanent protection of additional habitat. (Also see BR-2.1-3)

BR-2. Buildout of the 1993 General Plan LTS
proposed General Plan Same as BR-1
Update would
adversely affect specia
status species or Proposed General Plan
habitat for such None
species. (S)

Additional Mitigation

BR-2.1 Conduct Rare Plant Survey for Individual Projects. Where future development projects have the potential to impact natural
plant communities, the City of Brentwood shall require the project applicant to conduct arare plant survey in accordance with CDFG and
CNPS guidelines of the proposed project site. The applicant shall identify and map any existing rare, threatened or endangered plant
species, including but not limited to those listed in Table 3.9-1. The surveys shall also identify habitat suitable for assisting in the
recovery of large-flowered fiddleneck. If any of these species or habitat are found, mitigation measures must be developed within the
project-level CEQA document and implemented with performance monitoring to avoid significant impacts. The project applicant shall be
required to consult with the CDFG and USFWS regarding appropriate mitigation for potentia impacts to each sensitive plant species
found to occur at the project site.

BR-2.2 Conduct Wildlife Surveys for Individual Projects. Where future development projects have the potential to impact sensitive
wildlife resources, the City of Brentwood shall require the project applicant to conduct biological field surveys to assess habitat suitability
and wildlife utilization of the project site. All biologica field surveys should be conducted under the direction of state and federal
resource agencies, and each project applicant should consult with CDFG and USFWS regarding the results of these surveys and
appropriate mitigation measures. Additionally, species-specific surveys shall be conducted in accordance with current guidelines for each
rare, threatened, and endangered animal species potentially occurring at the site (Table 3.9-1).

If any sensitive wildlife species, including but not limited to those listed in Table 3.9-1, are found to occur on or utilize the existing
habitat at a proposed project, the project applicant shall be required to consult with CDFG and USFWS regarding appropriate mitigation
prior to any City action on a development entitlement request. Mitigation may include the acquisition and permanent protection of habitat
for the subject species of concern, in addition to the implementation of project-specific mitigation measures designed to reduce the

SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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potential for direct injury or mortality of individual animals. These measures must be based on the biological requirements of each
species found to occur at a particular project site, as well as a complete description of the proposed project and its potential impacts to the
subject species.

BR-2.3 Conduct Breeding Bird Surveys. If a project is proposed for construction outside the breeding season, generally February 1 to
August 31, no action is necessary. If tree removal or other vegetation modification is during the breeding season (February 1 to August
31), a preconstruction survey shall be conducted to identify the presence, or lack thereof, of nesting bird species. Surveys are not
warranted until immediately prior to construction because nesting may occur in different areas from year to year. If no nests are identified
during preconstruction surveys, no further mitigation is necessary. If nests are identified, all construction activity within 150 feet of the
active nest shall be postponed until the nest is vacated and juveniles have fledged (typically 3 to 4 weeks).

BR-2.4 San Joaquin Kit Fox. Project applicants proposing development in habitat suitable for the San Joaquin kit fox (primarily
grassland/oak savannah) shall implement mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level. The current replacement
standard for grassland habitats that support San Joaquin kit fox is 3:1 (3 that acres of grassiand habitat permanently protected for every 1
acre which is converted to urban land uses). Agricultural croplands which provide habitat for San Joaquin kit fox should be replaced at a
1:1 ratio in acreage. |n addition, any project applicant wishing to develop a site which supports San Joaquin kit fox habitat must consult
with the CDFG and USFWS prior to any City action on a development entitlement request, and obtain appropriate permits if take of the
speciesislikely to occur.

Depending on the type of project proposed, the CDFG or USFWS may also require the project applicant to implement a number of
mitigation measures to reduce, minimize, or avoid project-related impacts to San Joaquin kit fox. Such measures may include avoidance
of den sites, speed limits on access and project roads, trapping and relocation programs, pet regulations, restrictions on pesticide use, and
any other measures. A complete list of measures typically required to mitigate project-specific impacts to San Joaquin kit fox is included
as Appendix E of thisEIR.

BR-2.5 Vernal Pool Brachiopods. Any project applicant wishing to develop a site that supports fairy shrimp is required to consult with
the CDFG and USFWS prior to any City action on a development entitlement request, and obtain appropriate permits if take of the
species is likely to occur. Appropriate mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level include the permanent
preservation of vernal pools capable of supporting viable fairy shrimp populations.

BR-2.6 California Tiger Salamander.  Any project applicant wishing to develop a site which supports California tiger salamanders
shall consult with the CDFG and USFWS prior to any City action on a development entitlement request. Appropriate mitigation
measures to protect this sensitive species include the permanent preservation of agquatic breeding habitat and adjacent grassiand habitats
capable of supporting viable Californiatiger salamander populations.

BR-2.7 California Red-legged Frog. Any project applicant wishing to develop a site which supports California red-legged frogs is
required to consult with the CDFG and USFWS prior to any City action on a development entitlement request, and obtain appropriate
permits if “take” of the species is likely to occur. Project applicants proposing development in areas with habitat suitable for the
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California red-legged frogs shall implement mitigation measures to reduce impacts to less than significant. The permanent preservation
of aquatic habitats (especially those near known breeding areas) capable of supporting viable California red-legged frogs populations is
necessary to reduce the impacts of habitat 10ss to aless-than-significant level.
BR-2.8 Alameda Whipsnake. Any project applicant wishing to develop a site which supports Alameda whipsnake is required to consult
with the CDFG and USFWS prior to any City action on a development entitlement request, and obtain appropriate permits if take of the
speciesislikely to occur. Project applicants proposing development in areas with suitable habitat for this snake shall implement
mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level. The permanent preservation of scrub and chaparral habitats
capable of supporting viable Alameda whipsnake populations is necessary to reduce the impacts of habitat loss to a less-than-significant
level.
BR-3. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the The goals and policies presented in Impact BR-1 along with the following goal and policies would minimize impacts to sensitive
progosed G(Tgelgd Plan | communities.
Update wou to .
the potential Conservation/Open Space
degradation of Goal 3 Water Quality. Maintain the quality of Brentwood’ s ground and surface water.
sensitivg qattural Policy 3.1 Control Pollution: The City should control the amount and quality of non-point source pollution.
communities. (PS) 3.1.1 Grading Ordinance: Implement the City’ s grading ordinance.
3.1.2 Public Education: Educate the public regarding water quality, runoff, and drainage effects.
3.1.3 Waste Oil: Provide a program to collect waste oil and other toxic fluids.
3.1.4 Mitigate Water Quality: Monitor storm drain and wastewater disposal impacts and provide appropriate mitigation.
Goal 7 Natural Resources. Protect the Brentwood Planning Area's natural resources.
Policy 7.3 Waterways: Maintain and improve wildlife and plant values along waterways and within flood control facilities.
7.3.1 Channel Restoration: Restore creek channels to their natural condition.
7.3.2 Bank Stabilization: Use natural techniques, including restoration of riparian vegetation to stabilize banks.
7.3.3 Ordinance: Prepare and adopt a stream modification ordinance.
7.3.4 Master Plan: Implement the Brentwood Creek Trails and Revegetation Master Plan.
Proposed General Plan Update
None
Additional Mitigation
BR-3.1 Wetland Evaluation Consultation and Clean Water Act Permit. The City of Brentwood shall require a wetland delineation and
consultation with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and CDFG prior to disturbance of waterways and wetland features in the Planning
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Area. Project applicants must obtain all required Clean Water Act Section 404 permits and related Section 401 certifications prior to the
issuance of agrading or building permit by the City of Brentwood. Fish and Game Code Section 1601-1603 agreements shall be obtained
if required for any proposed streambed alterations prior to issuance of a grading or building permit.

BR-3.2 Review of Project for Disturbance to Sensitive Communities. At time of tentative map review, the City shall review specific
development plans proposed within the Brentwood Planning Area to ensure they are designed to avoid disturbance to any creek, seasonal
drainage, freshwater wetland, riparian habitats, native grassland, or vernal pool located on the project site. Any project which proposes
alteration or modification of an existing creek or wetland shall provide mitigation to minimize disturbance to wetland vegetation,
hydrology and wildlife. Additionally, because these sensitive communities often support special status species, project applicants
proposing to modify any of these habitats shall implement Mitigation Measures BR-2.1 through 2.2 to reduce impacts to these species.

BR-3.3 Restoration of Affected Creek and Wetland Communities. If modifications are required to any riparian or wetland habitats, an
assessment of the existing site and project impacts shall be conducted by a qualified biologist prior to construction. This evaluation will
include the preparation of a site-specific restoration plan if deemed necessary to compensate for unavoidable impacts. Items that shall be
addressed in the restoration plan include grading within the project area to allow for the restoration of wetland and riparian vegetation,
species and patterns of native vegetation to be installed upon project completion, work seasons, monitoring plan, and performance
criteria. Project applicants shall be responsible for implementing a monitoring plan of all restoration work that evaluates the project in
relation to measurable performance criteria.  When criteria are not met, corrective actions shall be taken as required. The City of
Brentwood shall require these measures as a condition of the grading permit for any such project.

Wherever possible, creeks and other natural waterways historically disturbed or modified shall be restored through devel opment setbacks,
contoured grading, and revegetation with native plant species.

BR-3.4 Review and Modify Grading and Drainage Plan. As a condition of the grading permit, the City of Brentwood shall review all
proposed projects within the Planning Area for changes in drainage patterns that could affect existing wetlands. If a project resultsin a
hydrologic change at an existing wetland or creek, the City shall require modification of proposed grading and drainage plans as
necessary to maintain historical water levels.

BR-3.5 Adopt Policy and Action for Sustainable Agriculture and Rangeland Practices. The following measure shall be adopted as an
amendment to the existing Conservation and Open Space Element of the 1993 General Plan (under Goal 1, Policy 1.1 as Action Program
1.1.6) The City of Brentwood shall seek voluntary cooperative agreements with local landowners to implement agricultural and
rangeland practices that are consistent with the enhancement and preservation of sensitive natural communities in the Planning Area.
Such practices include regulating pesticide uses, fencing wetlands, stream corridors and vernal pools within rangelands as separate
pastures to alow recovery and minimize trampling and excessive grazing, implementing rotational grazing to allow recovery,
implementing prescribed grazing and burning, and monitoring rangeland uses to assess progress towards resource objectives.

BR-4. Development

associated with the

1993 General Plan

LTS
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| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
proposed General Plan | conservation/Open Space
Update could result in . .
asignificant loss of Goal 8 Open Space. Preserve and enhance natural open space in and around the Brentwood Planning Area.
trees. (PS) Policy 8.2 Tree Protection: Protect mature trees and areas of natural vegetation.
8.2.1 Tree Ordinance: Prepare and adopt a tree preservation ordinance that establishes guidelines for the planting, care and removal of
trees.
8.2.2 Education: Prepare educational materials regarding the significance of trees to a community, including open space and aesthetic
values and shade.
Proposed General Plan Update
None
Additional Mitigation
BR-4.1 Conduct a Tree Survey. The City of Brentwood Community Development Department shall require all project applicants to
conduct atree survey by a qualified arborist or forest ecologist of the development site to document the species, diameter at breast height
(dbh), and general condition of all trees within the development area. Each project applicant shall preserve existing trees to the maximum
extent practicable. This may be accomplished by fencing an area surrounding each tree to a distance of 1.5 times the tree canopy
diameter, and protecting this area from grading, soil compaction, paving, and other ground disturbances.
BR-4.2 Tree Replacement. The City of Brentwood Community Development Department shall formulate a tree replacement
requirement for al trees within the Planning Area. The criteria for this requirement shall be based either on a number-for-number
replacement (e.g., 5 trees planted for 1 tree removed), or on atotal tree diameter replacement (e.g., (1) 24-inch dbh tree replaced with (2)
12-inch dbh trees). Non-native trees shall be replaced with native species following the same criteria just discussed.
The City of Brentwood Community Development Department shall encourage the use of native plants and trees for landscaping and
revegetation within the Planning Area. Non-native trees shall be allowed only when either a native species will not thrive at a given site,
or the non-native species can be demonstrated to be non-invasive.
BR-4.3 Preservation of Shags. Where possible, the City shall require that proposed projects allow snags (dead trees) to remain in place.
Snags shall only be removed when they can be demonstrated to be a threat to public safety.
BR-5. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the Same as BR-1to BR-4
proposed General Plan
Update could lead to
the cumulative Proposed General Plan Update
conversion and loss of None
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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plant and animal
habitat. (PS
itat. (PS) Additional Mitigation
BR-5.1 Habitat Conservation Planning. The City of Brentwood shall cooperate with surrounding jurisdictions and resource agencies
(including CDFG, USFWS, NMFS, etc.) in development of a habitat conservation plan (HCP). Elements within the HCP shall include
the permanent preservation and enhancement of large, contiguous parcels of sensitive habitats (grasslands, chaparral, oak woodlands,
wetlands, etc.) and protection and restoration of riparian and associated aquatic habitats. The HCP will alow for the coordinated
conservation planning required for preservation of these species and their habitats.
CULTURAL RESOURCES
CR-2. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the Community Design
proposed General Plan . . R . . .
Update could damage Policy 3.1 Maintain Rural Character. Maintain and enhance the architectural character and rural heritage of the existing downtown area
unknown historic, and the Brentwood community as awhole.
prehistoric, or 3.1.1 Historic Inventory: Inventory and map significant historic buildings and areas within the Brentwood area.
archaeological 3.1.2 Design Review: Through the design review process, protect designated architecturally and/or historically significant areas, and
résourcesin the require infill developments to be architecturally compatible with the surrounding area.
Planning Area. (PS) 3.1.3 Architectural and Landscape Guidelines: Prepare and adopt architectural and landscape guidelines for the Downtown area which
identify the desired architectural character to be emulated.
Conservation/Open Space
Goal 2 Cultural Resources. Preserve and enhance prehistoric, historic and cultural resources in and around the Brentwood Community.
Policy 2.1 Historic Structures: Retain and maintain historic structures.
2.1.1 History Programs. Work with community organizations, including the historical society, to provide programs oriented to the
preservation of Brentwood’s history.
2.1.2 Restoration Funds: Use Redevelopment funds and other mechanisms to promote historic restoration.
2.1.3 Flexible Zoning: Consider the use of flexible zoning regulations to encourage preservation of structures and architectura styles.
Policy 2.2 Archaeological Preservation: Preserve archeological resources that are known to the community.
2.2.1 Archaeological Surveys: Require archeological surveysto be completed as part of development submittals.
2.2.2 Mitigate Impacts: Use mitigation programs for potential effects on archeological resources.
Proposed General Plan Update
Land Use
1. Inventory, designate, and protect potential sites and structures of architectural, historic and cultural significance within the Downtown.
(Action Program 3.1.6)
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Additional Mitigation

CR-2.1 Records Search for Individual Discretionary Projects. For any discretionary public or private project with a potential
environmental impact, a records search shall be conducted as part of the project’s CEQA review by a qualified archaeol ogist through the
Northwest Information Center. The Northwest Information Center will provide project-specific information of previous surveys and of
recorded sites within or immediately adjacent to a project area.

CR-2.2 Discovery of Cultural Resources. Should previously unidentified cultural resources be discovered during construction of
individual projects, the project sponsor shall cease work in the immediate area until such time as the City can assess the significance of
the find and devel op mitigation recommendations (e.g., manual excavation of the immediate areq), if warranted.

CR-2.3 Discovery of Human Remains. The City shall implement Section 7050.5(b) of the California Health and Safety Code which calls
for the Contra Costa County Coroner to be contacted in the event of discovery or recognition of any human remainsin any location other
than a dedicated cemetery. In this event, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remains until the coroner determines that the remains are not subject to the provisions of Section 27491 of
the Government Code or any other related provisions of law concerning investigation of the circumstances, manner and cause of death,
and the recommendations concerning treatment and disposition of the human remains have been made to the person responsible for the
excavation, or to his or her authorized representative, in the manner provided in Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

The coroner, upon recognizing the remains as being of Native American origin, shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission
within 24 hours. No further disturbance of the site may be made except as authorized by the County coroner. The Commission has
various powers and duties to provide for the ultimate disposition of any Native American remains, including the designation of a Native
American Most Likely Descendant. Sections 5097.98 and 5097.99 of the Public Resources Code also call for ‘protection to Native
American human burials and skeletal remains from vandalism and inadvertent destruction.” To achieve this goal, construction personnel
on the project shall be instructed as to both the potential for discovery of cultural or human remains, and the need for proper and timely
reporting of such finds, and the consequences of failure to do so.

CR-2.4 Archaeological Monitoring. Project sponsors of individual discretionary projects located in sites with high archaeol ogical
sensitivity (based on maps available at City offices) shall retain or provide funds for the hiring of an archaeologist to perform
archaeological monitoring in areas where ground disturbance will exceed 24 inches below the existing grade. The City Planning Office
(as advised by the archaeol ogist) shall determine whether the soils are culturally sterile, and whether monitoring may be reduced to
intermittent or on-call. Should intermittent monitoring prove warranted, the construction contractor shall be held responsible to contact
the project sponsor in the event that suspected cultural resources are uncovered. The archaeological monitoring program shall be
implemented by an individual meeting the Secretary of Interior Professional Qualifications Standards in Archaeology (36 CFR 61);
individual field monitors shall be qualified in the recognition of cultural resources of both historic and prehistoric periods.
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CR-2.5 Preservation of Sgnificant Archaeological Stes. Where feasible, preservation of significant archaeological sites shall be
accomplished. In-situ preservation of the resource is the preferred alternative. Preserving a cultural deposit maintains the artifactsin
context and essentially “banks’ the sites for the future, at which time more sophisticated research methods and tools may be available.
Additionally, preservation of a prehistoric cultural deposit may prevent inadvertent discovery of, or damage to, human burials.
Preservation may be accomplished through a number of means such as capping or covering the site with alayer of soil, fencing the site
area, and/or incorporation of the resource into a greenbelt or park area.
If preservation of the resourceis not feasible, additional studies, such as archival research or scientific, controlled excavation of
prehistoric cultural resources shall be required. The Native American community shall be notified of any proposed excavation of
prehistoric cultural resources if there is a high probability that burial sites may occur in the Planning Area.
CR-3. Development 1993 General Plan and Proposed General Plan Update LTS
associated with the Same as CR-2.
proposed General Plan
Update in combination
with growth elsewhere | Additional Mitigation
in eastern ContraCosta | Mitigation Measures CR-2.1 to 2.5 would help reduce the potentially significant cumulative impacts. Several of these measures are
County and the ] standard practices required through environmental review. In addition, open space elements of community general plans are required to
western San Joaqun_\ recognize cultural resources as a valuable component of alocal jurisdiction’s natural and recreational amenities. Finally, community
Valley could resultin design guidelines that reflect and incorporate features of our historic and architectural heritage can serve to preserve and maintain historic
cumulative lossto properties, sites, and districts. Implementation and/or adoption of these planning and environmental review practices should reduce the
((:ult)ural resources. cumulative loss of cultural resources in the east Contra Costa County area and in the western San Joaquin Valley to less than significant.
PS
GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERALS
GE-2. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the Safety
Brsg;f?n%ﬁ?;r :‘é Plan Goal 1 Protect from Hazards. Protect the Brentwood community from hazards associated with the natural environment.
circulation 1.2.1 Grading Ordinance: Adopt a hillside grading ordinance.
improvements, could
EESSL;“ soil erosion. Proposed General Plan Update
None
Additional Mitigation
GE-2.1 Prepare Ste Erosion and Dust Control Plan. Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, asite erosion and dust control plan shall
be submitted by a project applicant and approved by the City of Brentwood Engineering Department. This plan shall identify protective
measures to be taken during construction to prevent excessive transport of sediments or wind blown particles from the project site, and to
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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preclude the diversion or impairment of flow of nearby water courses. The plan shall establish the sequence and timing of grading and
construction, and shall incorporate permanent methods of landscaping to follow the completion of construction.
GE-2.2 Conditionsfor Grading Permits. Grading permits for project sites with slopes of 5 percent or more shall restrict grading during
periods of rain or on ground which contains free water. During rainy periods, disturbed earth surfaces shall be revegetated or covered
with straw tackifiers, wood chips, jute netting, or other erosion control materials.
Grading permits shall require appropriate soils stabilization measures (e.g., paving or landscape planting) upon completion of
construction to reduce erosion hazard. Asa condition of the grading permit, drainage and stormwater runoff control systems shall be
approved to the satisfaction of the City Engineering Department to insure they are non-erosive in design.
The City of Brentwood Engineering Department shall monitor grading and initial construction phases on weekly basis, at a minimum, to
ensure that all provisions of the grading permit are implemented.
GE-6. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the Safety
Pl . . . .
Brgé);see?nsye?;jt inan Goal 1 Protect from Hazards. Protect the Brentwood community from hazards associated with the natural environment.
subsidence because of Policy 1.3 Land Subsidence: Prevent land subsidence and maintain adequate groundwater supplies.
lowering of the 1.3.1 Overdraft: Monitor withdrawal of groundwater, oil and gas, maintain land elevation records, and regulate overdraft to prevent
groundwater table. subsidence.
(PS)
Proposed General Plan Update
None
Additional Mitigation
GE-6.1 Study of Individual Stesfor Subsidence. If elevation records for any site show evidence of subsidence, the applicant shall
complete further studies prior to issuance of grading permits to evaluate the degree of subsidence and establish appropriate mitigation
measures to ensure subsidence does not create a safety hazard.
GE-7. Development 1993 General Plan SU
associated with the Conservation and Open Space
proposed General Plan . - N . . . .
Update could result in Goal 6 Mineral Resources. Utilize Brentwood's mineral resources while preserving devel opment and conservation options for the future.
|oss of mineral Policy 6.1 Mine Reuse: Ensure that areas of mineral resources can be mined while productive, and are ultimately reused for urbanization
resources. (PS) Or open space.
6.1.1 Resource Extraction: Allow resource extraction of gas and oil as an interim use.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Mitigation
6.1.2 Reclamation Plans: Work with property owners to develop reclamation plans for areas with mineral resources.
6.1.3 Mining Ordinance: Implement the Oil and Gas Mining ordinance.
6.1.4 Identify and Evaluate Resources: Identify and evaluate areas within the planning area with potential resource value, including ail,
gas, sand, and gravel. Protect the Brentwood community from hazards associated with the natural environment.
Proposed General Plan Update
None
Additional Mitigation
GE-7.1 Phasing of Development at the Brentwood Qil and Gas Fields. The City of Brentwood Community Devel opment Department
shall phase development in the Brentwood Qil and Gas Field to coincide with the cessation of oil and gas production at individua wells.
GE-9. Development 1993 General Plan SU
associated with the Same as GE-7
proposed General Plan
Update could result in
potentially significant Proposed General Plan Update
cumulative impacts on None
mineral resources.
(PS) . o
Additional Mitigation
Same as GE-7
HYDROLOGY AND DRAINAGE
HY-2. Development in the 1993 General Plan LTS
Planning Area could Conservation and Open Space
result in erosion, Goal 3 Water Quality. Maintain the quality of Brentwood d and surface wat
sedimentation, and o er Quality. Maintain the quality of Brentwood's ground and surface water.
subsequent Policy 3.1 Control Pollution: The City should control the amount and quality of non-point source pollution.
degradation of the 3.1.1 Grading Ordinance: Implement the City’s grading ordinance. (Note: A stormwater ordinance has been prepared and was
surface water quality. approved by the City Council on May 22, 2001. Theses ordinances take effect 60 days after initial Council approval.)
(PS) 3.1.2 Public Education: Educate the public regarding water quality, runoff, and drainage effects.
3.1.3 Waste Oil: Provide a program to collect waste oil and other toxic fluids.
3.1.4 Mitigate Water Quality: Monitor storm drain and wastewater disposal impacts and provide appropriate mitigation.
Policy 3.2 Water Quality: Protect Brentwood' s water quality.
3.2.1 Groundwater: Monitor the quality and quantity of groundwater.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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3.2.2 Development Impacts: Consider development’s effect on ground and surface water quality, and consider controlling pesticides
and fertilizers.

Proposed General Plan Update

Growth Management

1. The City shall only approve devel opments that conform with performance standards provided in the Master Infrastructure Plan. For
example, sanitary facilities must have the capability to collect and treat sewage according to the standards set forth in the City’s
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. (Action Program 1.1.1)

Additional Mitigation

HY-2.1 Best Management Practices. NPDES construction activity permits shall be required of all future proposed development projects
of five or more acres. All future development projects within the Planning Area shall comply with the specific requirements for nonpoint
source discharge to be developed by the County and/or City pursuant to EPA and Regional Water Quality Control Board NPDES
requirements. The City of Brentwood shall require that projects use Best Management Practices (BMPs) to treat all runoff. The BMPs
shdll include at a minimum, the following provisions to reduce water quality impact of the runoff from project sites:

e Install easily cleanable catch-basins, debris screens, or similar water quality protection devices in the on-site drainage facilities.

o |f the detention facility is provided as a pond, design the detention pond to be provided onsite for flood control also to function as
sedimentation basins, to remove nonpoint source pollutants from the site’ s surface water runoff. The basin outlets would be
equipped with trash racks/screens and inverted elbows to settle out heavier contaminants. A maintenance schedule should be
developed to ensure that the basins are cleaned regularly, and that the traps function properly.

e |Implement a pavement cleaning and maintenance program within the project site to reduce build-up of urban pollutants and debris
that normally are washed into the storm drain system. All plans and programs to control the discharge of project-related pollutants
shall be reviewed by CCCFCWCD prior to issuance of grading and building permits.

e Implement good housekeeping methods to prevent |eakage of paints and heavy metals from the corporation yard.

e  Control application of fertilizers, herbicides, pesticides or other hazardous substances on landscaped areas.

e  Ensure the maintenance of drainage facilities through bonding or contracting with a private maintenance firm.

HY-4. Development
associated with the
proposed General Plan
Update in combination
with devel opment
elsewherein the
watershed could lead

to cumulative impacts

1993 General Plan
Infrastructure
Goal 1 Infrastructure. Maintain and improve Brentwood'’ s infrastructure to protect Brentwood' s health and safety.
Policy 1.1 Municipa Services: Provide adequate public infrastructure (i.e. sewer, water, and storm drains) to meet the needs of existing
and future development.
1.1.1 Master Infrastructure Plan: The City shall only support developments that are in conformance with the Master Infrastructure
Plan.

LTS

SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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on the hydrology and 1.1.2 Sizing of Utilities: Through development review, the City shall ensure that utilities are adequately sized to accommodate the
dFrg nage of the area. proposed development and, if applicable, alow for extensions to future developments.
PS) 1.1.3 Development Proposals: Individual developments will be required to develop comprehensive infrastructure plans for City review
and approval as part of an application submittal.
1.1.5 Correct Inadequacies: The City shall develop a plan that establishes priorities and corrects existing inadequacies in the City's
infrastructure system.
1.1.6 Cost of Infrastructure: New development shall contribute its fair share of the cost of on and off-site public infrastructure and
services. Thisshall include installation of public facilities, payment of impact fees, and participation in a Capital Improvement
Financing Program (CIFP).
1.1.7 Reimbursement: The City may require developments to install off-site facilities, which are in excess of a development’sfair
share. However, the City shall establish a funding mechanism to reimburse the devel oper for the amount in excess of the fair share
COosts.
1.1.8 Other Funding Sources. The City shall apply for State, Federal, and regional funding sources set aside to finance infrastructure
Ccosts.
Policy 1.5 Storm Drainage: Improve Brentwood' s storm drainage facilities.
1.5.1 Marsh Creek Watershed Basins: Implement the recommendations of the Marsh Creek basin plan [Marsh Creek Regional
Drainage Plan] prepared by Contra Costa County Flood Control District for construction of detention basins sized to contain 100-year
floods.
1.5.2 Multiple Use: Incorporate recreational trails and parkway vegetation design in channel improvements, and utilize detention
basins for parks, ball fields and equestrian areas.
1.5.3 Flood District: Coordinate development flood control plans and submit large scale devel opment proposals to Contra Costa
County Flood Control District for review, comment and incorporation into regional flood control facility design.
Conservation and Open Space
Goal 3 Water Quality. Maintain the quality of Brentwood'’s ground and surface water.
Policy 3.1 Control Pollution: The City should control the amount and quality of non-point source pollution.
3.1.1 Grading Ordinance: Implement the City’ s grading ordinance. (Note: A stormwater ordinance has been prepared and was
approved by the City Council on May 22, 2001. Theses ordinances take effect 60 days after initial Council approval.)
3.1.2 Public Education: Educate the public regarding water quality, runoff, and drainage effects.
3.1.3 Waste Oil: Provide a program to collect waste oil and other toxic fluids.
3.1.4 Mitigate Water Quality: Monitor storm drain and wastewater disposal impacts and provide appropriate mitigation.
Policy 3.2 Water Quality: Protect Brentwood' s water quality.
3.2.1 Groundwater: Monitor the quality and quantity of groundwater.
3.2.2 Development Impacts: Consider development’ s effect on ground and surface water quality, and consider controlling pesticides
and fertilizers.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
Safety
Goal 1 Protect from Hazards. Protect the Brentwood community from hazards associated with the natural environment.
Policy 1.4 Flood Hazards: Protect the community from flood hazards.
1.4.1 FEMA Mapping: Work with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to develop floodplain information and maps for the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).
1.4.2 Adopt Ordinance: Adopt a floodplain ordinance to address flood zones established by FEMA maps.
1.4.3 Dam Failure: Map dam failure inundation areas and develop, maintain and inform the public of an evacuation procedure, for all
affected areas, in the event of failure of dams.
Proposed General Plan Update
SameasHY-2
Additional Mitigation
SameasHY-2
HEALTH AND SAFETY
HM-1. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the None
proposed General Plan
Update could locate
urban uses over oil and | Proposed General Plan Update
gasfidds. (PS) None
Additional Mitigation
HM-1.1 Prepare Geotechnical Study for the Brentwood Oil and Gas Fields. As part of the development application for a proposed
development in the Brentwood Oil and Gas Field Area, a geotechnical study of the Brentwood Oil and Gas Field shall be prepared by the
project proponent, which includes the following:
e  Potential for repressurization due to partial or complete abandonment of the field;
o  Effect of subsidence on urban development due to operation of the field. The study shall contain information on the potential for
subsidence in the Planning Area and on contingency plans to control any subsidence which may occur. These plans shall cover
subsidence control from first indications until after the projected project life. Subsidence monitoring shall include a baseline level
survey prior to development of new wells for the production of ail, followed by periodic surveys thereafter.
e  Extent of methane gas hazards;
e Potentia for seismic effects on gas pressure;
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

I mpact

Mitigation Measures

Level of
Significance
after
Mitigation

e Location of al abandoned, idle, injection and producing wells;
e Locations of site contamination; and
e  Current condition of groundwater.

If any potential hazards are identified, specific mitigation measures shall be required as part of the geotechnical study. For example, if the
study indicates that gas accumulation is a possibility, it may be necessary to drill some shallow, pressure-relief wells within or adjacent to
the site. Also, gas detectors, gas migration barriers or venting systems may be considered.

Prior to recordation of a parcel or subdivision map, al oil wells shall be located either by consulting the Division of Oil and Gas or by a
metal detector. Idle or previously abandoned wells shall be inspected to ensure that they are closed to current standards. The cost of
reabandonment is the responsibility of the individuals owning the property upon which the structure will be located.

HM-1.2 Adopt Protection/Prevention Measures for Well Abandonment and Sting Standards near Abandoned Wells. The following
measures shall be taken to avoid any hazards related to oil and gasfields:

e Under Section 3208.1 of the Public Resources Code, the reabandonment responsibilities of the owner/devel oper of a property
upon which a structure will be located need extend no further than the property line boundaries. However, if awell requiring
reabandonment is on an adjacent property and near the common boundary line, the structure shall be set back sufficiently to allow
future access to the well.

e |f any unrecorded wells are uncovered or abandoned wells damaged during excavation or grading, remedial plugging operations
may be required. If such damage occurs, the project proponent shall perform remedia operations, as directed by the DOG.

e No structures shall be built over any abandoned well unless no feasible alternative exists. If construction over an abandoned well
is unavoidable, an adequate gas venting system shall be placed over the well, as approved by the DOG.

e  Blowout prevention devices should be used whenever wells are being drilled or reworked.

HM-1.3 Restrict Accessto All Wells. Accessto al idle and producing wells shall be maintained, as required by the DOG, for mobile rigs
and well workover equipment. The roads for well workover equipment shall have a minimum 12-foot width clearance, and shall be
designed for heavyweight use. The wells shall be provided with safety shut down devices. All wells and associated equipment within the
urbanized or urbanizing Planning Area shall be enclosed by an 8-foot block wall or similar barrier with barbed wire on the inside at the 7-
foot level. Suitable gates shall be provided which are capable of alowing large workover equipment access to the well sites. The grade
within the enclosed areas shall be constructed so that potential spillage will be confined to the enclosure to restrict access. The placement
of climbable landscaping around the perimeter of the oil field facility shall be avoided.

HM-1.4 Remediation of Contaminated Soils. Prior to the issuance of building permits, all soil should be remediated to the satisfaction of
the Contra Costa County Environmental Health Department/Hazardous Materials, and, if the contamination is more substantial, to the
satisfaction of the Regional Water Quality Control Board and/or Department of Toxic Substances Control.

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant

Brentwood GP Update EIR — Summary
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
HM-4. Development 1993 General Plan LTS
associated with the Safety
Brsggtze?n%gnme&ar'];: 32 Goal 1 Hazardous Materials. Maintain Brentwood safe from risks associated with hazardous materials.
with other growth in Policy 2.1 Hazardous Substances. Protect the community of Brentwood from hazards associated with the use, transport, treatment, and
east Contra Costa disposal of hazardous substances.
County would lead to 2.1.1 Training: The City and East Diablo Fire Protection District should work together to train local police and fire departments for
_potennal cumulative specialized handling and cleanup procedures in the event of radioactive, toxic and hazardous substance spills.
g[lfpacts tFt))SheaIth and 2.1.2 Educate: Provide educational opportunities for generators of small quantity, household, and agricultural waste products regarding
ety. (PS) their responsibilities for source reduction and proper and safe hazardous waste management.
2.1.3 Provide Information: Provide the public, industry, agriculture, and local government with the information needed to take rational
steps to minimize, recycle, treat, dispose, and otherwise manage hazardous wastes in Brentwood.
2.1.4 Regulate Storage: Regulate the storage of hazardous substances.
2.1.5 Household Hazardous Waste: Provide a program for the disposal of household hazardous wastes. diversity of housing
opportunities to enhance the City’ s living environment and to satisfy the shelter needs of Brentwood residents.
Goal 2 Hazardous Materials. Maintain Brentwood safe from risks associated with hazardous materials.
Policy 2.2 Disaster Planning: Plan for City and citizen actions to respond effectively to and recover from a disaster.
2.2.1 Response Plans: Maintain effective disaster response plans that address emergency response and traffic control and security of
damaged areas.
2.2.2 Mutual Aid: Maintain effective mutual aid agreements for fire, police, medical response, mass care, heavy rescue, and other
functions as appropriate.
Proposed General Plan Update
Land Use
Prohibit industrial development that could have adverse impacts on the surrounding neighborhood (Policy 4.1 and Action Program 4.1.1).
Additional Mitigation
Same as HM-1
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
ENERGY AND RESOURCE CONSERVATION
EN-1. Development 1993 General Plan sU
associated with the Conservation/Open Space
proposed General Plan | - 5 vy R Creat i t in Brentwood wherei efficiently utilized
Update would place a o nergy Resources. Create an environment in Brentwood wherein energy resources are efficiently utilized.
significant demand on Policy 5.1 Bicycle Use: Promote the use of bicycles as an alternative transportation mode.
energy supplies. (S) 5.1.1 Bikeways: Adopt specifications for Brentwood's bikeways.
5.1.2 Community Information: Establish information programs throughout the community regarding bicycle use and routes.
5.1.3 Route Maps: Design bicycle route maps and distribute throughout the community.
5.1.4 Pedestrian Connections: Encourage developments to incorporate pedestrian and bicycle connections between adjacent land uses.
Policy 5.2 Efficient Development: Encourage the design and construction of energy efficient development.
5.2.1 Passive Solar: Encourage new construction to incorporate passive solar features.
5.2.2 Building Codes: Enforce building codes (e.g., Title X11) through development planning, including convenient, balanced
neighborhoods.
Proposed General Plan Update
Circulation
Recognize the link between land use and transportation. Promote land use and development patterns that encourage walking, bicycling,
and public transit use. Emphasize well-designed high-density and mixed land use patterns that promote transit and pedestrian travel.
(Policy 2.1)
Additional Mitigation
EN-1.1 Energy Efficient Building Design. Energy efficiency means getting the maximum work output per unit of energy input a an
affordable cost. This concept applies equally to residential dwellings, schools and public institutions, commercial, office, retail space, and
industrial operations of all types. Recent advances in energy efficient technologies have resulted in high efficiency heating and air
conditioning systems, building materials, lighting systems, and manufacturing controls and equipment.
The benefits of integrating energy efficient design into all aspects of Brentwood are numerous. First, residents and businesses use less
energy to maintain comfort, provide adequate lighting, and manufacture goods. In addition, efforts are underway to alow energy
efficiency cost savings to be considered in residential mortgage ratio calculations thus allowing higher levels of financing for prospective
buyers. Third, utilities may reduce overal costs of connecting new customers to generation, transmission, and distribution systems.
Fourth, environmental benefits include reduced power plant emissions like pollution forming NOx and greenhouse gases like carbon
dioxide. Some of these benefits are cost effective today with existing technology.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
| mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
Energy efficient building design shall be encouraged by including such features as orientation of structures to summer and winter sunlight
to absorb winter solar heat and reflect or avoid summer solar heat, thermal insulation of the walls and attic, which meets or exceeds local
standards, weather stripping of windows and doors to decrease heat loss, solar assisted domestic hot water and pool heating, tinted or
solar reflective double glazing, overhangs on southern elevations, and vegetation on western elevations to provide shading from summer
sun. Other specific energy design strategies for different land uses which shall be encouraged include, but are not limited to, the
following:
e  The use of windows and skylights to reduce energy demand for lighting shall be encouraged for commercial operations.
e Industrial operations that require large amounts of hot water shall incorporate chlorofluorocarbon-free active solar systemsin the
design of buildings.
e  Each development applicant shall consult with PG& E for assistance with energy conservation features.
e Commercia and industrial facilities shall be designed to reduce energy consumption by providing access to alternative means of
transportation such as bus lines, mass transit, bicycle lanes, pedestrian facilities and car pooling.
EN-1.2 Energy Efficient Ste Planning Considerations. Site planning principles that would help in the conservation of energy shall be
utilized while planning and designing a site for any urban development. The site planning considerations shall include, but not be limited
to, measures such as the following:
e  Orientation of the building such that solar access and prevailing winds are considered. |If the longer side of abuilding isaligned in
anorth-south direction, alarge area of the building would be exposed to greater amount and intensity of solar rays from the east
and the west directions. A greater portion of the building should face the south side rather than the north side. The south side of a
building is associated with highest heat gains.
Winds affect infiltration (air leakage) and transmission (thermal conductance) over the entire skin of a building, and of the glazed
or windowed portions particularly. The north and west sides of a building are most exposed to wind loads. Winds can decrease
the exterior film of still air that usually surrounds a building and so increase the thermal vulnerability of roof and wall elements.
This could increase heating and cooling loads. Knowing the direction of prevailing winds could determine where entrances and
exits should be placed, and whether or not they should be shielded.
e Choice of treesfor landscaping that can help save energy. Trees can serve as wind and light breaks and can thus affect energy
consumption. Deciduous trees (which lose their leavesin winter) shall be selected for the south side of abuilding. They will
provide sunshade during hot months, and yet allow maximum sun penetration in winter. Evergreens can be planted on the
northern side, where there are no cold-weather solar gains. Evergreens may also be planted to protect building entrances and
windows from prevailing wind conditions. The landscaping for parking lots and sidewalks should use trees that provide shade
during the summertime and permit solar access to adjacent buildings in the wintertime.
EN-1.3 Construction Energy Plan. All projects requiring discretionary approval from the City of Brentwood shall prepare and
implement a Construction Energy Conservation Plan prior to the issuance of grading permits. The City of Brentwood shall require the
project sponsors to adopt, but not be limited to, the construction energy conservation measures listed below:
e  useenergy-€efficient equipment and incorporate energy-saving techniques in the construction of various projects;
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Table S-2
Summary of Potentially Significant and Significant Impacts and Applicable Mitigation M easures

Level of
I mpact Mitigation M easures Significance
after
Mitigation
e avoid unnecessary idling of construction egquipment;
e  consolidate material delivery in order to ensure efficient vehicle utilization;
e schedule delivery of materials during non-rush hours to maximize vehicle fuel efficiency;
e  encourage car-pooling by construction workers; and
e  maintain equipment and machinery, especially those using gasoline and diesel, in good working condition.
EN-2.  Cumulative growth Same as EN-1 SU
in Brentwood and
surrounding areas
would result in
significant energy
impacts. (S)
Source: EIP Associates, June 2001.
SU = Significant and Unavoidable S= Significant PS = Potentially Significant LTS = Less Than Significant
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Appendix D-3
City of Clayton General Plan EIR
Impacts and Mitigation Summary



ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSISAND MITIGATION

PHYSICAL FEATURES

Topography

a

Potential I mpacts

The Land Use and Housing Elements illustrate the distribution of the future land
use. The construction of housing, roadways and other forms of development
could adversely affect significant topographic features. Policies are identified for
the different intensities of land use and steepness of slope to limit topographical
alteration.

Mitigation Measures

Potential adverse impacts to topography in the City are mitigated by the policies
of the General Plan. The distribution of land uses on the Land Use Map is based
upon a scenario that restricts uses to percent slope. Urban residential uses
(greater than 2 du/ac) are restricted to a 0-15 percent slope. Rural residential land
uses (1 acre minimum lots or greater) are generally permitted on a slope between
15-25 percent. Slopes greater than 26 percent are protected from intensive
development

The Open Space/Conservation Element includes policies to protect significant
hillsides and ridgeline from development. The Open Space Element designates
the areas of significant hillsides and ridgeline as Reserve Management /
Conservation Areas and includes policies to protect their integrity.

Geology

a

Potential I mpacts

The Safety Element and Appendix E discuss the geologic constraints affecting the
City. Although several potential types of hazards exist, landslides have the
greatest potential to do extensive damage. USGS and EIR maps delineate areas
where potential impacts may occur without adequate mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

The policies of the Safety Element mitigation geologic hazards through
restrictions. Itisthe policy that if apotential hazard exists, a detailed
geotechnical investigation must be undertaken by a qualified engineer. In
addition, known or suspected landslides must be corrected or avoided. Protected
areas shall be designated as a Resource Management / Conservation Areas.
Known studies are identified in the Safety Element and Appendix E.

Seismicity

a

The Safety Element discusses the potential impacts of a seismic event.

Environmental Analysis Page X-14 March 2000



b. Mitigation Measures
Geotechnical studies are used to identify mitigation measures, which include
setbacks and UBC Zone 4 construction measures.

Soils

a Potential I mpacts
Future development in the City will have a potential impact on soilsin the City.
The Keller Ranch is suitable rangeland. Its development will eliminate land that
isused for livestock grazing but is not suitable for intensive cultivation.

b. Mitigation Measures
The density of the Keller Ranch islessthan 1.5 units per acre. By clustering
development, hundreds of acreswill remain asrange. Clayton has nearly its
entire southerly city boundary designated as State park and its eastern boundary
beyond Keller in the County Williamson Act Program. The western boundary
includes a quarry and the City of Concord; and at Clayton’s northern boundary
lies the City of Concord. Clayton does not intend to develop additional areasto
the east, although the City would like to exert influence on the County in the
event that development is proposed. Park and agricultural preserve areas are
identified in the Open Space/Conservation Element.

Groundwater Resour ces

a Potential | mpacts
Areas of the City of Clayton have wells and septic tanks. The City began asa
large lot rural community where expansion and infill occurred. Consequently,
initial homes had wells and septic tanks. Following incorporation, additional
homes on acre-plus lots were devel oped with septic tanks. In the late 70’s newer
subdivisions on smaller lots were built with full services. Eventually all septic
tanks will be eliminated.

Aquifer recharge areas are most likely to be found along the many creeks. The
City of Clayton protects these likely aquifer recharge areas through protection of
its greenbelt system, which establishes open space corridors along streams. These
corridors protect water flow and recharges. Springs have been identified in the
Clayton area. These will be protected for their benefits as well as potentia for
undermining pavement and foundations. Thereisno proposal that would increase
draw down or contaminate water resources or eliminate areas with high recharge
potential.

b. Mitigation Measures
The City will continue to protect streams within its flood plain as greenbelts, it
will require investigation of spring locations in the Keller Ranch area, and it will
support expansion of municipal services to unsewered areas.
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Surface Waters and Flooding

a

Potential I mpacts

Flood channels are an important resource in Clayton. They provide open space
and atrail system. They comprise asignificant element of the City’s character.
Mitigation measures are necessary which address the need to retain the creek
resources and also lessen the risk of damage caused by flooding.

Mitigation Measures

The Open Space Element designates the natural creeks and channels as a
significant open space resource to be conserved and protected. The Safety
Element policies stress the need to retain the natural creeks and channels asthe
primary flood control and drainage system.

The creeks do not offer sufficient capacity at present to provide adequate flow in
event of a 100-year storm. The extent of the problem is discussed in the Safety
Element. The difficulty of providing adequate flood protection is not the common
problem of encroachment of development into the floodplain but the extent of
ateration and destruction of current greenway amenities necessary to provide
adequate flood protection. Clayton has not suffered flood devastation in recent
history but without adequate preventative measures, flood damage can be
expected. Prevention of new development will not prevent the existing problem.

Biological Resour ces
A series of EIR’ s noted in the bibliography have identified biological resourcesin the

City of Clayton.

a Potential I mpacts
Removal of habitat as aresult of development, although no specific endangered
species have been identified.

b. Mitigation Measures
The City shall promote open space protection measures such as residential
clustering, park dedication, Williamson Act contract protection of significant
vegetation in project design and expansion of the greenbelt system.

Air Quality

a Potential I mpacts

The construction, population increase, and expansion of City areawill contribute
to deterioration of air quality. Emissionswill be chiefly attributed to increased
auto usage. Development in Clayton will tend to generate higher vehicle miles
traveled than will high-rise apartments within walking distance from the newly
emerging employment centersin Central County.

Since Clayton is at the end of the valley, periods of inversion will bring poor air
quality.
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Carbon monoxide hot spots are likely at Kirker Pass intersections with Clayton
Road and Concord Boulevard. A detailed discussion of air quality isincluded in
the Safety Element.

Mitigation Measures

Aside from project level mitigation measures related to construction activities, the
most effective local implementation will be those measure that reduce single-
vehicle occupant commuters, general dependence on the automobile and necessity
of long trips to stores for goods and services. Land use allocation within Clayton
will benefit air quality through more centrally located commercial facilities, high
density concentrations of land use rather than dispersal of density, and measures
to facilitate non-auto travel. Additional mitigation discussion can be found both
in the Safety Element and in the Circulation Element.

Scenic Resour ces

a

Potential Impacts

Future growth could reduce the amount of open space and change the rural
character of the community. The recognition of scenic resources and provisions
for their long-tern protection can be lost if adequate consideration is not given.
Negative effects would include the elimination of open space, the blocking of
views and vistas, and the reduction of vegetation and wildlife.

Mitigation Measures

The community Design and Open Space/Conservation Elements establish the
importance of scenic resources in maintaining Clayton’srural character. Each
element contains policies to protect and manage the scenic resources of the City.

Historic Resour ces

a

Potential | mpacts

The community Design Element has identified historical buildings and sites
within the City. Without adequate mitigation, some of these sites could be
destroyed by new development or neglect. An archaeological site of major
significance (Cco-222) is aso found in the Town Center.

Mitigation Measures

The City of Clayton's General Plan expresses the need for the City’ s land use,
circulation and community design policies to consider historic preservation. The
final area of consideration includes provisions for archaeological site protection.
Depending upon the location and parcel size, surveys performed by qualified
archaeol ogists should be required on devel opment projects to ascertain if asite
exists. Pages 23-28 of the 1983 Keller Ranch EIR by L SA describe the value of
this site and mitigation measures necessary to its protection.

Population/Social Char acteristics
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a Potential | mpacts
The original Wilbur Smith General Plan adopted in 1971 called for a City build-
out of 9.554 units and 37,106 people. The previous General Plan identified atotal
of 2,455 units and 7,856 people including Keller Ranch but not the annexation of
developed unincorporated areas. The adopted General Plan has a maximum
build-out of 3,399 units generating 11,217 persons at 3.3 persons per unit. This
includes the existing 1,540 city units but does not include either the 555 units
developed outside city limits or the study area south of Keller. The ultimate
build-out of the community will bring change but it will also bring resolution of
the development controversy that has affected Clayton. The general level of
development will not adversely affect Clayton. The issues rest with the type and
character of development.

b. Mitigation Measures
Several elements of the General Plan address the potential impacts of growth.
Specifically, sections regarding public services such as roadways, water, sewer
and schools state that new devel opment should not be approved beyond the ability
of the City or other public agenciesto provide a consistent level of service. Also,
several elements of the Plan include policiesto retain Clayton’s rural character
through open space preservation and community design guidelines.

DEVELOPMENT ISSUES

Land Useand Zoning

The General Plan is designed to clarify the land use policies and zoning regulations of the
City. Therefore, property owners, residents, and business people will have a clearer
understanding of future land uses and the methods of implementing land uses through
zoning regulations.

The Land Use Element includes policy guidelines for ensuring that the basic pattern of
land use will be retained. Thiswill be accomplished through encouraging in-fill
development and discouraging the conversion of open space not directly adjacent to the
existing development areas. To implement the General Plan it will be necessary to
establish new zones and prepare a consistency matrix.

Circulation and Transportation

a Potential I mpacts
The Circulation Element describes Clayton’s setting, current road usage and the
potential demand on the system. Road improvements are needed to accommodate
growth and to bring the Clayton road system from arural standard to a city
standard.

b. Mitigation Measures
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Road system improvement needs are described in the Circulation Element. The
means for accommodating the increase in population will include new roads,
street widening and intersection improvements but there are two other concerns
that must also be incorporated into solutions. Region-wide traffic management
must be considered and the respective roles and contributions of jurisdictions
determined. Improvement of transit, car pool, can pool, and bicycle opportunities
must be pursued and other transportation system management measures
investigated.

Noise

a Potential | mpacts
Adverse noise conditions that exist in the City are principally traffic generated.
Noise levels will be increased by future growth. Several residential areas and an
elementary school are affected by adverse noise levels. Overflight noise from
commercia or military aircraft does not affect the City. No railroad lines cross
the City, and noise from industry is highly localized and not considered an
adverse impact. Noise from gravel trucks hauling rock from an adjacent quarry
provides the single greatest source of complaint. Passenger vehicle traffic noise
along Clayton and Marsh Creek Roads is the second highest cause of complaint.
Quarry blasting and earthmoving also draw complaints on occasion.

b. Mitigation Measures
The Noise Element includes information identifying the patterns of current and
future excessive noise levels. The Noise Element establishes acceptabl e outdoor
noise levelsfor single-family residential (60dBA CNEL), and an indoor level of
45 dBA CNEL. The recognition of the location of anticipated noise levels
principally along arterial roadways in the design of future development will
mitigation adverse noise levels. Policiesin the plan address acceptable design
methods of reducing noise such as setbacks, clustering, architecture, orientation,
window placement and construction. The policies state that the use of a block
wall should be used only when other techniques either fail to reduce adverse
levels or significantly increase the cost of construction beyond a reasonable
amount.

COMMUNITY SERVICES

Community Services and Facilities

a Potential | mpacts
Impacts on community services are generally related to growth. The Draft Keller
Ranch EIR written in February 1983 was based on community impacts caused by
1,825 residential units and 190,000 sguare feet of commercial space and 60,000
square feet of office area. The general impact of buildout of the remainder of
Clayton upon services will not be significantly increased beyond what will be
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experienced by the development of the Keller Ranch. Specific impact of
development isdiscussed in the Keller EIR’s. City-wide development does not
alter the parameters of that discussion.

Mitigation Measures
Specific construction measures, mitigation fees and service expansion generally
provide mitigation for service needs.

Parks and Recreation

a

Potential | mpacts

Presently there are no standard neighborhood parks in the City of Clayton. The
elementary school provides recreation facilities. City parklandsfall within the
greenbelt system. New development will create pressure on existing facilities.
However, new fees are generated by subdivision development. The potential for
recreation opportunities will be improved by new development. A conventional
park isindicated on the Keller plan.

Mitigation Measures

The City will designate neighborhood park sites and will continue to collect fees
for park land development. The City may aso develop activity nodes within its
greenbelt system. Prior to this an overall concept should be developed for the
system.

Schools

a

Potential I mpacts

The Clayton Planning Areais located within the Mt. Diablo Unified School
Didtrict. In addition to Clayton, the District serves Concord, Pleasant Hill,
portions of Martinez, West Pittsburg and Walnut Creek as well as additional
unincorporated areas. Schools that serve children from Clayton are the Mt.
Diablo Elementary School, Pine Hollow Intermediate School and Clayton Valley
High School. Since the Clayton areais experiencing growth, these schools are
subject to overcrowding.

The District as awhole is experiencing adeclinein enroliment. Therefore,
Clayton students from new developments may be shifted to fill other schools that
are less crowded.

For Clayton residents, attendance at an elementary school in Clayton is an
important unifying aspect. Community needs should be evaluated along with
District needs.

Mitigation Measures

Collection of SB 201 funds and possible dedication of land are the most
commonly used mitigation measures at this time; however, it will be important to
monitor other alternatives.
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Library Services

a

Potential Impacts

Thereisno library in Clayton. A bookmobile stops once aweek to provide
library services. New development may stimulate the need for expanded library
facilitiesand services. Itislikely that in the event alibrary was proposed in
Clayton, the facility would receive substantial local support.

Mitigation Measures
Local fund drives and general fund allocations could mitigation the cost of
establishment of alibrary in Clayton.

L aw Enfor cement

a

Potential | mpacts

The City of Clayton has a police force of 8 personsincluding a chief. Expansion
of the community will require enlargement of the force. Any expansion of the
force will be coordinated with the phasing of development.

Mitigation Measures
The cost and benefit of new development shall be evaluated. One criteria shall
bal ance the expansion of general revenues and the need for additional patrolmen.

Fire Protection

a

Potential I mpacts

Clayton is within the Contra Costa County Consolidated Fire Protection District.
Thereis an existing fire station at the intersection of Clayton and Mitchell
Canyon Roads. In event that the Keller Ranch develops, the station isto be
relocated near the area of Main Street and Concord Boulevard. The new station
would serve al of Clayton, and presumably, the old station would be abandoned
for some other use.

Mitigation Measures

The Fire District will obtain land or fees or both from Keller Ranch when

development occurs. Sincethe initial phase of development could not pay for a

station, some funding mechanism would be necessary. Fire District requirements

and recommendations for new development include the following:

1. A water supply system for fire protection shall be installed and maintained
with fire flows equal to or greater than those required by Fire District
standards and guidelines. Determination of actual requirements will depend
upon specific information regarding building size, construction type, spacing
and occupancy. Hydrant spacing shall be in accordance with Fire District
standards and guidelines. (The water supply reservoir capacity is estimated
at 240,000 gallons, depending on maximum fire flow requirements.)
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2. Every building must be accessible to fire apparatus by means of streets or
roads meeting or exceeding Fire District standards and guidelines which
relate to driving surface widths, curve, radii, grades, grade changes, load
support and turnarounds.

3. Access gates and fire roads must be provided for fire apparatus to reach open
space areas at locations specified by the Fire District. The City should
provide perpetual easements for such access as may be required by the Fire
District.

4. A planto be approved by the Fire District for the perpetual control and
abatement of hazardous weeds, grass and brush in all open space areas must
be submitted. Such plans may include disked firebreaks, cattle grazing,
and/or fire resistant planting.

5. Thetravel time and distance demands for responding fire companies cannot
be completely resolved by station establishment or relocations. Accordingly,
Digtrict fire flow delivery capabilities will be limited to less than standard.
To compensate for these limitations, the following additional mitigation shall
be required.

(@  All buildings requiring a minimum fire flow in excess of 1,000 gpm,
or located in an arearequiring a minimum fire flow in excess of 1,000
gpm, shall have afire retardant roof covering as specified by the Fire
District.

(b)  All buildings requiring a minimum fire flow in excess of 1,500 gpm
shall have automatic fire extinguishing systems specified and
approved by the Fire District.

6. Plans showing compliance with the above mitigation measures shall be
submitted to and approved by the Fire District prior to the commencement of
any construction.

7. Firedanger shall be determinant in selection of roof material.

C. Potential I mpacts.
The Contra Costa County Water District provides water to the Clayton arega;
however, District boundaries do not currently include the entire Keller Ranch. At
the present time, water serviceis available in Pressure Zone 4 (elevations below
420 feet), Zone 6 (600 to 760 feet in elevation) and Zone 7(760 to 880 feet).
Storage in Zone 5 (elevations between 420 to 600 feet) in the Clayton area has
reached maximum capacity and reservoir facilities are being constructed. No
serviceis presently available to elevations above 880 feet (Zone 8).
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There are existing Zone 4 water mains along Main Street and Concord Boulevard.
However, the water main line on Main Street is not of sufficient size to meet the
Fire District’s minimum flow requirements for certain commercial uses. In
Pressure Zone 5, a 20 inch water main exists along Marsh Creek Road and a 16
inch main exists along Easley Drive between Marsh Creek Road and Center
Street. Zones 6 and 7 water mains are presently located along Marsh Creek Road.

Build-out of Keller Ranch will require major improvements in existing water
supply facilities. Existing water mains for various pressure zones would require
extension. New pump stations and reservoirs would also have to be provided.
Water mainsin Pressure Zone 4 could be extended to the site and aloop could be
created by connecting Concord Boulevard and Main Street lines via Concord
Boulevard extension and Marsh Creek Road (north). This extension would
probably serve commercia and residential development located north of Center
Street and west of Concord Boulevard. Since Zone 4 linesin Main Street do not
have sufficient water flow to meet fire flow requirements for commercial uses,
augmentation or modification of the Main Street line would be required.
Additional storage in this zone would probably not be required.

In Zones 5, 6, and 7 additional storage would be required. Actual locations are
presently unknown. Reservoirs for these zones could probably be located on the
Keller Ranch. Maximum required elevations for adequate water pressure in Zone
7 would range between 960 and 990 feet. A hydro pneumatic water system would
probably be used to serve residentsin Zone 8; however, service in Zone 8 would
be limited to a maximum elevation of approximately 955 feet. Lotslocated in
Seclusion Valley are proposed above this elevation, and, depending upon whether
areservoir could be located at the required elevation, water service to these lots
may pose significant limitations.

Existing water mainsin Zones 5 and 6 would have adequate capacity to serve the
Keller Ranch, and modification of these mains would not be anticipated. There
would be two separate water systemsin Zones6 and 7. In these zones, the
District would expect to connect the northern portion of the site to existing Zone 5
mains located at or north of Center Street while the southern portion of the site
would be connected to Zone 6 mains located in Marsh Creek Road.

To reach the reservoirs in upper pressure zones, the District would have to pump
the treated water through Pressure Zones 1, 2, and 3. Increased water demand due
to the project would add to the requirement for additional pumpsin the District’s
lower pressure zones. Costs for these improvements would be the District’s
responsibility; however, the District would be compensated for these
improvements by afacilities reserve fee charged to the developers. All other
improvements would be the financial responsibility of the project sponsor. Costs
would also include acquisition of land for any necessary off-site reservoirs.
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Sewer

Mitigation Measures

To provide water serviceto all of Keller Ranch, the project sponsor must apply to
LAFCO for annexation to the Contra Costa Water District. Annexation will have
to be approved by the Water District Board.

The City must work with the Water District in ensuring the design of an efficient
water distribution system to eliminate under-pressured pockets.

The developer shall be required to screen all new reservoirs with landscaping
and/or earthen berms to eliminate their visual impact.

If water service sufficient for fire protection cannot be provided, lots proposed
above 955 feet in elevation should be eliminated or relocated.

Potential Impacts

Sewage generated in the Clayton Planning Areais currently transported viaa
sewage collection system operated by the City of Concord. The present trunk
sewer system within Clayton consists of 12, 15, and 18 inch sewer lines. This
system carries sewage effluent via the Concord Boulevard trunk sewer to waste
water treatment facilities of the Central Contra Costa Sanitary District located in
Pacheco.

The current capacity of the Central Contra Costa Sanitary District’s treatment
plant is 38 million gallons per day (mgd) based on a secondary level of treatment.
The 1980 average dry weather daily flow was close to 35 mgd and it is obvious

that the plant is operating near its authorized discharge capacity (Hall, 1982).
Proposed plant improvements, now in the design stage, will provide additional
treatment capacity of 45 mgd and this work is anticipated to be completed by late
1985. The District cannot guarantee that sewer connections will be available for
any proposed developments until the planned expansion of the treatment plant is
completed.

Based upon intended capacity, buildout development in Clayton will require
increase in capacity of the treatment plant and in the lines through Concord.

The buildout development of Clayton will generate between 891,584 (1821 new
units) and 1,035,136 (2359 additional new units) gallons of sewage per day
assuming 3.2 persons per unit, 95 gallons per capitadaily and 10,000 gallons per
acre for 31.8 acres of commercial development.

A major trunk line must be completed to serve area growth. Developers have
agreed upon funding the construction of atrunk line and their receiving
reimbursement at the time of building permit.
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Demand for sewage treatment by the proposed project would constitute over 2.5

percent of the Central Contra Costa Sanitary District’s present 38 mgd treatment

capacity. The plant is operating at near capacity. Therefore permits may need to
be provided on a discretionary basis until expansion is complete.

b. Mitigation Measures
Infrastructure plans need to be adopted that will identify facilities, method of
initial payment and method of long-term reimbursement.
The City of Concord has a series of hook-up charges that are intended to offset
system improvements.

Solid Waste

a Potential | mpacts
Build-out of the City will increase the generation of solid waste. Solid waste
services are provided by Pleasant Hill Bayshore Disposal Service. Present
dumping is at the Acme Land Fill sitein Martinez. Thisland fill is nearing
capacity. The County is presently studying new disposal site alternatives.

b. Mitigation Measures

Increased use of trash containers and source separation for recycling have been
effective methods used in other jurisdictions. Clayton should support these
efforts. Ultimately new disposal siteswill have to be designated in Contra Costa
County.

Energy Consumption and Conservation

a

Potential I mpacts

Major energy consumption at the time of construction is attributed to grading.
Energy consumption in completed facilities is affected by solar access, orientation
and design. Energy consumption due to transportation is reduced by alternatives
to single-passenger auto use.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures related to construction can be found in Appendices B and G
and mitigation measures related to transportation can be found in the Circulation
Element.

Medical Services

a.

Potential I mpacts

There are two emergency medical clinicsin Clayton located at the Kirker
Corridor and in the Town Center. Area hospitalsinclude John Muir in Walnut
Creek and Mount Diablo in Concord. Growth will increase pressure on the
delivery of medical services, however, market demand will increase availability
of clinics and anticipated population may generate additional State funding.
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Telephone, Cable, Electricity and Natural Gas

a Potential Impacts
Growth will generate demand for utilities. Since the City of Clayton is urbanized,
the extension of private utilities does not appear to pose any limitation.

b. Mitigation Measures
The City is considering establishment of utility corridorsfor utilitiesto limit
conflict and intrusion.
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UNAVOIDABLE SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

The adoption of this Plan did not generate any new unavoidable significant adverse
environmental effects. The plan provides analysis of the existing setting, review of the
potential for vacant land and balance between the many government agencies and local
interests. Any development will affect four conditions: land use, air quality, water
quality and traffic. In each case, the adopted Plan’s effects do not significantly alter
previous plans or approvals. The issues are summarized for the sake of perspective.

1. Land Use
The growth anticipated but not generated by the General Plan will convert
undevel oped areas of the City to some form of development, principally
residential. However, thisis offset by the objectives of the Plan that encourage
in-fill development and restrict development outside of the existing devel oped
area. Therefore, the land use impact created by development is reduced by the
community’ s desire to retain open space and rural character.

2. Air Quality
The growth anticipated but not generated by the General Plan will add air
pollutants. The Plan has several sections which reduce the amount of pollutants
generated to the least amount feasible but, it isimpossible to mitigation the
problem entirely. It isnoted that Clayton’s contribution to increased air
pollutants on aregional scaleisasmall fraction of the overall increase anticipated
by new development.

3. Water Quality
Additional growth will also contribute more water pollutants than exist today to
surface water. These occur from increased refuse and automobile fluids being
washed from City roadways into the local drainage and creek system.

4. Traffic
New development will generate traffic on Clayton streets as well as on major
corridors leading toward employment. It will be necessary to respond to impacts
by developing atransportation model and mitigating problem areas.

ALTERNATIVESTO THE PROPOSED ACTION

The No Project Alternative is considered infeasible because the City isrequired by State
law to adopt a General Plan with seven mandatory elements and a consistent zoning
ordinance. The General Plan does not expand the area of development. It refines
existing policies. An aternativeto thisisnot practical.
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1 Greater Urban Density Alternative
The General Plan proposes aland use pattern that islow density overall. An
alternative would be to increase densities overall to allow extensive urban
development and result in a substantially higher population than intended. While
this alternative would create a much greater opportunity for affordable housing,
new jobs, and commercial business, it would require a significant change to the
existing developed area of the City, to the community’s desireto retain arural
character, and to the analysis and mitigation of impacts.

Because the Clayton Valley is nearly built-out, urban development would require
extensive redevelopment. It would require an expanded circulation system and
changes in development standards. This alternative isrejected becauseit is
infeasible based upon the existing development and economics of today.
Significant redevel opment and displacement would occur at a tremendous social
and economic cost to the community. The Clayton setting is not suited for major
expansion of services and extensive urban development whileit istrying to retain
arural lifestyle. The growth proposed will require substantial design and
environmental mitigation on the project level.

2. Reduced Growth Alternative
The General Plan process was compelled to consider alternatives. From the level
of individual parcelsto policy applications, alternatives were considered by two
different committees, the Planning Commission and the Council. The alternative
land use designations are indicated in Exhibit X-1. The adopted plan provides an
increase above the previous plan but does not reach the level proposed by the
Housing Element committee.

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES
OF MAN'SENVIRONMENT AND THE MAINTENANCE AND
ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

The General Plan combines both short-term planning in zoning implementation measures
and long-term productivity, maintenance, and enhancement of the City’s General Plan.
Therefore, the General Plan is designed to achieve a reasonable balance between what
can be done today and what should be reserved for the future. Particularly, the policies
of the Plan preserve Clayton’s rural character over the urbanization that is continuing to
occur in most Californiacities. The General Plan is a growth management scenario that
emphasizes long-term productivity over short-term gains or uses.
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IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES

The secondary effects of the General Plan include anticipated growth that will commit
undevel oped land to development, nonrenewable energy resources to use, and the City to
adefinite course of action consistent with the Plan. The General Plan seeks a balance
based upon expressed community values between what will be lost and what will be
preserved or enhanced. The Plan will preserve Clayton’srural character even though
some development will occur. The overwhelming majority of the outlying open space
that existstoday will be preserved while open space within the devel oped areas without
adverse slopes will be developed. In this manner, the Plan proposes along-term
community planning scenario that will minimize resource depletion.

GROWTH INDUCING EFFECTS

Any changein the Genera Plan affects growth. The purpose of this effort was to clarify
policies and issues as well asimprove the base of local information. The existing

General Plan would allow atotal of 2,455 units. The General Plan Committee alternative
allowed 3361 units, the Housing Element Advisory Committee proposed 3,899 units, the
adopted Plan identifies a maximum of 3,399 units.

The numbers do not represent awide range. The City is opposed to additional
development to the east of Keller and in this way none of the alternatives represent a stop
toward additional growth. It must be recognized that utilities developed for the Keller
Ranch could be extended further east.
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Impacts and Mitigation Summary



Table ES.2-1

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Oakley 2020 General Plan Draft EIR
Significance after Implementation

e e - Significance after
Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program [ g .
3.1-A | The proposed General Plan Less Than | Land Use Policies #2.1.8; #2.2.5;#2.3.1; #2.4.1; and #2.8.8 Less Than
would physically divide an Significant . . .. Significant
established community. Circulation Policies #3.2.3 and #3.7.5
3.1-B | The proposed General Plan Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.1.1; #2.1.3; #2.1.5; #2.1.9; #2.3.6; and Less Than
may induce growth and an Significant #2.3.11 Significant
increase in the number of
housing units and jobs in the Programs #2.1.C; #2.2.A; and #2.4.A;
Planning Area Circulation Policy #3.7.7
Housing Policies #10.1.1 and #10.3.3
Programs #10.1.A; #10.1.B; and #10.1.E
3.1-C | The proposed General Plan Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.2.3; #2.2.7;#2.2.13; #2.3.1; and #2.4.3 Less Than
may result in land use conflicts | Significant .. Significant
and incompatibility between 8pen Spa(;e & Policies #6.1.2 and #6.1.4
existing and proposed land onservation Program #6.6.A
uses.
Parks & Recreation Policy #7.5.7
Noise Policies #9.1.1 and 9.2.1
3.1-D | The proposed General Plan Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.2.6; #2.3.7;,#2.3.8; #2.3.12; #2.8.1, Less Than
may detract from the strength Significant #2.8.3; #2.8.4; #2.8.5; and #2.8.9 Significant
of Downtown Oakley as a - - - ]
focal point and destination Programs #2.3.A; #2.3.B; #2.5.A; #2.8.B; and #2.8.C
within the City. Economic Development | Programs #5.1.C; #5.1.L; and #5.4.A
Open Space & Policies #6.5.1; #6.5.4; and #6.5.5
Conservation
Parks & Recreation Program #7.4.E
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e e - Significance after
Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program [ g .
3.1.E | The propos.ed General Plan Potentially | All All Less Than
may result in a cumulative Significant Significant
impact on land use and
development, regional
population growth, and
jobs/housing balance.
3.2-A | Development associated with Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.1.5; #2.1.6; #2.1.9; #2.6.6; and #2.6.7 Less Than
the proposed General Plan may | Significant Significant
impact scenic vistas and visual Programs #2.4.B and #2.6.A
natural resources within the Open Space & Policies #6.3.4; #6.3.5; #6.3.7; #6.6.1; #6.6.2; #6.6.3;
Planning Area. Conservation #6.6.4; #6.7.1; and #6.7.2
Programs #6.3.G; #6.3.H; #6.6.B; #6.7.A; and #6.7.B
Parks & Recreation Policies #7.3.5; #7.4.3; #7.4.10; and #7.4.11
Programs #7.4.B and #7.4.C
3.2-B | Development associated with Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.1.3; #2.2.1; #2.2.2; #2.3.2; #2.5.1, #2.5.3; Less Than
the proposed General Plan may | Significant and #2.5.5 Significant
alter the existing visual
character or quality and urban Programs #2.4.B and #2.5.A
design of the Planning Area. Economic Development | Policy #5.3.2
Programs #5.3.B; #5.3.C; and #5.3.E
Open Space & Policies #6.5.1; #6.5.2; #6.5.4; and #6.5.6
C ti
onservation Program #6.5.B
3.2-C | Development of the proposed Potentially | See Impact 3.2.B Less Than
General Plan may change the Significant Significant
City character.
3.3-A | New urban development Potentially | Circulation Policies #3.1.1;#3.1.2; #3.1.7; and #3.1.8 Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant Programs #3.1.A: #3.1.B: and #3.1.C Significant
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Significance after

Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program I

(cont) General Plan may result. in Growth Management Policies #4.1.1 and #4.1.2 (cont)
increased traffic exceeding
Level of Service (LOS)
standards for roadway
segments and signalized
intersections.

3.3-B | New urban development and Potentially | Circulation Policies #3.3.1; #3.3.2; #3.3.3; and #3.7.2 Less Than
intensification of use of Significant ] ] - ] - Significant
developed areas in the Plan Program;#3.l.G,.#3.§.A, #?5;3.C, #3.3.D; #3.3.E;

Area may result in increased #3.3.F; #3.3.G; and #3.7.
needs for transit services not Open Space & Policy #6.2.2
available through existing Conservation
transit services and facilities. Program #6.2.A
Housing Policy #10.1.2
Programs #10.1.G and #10.1.H

3.3-C | New urban development Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.3.6; #2.3.9; #2.8.2; #2.8.3; #2.8.5; and Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant #2.8.9 Significant
General Plan may create ,
additional demand for Program #2.8.D
pedestrian and bicycle Circulation Policies #3.2.1; #3.2.2; #3.2.3; #3.2.4; #3.7.2; and
connections and facilities. #3.73

Programs #3.1.E; #3.1.G; #3.2.A; #3.2.B; #3.2.D;
#3.5.B; #3.7.B; #3.7.D; and #3.7.G
Open Space & Policy #6.2.2
i
Conservation Program #6.2.A
Parks & Recreation Policies #7.3.8; #7.4.10; #7.5.6; #7.5.7; #7.5.10;
#7.5.11; #7.5.12; and #7.6.2

3.3-D | New urban development Potentially | See Impacts 3.3-4, 3.3- Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant | B, and 3.3-C Significant
General Plan nay result in a
cumulative effect on traffic,
transit, or pedestrian and
bicycle facilities.
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e e - Significance after
Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program I

3.4-A | New stationary and mobile Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.1.1; #2.2.5;#2.2.6; #2.2.12; #2.3.3; Less Than
sources of air pollutants caused | Significant #2.3.6;#2.3.11; #2.8.7; #2.8.8; and #2.8.10 Significant
by build-out of the proposed - culati lici
General Plan Land Use Map Circulation Policies #3.7.2 and #3.7.6
may cause emissions of ROG, Programs #3.7.D and #3.7.G
NOX, and PMl().

Open Space and Policies #6.2.1; #6.2.2; #6.2.3; #6.2.4; and #6.2.5
i
Conservation Programs #6.2.A and #6.2.C
Health & Safety Policies #8.3.1; #8.3.2; #8.3.3; #8.3.4; and #8.3.5
Housing Policy #10.1.2
Programs #10.1.G and #10.1.H

3.4-B | Construction activities Potentially | Land Use Policy #2.2.4 Less Than
associated with development Significant Significant
under the proposed General Program #2.2.C
Plan may cause emissions of Circulation Policy #3.7.1
dust or contaminants from
construction equipment Program #3.7.A
exhaust that may substantially Open Space & Policies #6.2.1; #6.2.3; #6.2.4; and #6.2.B
contribute to existing air Conservation
quality violations or expose Program #6.2.C
sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant
concentrations.

3.4-C | The population projections Potentially | See Impacts 3.3-A4, 3.3- Less Than
used in the proposed General Significant | B, 3.3-C, 3.3-4, and 3.4- Significant
Plan may be inconsistent with A
those of the 2000 Clean Air
Plan.

3.4-D | Build-out of proposed General | Less Than | None Required Less Than
Plan may cause increased Significant Significant
localized carbon monoxide
concentrations at congested
intersections.
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e e - Significance after
Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program [ g .

3.4-E | Implementation of the Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.2.3; #2.2.4;#2.2.5; and #2.2.13 Less Than
Proposed General Plan could Significant " lici ] ' Significant
result in placement of sensitive Growth Management Policies #4.7.3; #4.7.4; and #4.7.7
land uses near potential Program #4.7.E
sources of objectionable odors, —
dust, or toxic air contaminants. Open Space & Policies #6.1.2 and #6.2.4

C ti
onsetvation Programs #6.1.C; #6.1.D; and #6.6.A

3.4- F | New stationary and mobile Potentially | See Impact 3.4-A Less Than
sources of air pollutants caused | Significant Significant
by build-out of the proposed
General Plan Land Use Map
may cause emissions of ROG,

NO,, and PM,, that would be
cumulatively considerable.

3.5-A | New growth associated with Potentially | Parks & Recreation Policies — ALL Less Than
the proposed General Plan may | Significant P ALL Significant
put increasing pressure on rograms —
parks and recreational Growth Management Policies #4.3.5; #4.6.9; and #4.10.8
facilities, which may create -
demand for new and expanded Open Space & Policy #6.1.4
recreational facilities and/or Recreation Programs #6.1.B; #6.2.A; and #6.6.B
shortage of park facilities
accessible to all residents.

3.5-B | Growth and development Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.1.5 and #2.7.1 Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant Significant
General Plan may result in the Program #2.6.A
loss of open space that may Growth Management Policies #4.4.6 and #4.7.8
increase pressures to develop —
open space lands. Open Space & Policies #6.1.4; #6.3.1; #6.3.2; #6.6.1; and #6.6.4

C ti
onservation Programs #6.1.B; #6.3.B; #6.6.A; #6.6.B; and #6.6.C
Parks & Recreation Policies #7.1.10; #7.1.11; #7.3.5; #7.3.6; and #7.4.6
Programs #7.1.A and #7.7.B
City of Oakley ES-9 September 13, 2002
General Plan

Draft EIR




Significance after

Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program [ g .
3.5-C | The proposed General Plan Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.2.5; #2.2.13; and #2.6.5 Less Than
may convert prime farmland, Significant ) Significant
unique farmland, or farmland Growth Management Policy #4.9.3
of statewide importance or Program #4.9.E
conflict with existing zoning
for agricultural use or a Open Space & Policies #6.1.1; #6.1.2; #6.1.3; and 6.1.4
. . . t'
Williamson Act contract with Conservation Programs #6.1.B; #6.1.D; #6.1.E; and #6.1.F
the Planning Area.
Parks & Recreation Policy #7.3.6
Housing Policy #10.2.8
Programs #10.3.A and #10.3.B
3.6-A | Growth and development Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.2.9; #2.2.10; #2.2.14; and #2.3.13 Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant ] ] ] ] Significant
General Plan may strain Programs #2.1.C; #2.1.D; #2.1.E; #2.4.C; and #2.8.B
government services and create Circulation Policy #3.6.4
demand for expanded services
and facilities. Programs #3.5.D and #3.7.E
Growth Management Policies #4.1.1; #4.1.2; #4.1.4; #4.2.1; #4.2.2; #4.2.3;
#4.2.4; #4.2.5; #4.2.6;, #4.2.7, #4.2.8; #4.2.9;
#4.2.10; #4.2.11; #4.2.12; #4.3.1; #4.3.2; #4.3.3,
#4.3.4;,#4.3.5,#4.4.2; #4.5.4; #4.6.2; #4.6.3;
#4.6.4; #4.6.5; #4.6.6; #4.6.7; #4.6.8; #4.6.10; and
#4.10.4
Programs #4.2.A; #4.2.B; #4.2.D; #4.3.B; #4.3.D;
#4.4.F; #4.4.G; #4.5.D; #4.6.B; #4.6.F; #4.6.G;
#4.9.A; #4.10.E; and #4.10.F
Open Space & Policy #6.5.B
Conservation
Parks & Recreation Policies #7.1.12;#7.1.19; and #7.2.1
Programs #7.1.A; #7.1.B; #7.1.D; #7.1.G; #7.1.H;
#7.1.1, #7.1.0; #7.3.A; #7.4.A; #7.7.1, and #7.7.]
Housing Programs #10.2.F; #10.2.G; #10.2.H; #10.2.1;
#10.2.T; and #10.5.E
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Significance after

Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program I
3.6-B | Growth and development Potentially | Circulation Program #3.5.F Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant . - ] ] ] ] Significant
General Plan may strain fire Growth Management Pol;;:;ei 6#4.4.1, #4.4.2; #4.4.3; #4.4.4; #4.4.5; and
protection and emergency i
services and create demand for Programs #4.4.C; #4.4.D; #4.4.E; #4.4.F; and #4.4.G
expanded services and —
facilities. Health & Safety Policies #8.4.4 and #8.4.5
Program #8.4.B
3.6-C | Growth and development Potentially | Land Use Policy #2.6.5 Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant . . . Significant
General Plan may strain law Circulation Policy #3.5.1
enforcement and create Programs #3.5.A and #3.5.F
demand for expanded services —
and facilities. Growth Management Policies #4.5.1; #4.5.2; #4.5.3; #4.5.4; and #4.5.5
Programs #4.5.A; #4.5.B; #4.5.C; and #4.5.D
3.6-D | Growth and development Potentially | Land Use Policy #2.2.9 Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant . . Significant
General Plan may strain Circulation Program #3.2.C
schools and create demand for Growth Management Policies #4.3.5; #4.6.1; #4.6.2; #4.6.3; #4.6.4; #4.6.5;
expanded services and #4.6.6; #4.6.7; #4.6.8; #4.6.9; #4.6.10; and #4.6.11
facilities
Programs #4.5.B; #4.6.A; #4.6.B; #4.6.C; #4.6.D;
#4.6.E; #4.6.F; #4.6.G; and #4.7.A
Parks & Recreation Policies #7.1.10; #7.1.17; and #7.6.3
Programs #7.1.L; #7.1.N; #7.2.B; #7.6.A; and #7.7.1
3.6-E | Growth and development Potentially | Growth Management Policies #4.7.1; #4.7.2; #4.7.3; #4.7.4; #4.7.5; #4.7.6; Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant #4.7.7; #4.7.8;, #4.7.9; and #4.7.10 Significant
General Plan may strain solid ] ] ] ] ]
waste and recycling services ProizamsF #4.7.A; #4.7.B; #4.7.C; #4.7.D; #4.7.E; and
and create demand for 7.
expanded services and
facilities
City of Oakley ES-II September 13, 2002
General Plan

Draft EIR




Significance after

Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program [ g .
3.6-F | New urban development Potentially | See Impacts 3.6-A, 3.6- Less Than
associated with the proposed Significant | B, 3.6-C, 3.6-D, and 3.6- Significant
General Plan may result in a E
cumulative effect on public
services
3.7-A | Development in accordance Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.6.2;#2.6.3; and #2.6.4 Less Than
iated with th d Significant Significant
assoclgled Wil Lic propose IBHCAN | G owth Management | Policies #4.10.1; #4.10.2; #4.10.3; #4.10.4; #4.10.5; 1gfitican
General Plan may result in #4.10.6; #4.10.7; #4.10.8; and #4.10.9
changes in absorption rates, 0.0, #4701 #4.10.0, an .
drainage patterns, and the rate Programs #4.10.A; #4.10.B; #4.10.C; #4.10.D;
and amount of surface runoff #4.10.E; #4.10.F; #4.10.G; and #4.10.H
within the Planning Area. This -
could expose people or Open Spage & Policy #6.3.3
property to water related Conservation Program #6.3.G
hazards such as flooding
Parks & Recreation Policy #7.1.10
Program #7.1.L
Health & Safety Policies #8.2.1; #8.2.2; #8.2.3; #8.2.4; #8.2.5; #8.2.6;
#8.2.7; #8.2.8; #8.2.9; #8.2.10; #8.2.11; #8.2.12;
and #8.2.13
Programs #8.2.A; #8.2.B; #8.2.C; #8.2.D; #8.2.E;
#8.2.F; and #8.2.G
3.7-B | New development associated Potentially | Land Use Policy #2.6.5 Less Than
with the proposed General Plan | Significant . . Significant
may increase fire hazard in Circulation Program #3.5.F
areas with flammable brush, Growth Management Policies #4.4.1;#4.4.2; #4.4.3; #4.4.4; #4.4.5; and
grass, or trees #4.4.6
Programs #4.4.A; #4.4.B; #4.4.C; #4.4.D; #44.E; and
#4.4.F
Parks & Recreation Policy #7.5.10
Health & Safety Policies #8.4.1; #8.4.2; #8.4.3; #8.4.4; and #8.4.5
Programs #8.4.A; #8.4.B; and #8.4.C

City of Oakley
General Plan

Draft EIR
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e e - Significance after
Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program [ g .
3.7-C | New development associated Less Than | Circulation Program #3.5.F Less Than
with the proposed General Plan | Significant . Significant
may result in degradations to Growth Management Policy #4.4.4
emergency preparedness that Health & Safety Policies #8.4.1; #8.4.2; #8.4.3; and #8.4.4
may exceed the capabilities of
existing programs Programs #8.4.A and #8.4.C
3.7-D | Development associated with Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.2.3; #2.2.4; #2.2.13; #2.4.1; and #2.4.3 Less Than
the proposed General Plan may | Significant .. ] } Significant
locate new industrial uses that Growth Management Policies #4.4.5; #4.7.7; and #4.7.10
involve hazardous material and Program #4.7.E
wastes close to existing or
proposed sensitive receptors Health & Safety Policies #8.3.1; #8.3.2; #8.3.3; #8.3.4; and #8.3.5
Programs #8.3.A and #8.3.B
3.7-E | Development associated with Potentially | See Impact 3.7-A4, 3.7-B, Less Than
the proposed General Plan in Significant | 3.7-C, and 3.7-D Significant
combination with other growth
in east Contra Costa County
may lead to potential
cumulative impacts to health
and safety
3.8-A | Future development associated | Potentially | Growth Management Policies #4.8.1; #4.8.2; #4.8.3; #4.8.4; #4.8.5; #4.8.6; Less Than
with the proposed General Plan | Significant #4.8.7; #4.8.8; #4.8.9; #4.8.10; #4.8.11; #4.8.12; Significant
may result in additional #4.8.13; and #4.10.2
discharge into surface waters - - ] ]
or other alteration of surface Programs #4.8.A; #4.8.B; #4.8.C; #4.8.D; and #4.9.E
water quality in violation of
Regional Water Quality
Control Board standards or
waste discharge requirements
3.8-B | New development associated Potentially | Growth Management Policies #4.10.2; #4.10.4; #4.10.5; and #4.10.9 Less Than
with the prgposed Gene'ral Plan | Significant Programs #4.10.A: #4.10.B: #4.10.D; #4.10.E: Significant
may result in a substantial 44,10 F- #4.10.G- and #4.10.H
increase of construction-related 0L ER UL and R 0.
erosion and sedimentation into Open Space & Programs #6.3.G and #6.3.H
surface waters Conservation
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e e - Significance after
Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program [ g .
(cont) Health & Safety Policies #8.2.1 and #8.2.9 (cont)
Programs #8.2.A and #8.2.B
3.8-C | New development under the Potentially | Growth Management Policies #4.8.10; #4.8.13; #4.9.1; #4.9.2; #4.9.3; and Less Than
proposed General Plan may Significant #4.9.4 Significant
generate wastewater flows that ] ] ] ]
exceed the collection and Programs #4.9.A; #4.9.B; #4.9.C; #4.9.D; and #4.9.E
treatment capacity of the Parks & Recreation Program #7.1.P
existing wastewater treatment
plant
3.9-A | Approval of projects under the | Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.1.5; #2.6.6; and #2.6.7 Less Than
General Plan may reduce or Significant Significant
destroy the habitat of species Program #2.6.A
identified as sensitive, Growth Management Policy #4.10.6
including species identified as
endangered, candidate, and/or Program #4.10.H
special status by the California Open Space & Policies #6.3.1; #6.3.2; #6.3.3; #6.3.4; #6.3.5; #6.3.6;
Department of Fish and Game Conservation #6.3.7; #6.6.1; #6.6.2; #6.6.3; and #6.6.4
and U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service Programs #6.3.A; #6.3.B; #6.3.E; #6.3.F; #6.3.G;
#6.3.H; and #6.6.C
Parks & Recreation Policies #7.2.7; #7.3.7; #7.3.10; #7.4.6; and #7.4.7
3.9-B | Implementation of the Potentially | See Impact 3.9-A4 Less Than
proposed General Plan may Significant Significant
result in loss of plant and
wildlife habitat within the
Planning Area
3.9-C | Approval of projects under the | Potentially | See Impact 3.9-A Less Than
updated General Plan may Significant Significant
adversely affect movement and
dispersal of wildlife and
wildlife migration corridors

City of Oakley
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Impact

Significance

Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program

Significance after
Implementation

3.9-D

New development under the
General Plan may result in the
introduction and spread of non-
native invasive plant species

Potentially
Significant

See Impact 3.9-A

Less Than
Significant

39-E

Development associated with
the proposed General Plan may
result in a significant loss of
trees

Potentially
Significant

Open Space &
Conservation

Policy #6.3.5

Less Than

Programs #6.3.C and #6.3.D

Significant

3.9-F

Development associated with
the proposed General Plan may
lead to the cumulative
conversion and loss of plant
and animal habitat

Potentially
Significant

See Impact 3.9-A

Less Than
Significant

3.10-

Development associated with
the proposed General Plan may
lead to potential damage or
loss of known historic,
cultural, archaeological, or
paleontological resources

Less than
Significant

No mitigation measures
are required

Less Than
Significant

3.10-

Development associated with
the proposed General Plan
could damage unknown
historic, cultural, prehistoric,
or archaeological resources in
the Planning Area

Potentially
Significant

Land Use

Policies #2.5.1; #2.5.2; #2.5.3; #2.5.4; #2.5.5; #2.8.4;
and #2.8.11

Less Than
Significant

Programs #2.5.A and #2.5.B

Open Space &
Conservation

Policies #6.4.1; #6.5.1; #6.5.2; #6.5.3; #6.5.4; 6.5.5;
and #6.5.6

Programs #6.4.A; #6.5.A; #6.5.B; and #6.5.C

3.10-

Development associated with
the proposed General Plan in
combination with growth
elsewhere in eastern Contra
Costa County and the western
San Joaquin Valley could
result in cumulative loss to
cultural resources

Potentially
Significant

See Impact 3.10-B

Less Than
Significant

City of Oakley
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Impact

Significance

Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program

Significance after
Implementation

3.11-

New development under the
proposed General Plan will
increase the demand for public
water and may exceed
available supply (during
drought years) or distribution

capacity

Potentially
Significant

Growth Management

Policies #4.7.5; #4.8.1; #4.8.2; #4.8.4; #4.8.5; #4.8.6;
#4.8.7, #4.8.8; #4.8.9; #4.8.10; #4.8.11; #4.8.12;
#4.8.13; and 0.2;

Less Than
Significant

Programs #4.8.A; #4.8.B; #4.8.C; #4.8.D; and #4.9.E

Parks & Recreation

Program #7.1.P

3.11-

New development associated
with the proposed General Plan
may result in exceeding utility
service capabilities during
peak periods

Potentially
Significant

Growth Management

Policies #4.7.1 and #4.7.6

Less Than

Open Space &
Conservation

Policy #6.2.1

Significant

Housing

Policy #10.2.7

Programs #10.2.C; #10.2.0; and #10.4.B

3.12-

Development associated with
the proposed General Plan may
place buildings on expansive
soils, thus potentially causing
structural damage or exposing
people or structures to
potential seismic events and
related ground shaking

Potentially
Significant

Health & Safety

Policies #8.1.1; #8.1.2; #8.1.3; #8.1.4; #8.1.5; #8.1.6;
#8.1.7; #8.1.8; #8.1.9; #8.2.13; and #8.4.4

Less Than
Significant

Programs #8.1.A; #8.1.B; #8.1.C; and #8.1.D

3.12-

Development associated with
the proposed General Plan may
locate people and structures in
areas with potential for
liquefaction

Potentially
Significant

See Impact 3.12-A4

Less Than
Significant

3.12-

Redevelopment of sites along
the Delta waterfront may
subject greater population to
liquefaction, tsunami, and
other seismic hazards

Potentially
Significant

See Impact 3.12-A

Less Than
Significant

3.13-
A

New development may
increase traffic volumes along

Potentially
Significant

Circulation

Policy #3.7.1

Less Than

Program #3.7.A

Significant

City of Oakley
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Draft EIR

ES-16

September 13, 2002




Significance after

Impact Significance | Mitigation — Element and Policy/Program [ g .
existing roadways and Growth Management Program #4.3.C
introduce traffic along new
roadways, thereby exposing Noise Policies #9.1.1; #9.1.5; #9.1.6; #9.1.7; and 9.2.1
res.ldents to excessive roadside Program #9.1. A
noise levels
3.13- | The General Plan may Potentially | Circulation Policy #3.7.1 Less Than
B potentially expose existing Significant Significant
noise-sensitive uses to Program #3.7.A
construction-related noise, and Noise Policies #9.1.2 and #9.1.4
excessive levels of ground
borne vibration and noise. Program #9.1.A
Ambient noise levels near
areas of new development may
temporarily increase
3.13- | Implementation of the Potentially | Land Use Policies #2.1.8; #2.2.4; #2.4.1; and #2.4.3 Less Than
C proposed Land Use Map would | Significant Significant
have the potential of locating Program #24.B
noise generating, non-traffic Growth Management Program #4.3.C
sources close to sensitive land
uses Noise Policies #9.1.1; #9.1.2; #9.1.3; #9.1.4; #9.1.7; #9.1.8;
#9.1.9; #9.2.1; and #9.2.2
Program #9.1.A
City of Oakley ES-17 September 13, 2002
General Plan

Draft EIR
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City of Pittsburg General Plan 2020: Draft Environmental Impact Report

Table 1.2-1

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

Impact Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.1 Land Use

4.1-a  New urban development may be Potentially
incompatible with adjacent, ex- significant
isting uses.

4.1-b  Proposed land uses and policies  Less than
under the General Plan may be significant
inconsistent with land use
designations and Urban Limit
Line in the Contra Costa
County General Plan.

2-P-6

2-P-12

2-P-36

2-P-38

2-P-50

2-P-58

5-P-23

5-P-32

2-P-1

During development review, consider project compatibility with existing surround-
ing land uses. Ensure that sensitive uses—such as residences, schools, and parks—
are not subject to hazardous or unhealthy conditions.

Ensure that buffers — including landscaping, berms, parking areas, and storage facili-
ties — are used to separate potentially incompatible activities.

During project review, ensure that all industrial development along public streets
and in areas adjacent to Downtown maintain at least a 25 foot wide landscaped
buffer (using trees and shrubs for screening) along the street.

Encourage the development of office and support uses along street frontages in the
Northeast River subarea to buffer heavy industrial activities.

Ensure that service commercial development along Solari Street provides adequate
buffers (such as landscaping and parking areas along street frontage) to reduce con-
flicts with adjacent residential units.

Ensure that the small business commercial center at the southern end of Railroad
Avenue (at Buchanan Road) is compatible with the scale of surrounding uses.

During development review, ensure that transitional buffer areas—such as land-
scaped berms, parking lots, and storage areas—are placed between new residential
units and the BNSF railroad tracks along the southern edge of the West Tenth
Street Neighborhoods.

Require transitional buffers along the edges of new and redevelopment projects
adjacent to the industrial uses east of Downtown. Such buffers may include a com-
bination of landscaped berms, parking areas, pedestrian walkways, and storage fa-
cilities.

Review the City’s Sphere of Influence (SOI) every 5 years. Ensure necessary an-
nexation and SOI changes through coordination with the County and Local Agency
Formation Commission (LAFCo), according to the 10- and 20-year annexation
goals illustrated in Figure 2-2.

Less than
significant

Less than
significant



City of Pittsburg General Plan 2020: Draft Environmental Impact Report

Table 1.2-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

Significance after

Impact Significance  Mitigation (General Plan Polic e
p grifi g ( Z mitigation
4.1-c  Reuse and intensification may Potentially ~ 2-P-7 In the case of resident and/or business displacement due to redevelopment activi- Less than
result in the loss of existing significant ties, provide tenants / property-owners with fair market values and moving costs. significant
businesses or displacement of
residents.
4.2 Community Character
4.2-a  Patterns of new development Beneficial 2-P-47 Ensure that as Loveridge builds out, adequate street connections are provided to Beneficial
may promote stronger connec- efficiently move traffic through and beyond the area’s regional and business centers
tions between schools, parks (as designated by the City’s traffic LOS standards, see Chapter 7: Transportation).
and crc'eeks, com.merc.lal centers, 2-P-49 Explore the feasibility of direct pedestrian connections across the BNSF Railroad
an.d adjacent residential between Central Addition and Columbia Park Manor neighborhoods.
neighborhoods.

2-P-53 Pursue the extension of the Railroad Avenue linear park along the north side of
State Route 4, providing a pedestrian/bicycle connection from the City’s major
shopping corridor and to the Civic Center and City Park.

2-P-64 Work with Los Medanos College and the City of Antioch to undertake a study
exploring the viability of a street connection between Leland and Buchanan Roads,
along the eastern edge of the College at the border of the two cities.

2-P-66 Ensure that new residential development south of Buchanan provides both street
and pedestrian connections to adjacent residential areas.

2-P-78 During the development of a specific plan for the proposed Railroad Avenue BART
Station area, ensure that pedestrian and transit amenities are provided to connect
West Leland residents with the Station area.

4-pP-27 Ensure that all residential developers provide multi-use trails or trailheads connect-
ing to local schools and parks, commercial centers, and regional open spaces.

4-P-38 Provide incentives to redevelop blighted commercial properties along Railroad
Avenue. Encourage developers to provide pedestrian amenities and focus on con-
nections between the street and surrounding properties. (Railroad Avenue, State
Route 4 to Buchanan Road)

4-P-70 Ensure that all new business commercial employers provide safe and convenient
pedestrian and bicycle connections to adjacent neighborhoods, the proposed BART
Station, Delta De Anza Trail, Railroad Avenue Linear Park, and employment and
activity centers. (Railroad Avenue BART Station Area)



Table 1.2-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

City of Pittsburg General Plan 2020: Draft Environmental Impact Report

Impact

Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.2-b

New development may block
views of hills and major ridge-
lines.

Potentially
significant

4-P-73

4-P-80

5-P-33

5-P-4|

7-P-37

7-P-38

8-P-18

8-P-33

4-P-|

4-p-2

Pursue the development of a linear park along West Leland Road, connecting the
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station Area to San Marco Village. (San Marco Village)

Ensure that new developments provide an integrated pattern of streets and pedes-
trian paths that provide connections between neighborhoods. As part of the City’s
Subdivision Regulations, establish street connectivity requirements.

During redevelopment of the West Tenth Street Neighborhoods, require that the
grid street network and pedestrian connections are maintained.

Improve the pedestrian path along Marina Boulevard, connecting the Downtown
core to the waterfront/marina area. Provide a wide path right-of-way, way-finding
signage, landscaping, interpretive plaques, and street lighting.

Develop a series of continuous pedestrian systems within Downtown and residen-
tial neighborhoods, connecting major activity centers and trails with City and
County open space areas.

Ensure that residential and commercial developments provide pedestrian pathways
between lots for direct routes to commercial centers, schools, and transit facilities.

Encourage new residential development in hillside areas to develop public trails

and/or trailheads providing connections to other regional and local open spaces.

Emphasize the integration of land uses and activities surrounding Los Medanos

Community College. Encourage physical connections between the College and sur-

rounding neighborhoods, commercial areas, and open space resources.

Require ridge setbacks for all new hillside development, including:

a. Building pads located at least 100 feet away from the crest of a major ridgeline
(measured horizontally from the centerline), as designated in Figure 4-3; and

b. Structural elements of buildings, including rooflines and taller ancillary ele-
ments, located at least 100 ft below the crest of a major ridgeline, as desig-
nated in Figure 4-3.

As part of the development review process, require design review of proposed

hillside development. Ensure that:

a. Hillside development is clustered in small valleys and behind minor ridgelines,
to preserve more prominent views of the southern hills; and

b. Hillside streets are designed to allow open views by limiting the building of

Less than
significant



Table 1.2-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR
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Impact

Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.2-c

New development may alter the
visual character of the hillsides.

Significant

4-P-9

4-P-15

4-P-17

4-P-18

4-P-20

4-P-25

4-P-9

4-P-11

4-P-14

4-P-15

structures or planting of tall trees along the southern edge or terminus of
streets.

Ensure that new hillside development preserves unique natural features by mapping
all natural features as part of development applications, including landforms, mature
tree stands, rock outcroppings, creekways, and ridgelines. During development and
design review, ensure that site layout is sensitive to such mapped features.

Minimize the visual prominence of hillside development by taking advantage of ex-
isting site features for screening, such as tree clusters, depressions in topography,
setback hillside plateau areas, and other natural features.

Encourage clustering of Hillside Low-Density units in the southern hills, with result-
ing pockets of open space adjacent to major ridgelines and hillside slopes. Allow
density bonuses of 10 percent (maximum) for preservation of 40 percent or more
of a project’s site area as open space.

Allow flexible (for example, staggered) front and side building setbacks (including
zero-lot-line and attached conditions) within clustered hillside residential areas if
this allowance will protect an existing slope.

As part of the City’s Hillside Development Standards, encourage architectural de-
sign that reflects the undulating forms of the hillside setting, such as “breaking”
buildings and rooflines into several smaller components (see Figure 4-6).

Encourage developers to align and construct streets along natural grades. Minimize
visibility of streets from other areas within the City (see Figure 4-7).

Ensure that new hillside development preserves unique natural features by mapping
all natural features as part of development applications, including landforms, mature
tree stands, rock outcroppings, creekways, and ridgelines. During development and
design review, ensure that site layout is sensitive to such mapped features.

Avoid grading of slopes that are greater than 30 percent. During review of devel-
opment plans, ensure that necessary grading respects significant natural features
and visually blends with adjacent properties.

Preserve natural creekways and drainage courses as close as possible to their natu-
ral location and appearance.

Minimize the visual prominence of hillside development by taking advantage of ex-
isting site features for screening, such as tree clusters, depressions in topography,

-9

Less than
significant



Table 1.2-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR
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Impact

Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.2-d

The General Plan may result in
increased public access to the
Suisun Bay waterfront from
Downtown Commercial Core
and local trails/linear parks.

Beneficial

4-P-17

4-P-20

4-P21

4-P-22

4-P-25

5-P-18

5-P-25

5-P-39

5-P-40

5-P-4|

5-P-48

setback hillside plateau areas, and other natural features.

Encourage clustering of Hillside Low-Density units in the southern hills, with result-
ing pockets of open space adjacent to major ridgelines and hillside slopes. Allow
density bonuses of 10 percent (maximum) for preservation of 40 percent or more
of a project’s site area as open space.

As part of the City’s Hillside Development Standards, encourage architectural de-
sign that reflects the undulating forms of the hillside setting, such as “breaking”
buildings and rooflines into several smaller components (see Figure 4-6).

Building forms should be “stepped” to conform to site topography. Encourage use
of rooftop terraces and decks atop lower stories.

During development review, ensure that residential rooflines are oriented in the
same direction as the natural hillside slope and generally no more than 20 percent
steeper than the natural slope contour.

Encourage developers to align and construct streets along natural grades. Minimize
visibility of streets from other areas within the City (see Figure 4-7).

Pursue the dedication of public open space during the redevelopment of infill sites
within the Downtown, particularly adjacent to the waterfront area.

Continue streetscape beautification efforts within the Downtown, focusing on im-
proving the visual connection between the Commercial Core and the waterfront.

Pursue acquisition of the Railroad Avenue terminus by transferring existing private
recreation facilities due west of the adjacent Medium Density Residential neighbor-
hood. Redesign the public plaza to ensure that both visual and physical access from
Downtown is achieved.

Encourage design of the Harbor Street terminus to provide an unobstructed view
of New York Slough and a 30-ft wide promenade to the waterfront. This linear
park/promenade should function as a public square, with buildings oriented toward
it and pedestrian amenities leading from East Third Street to the shoreline.

Improve the pedestrian path along Marina Boulevard, connecting the Downtown
core to the waterfront/marina area. Provide a wide path right-of-way, way-finding
signage, landscaping, interpretive plaques, and street lighting.

Develop a bikeway along the Downtown waterfront from Central Harbor Park to
the proposed Marine Commercial Center, adjacent to the proposed Marina Boule-

I-10
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Table 1.2-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

Significance after

Impact Significance ~ Mitigation (General Plan Policy) mitigation

vard pedestrian path.

4.2-e  Increased residential densities Less than 5-P-2 Emphasize Downtown as Pittsburg’s historic center, providing an identity and a Less than
and mixed-use development significant sense of place for the entire city by establishing a focused revitalization strategy significant
may be incongruous with exist- that integrates the initiatives of the Economic Development Strategy.

ing Downtown character. 5-P-26 Encourage the repetition of key historical architectural features—such as windows
and displays, cornice details, and roofline/pitch elements—in the redevelopment of
commercial structures in Downtown.

5-P-28 Ensure that new construction and remodeling throughout Downtown (including
the New York Landing Historical District) are reviewed for design compatibility by
the Planning Commission and Historical Resources Commission.

5-P-33 During redevelopment of the West Tenth Street Neighborhoods, require that the
grid street network and pedestrian connections be maintained.

5-P-35 Retain existing pedestrian-scale lampposts and amenities along sidewalks within
Downtown.

5-P-38 Encourage developers to orient exterior design elements of Commercial Core
structures toward pedestrians (for example: large display windows on street front-
age; weather coverings over entryways), and extend the historical flavor of archi-
tectural features within the New York Landing Historical District to the intersec-
tion of Railroad Avenue and Tenth Street.

4.3 Transportation

4.3-a  New urban development may Significant  7-G-1 Adopt local intersection service level standards that conform to CCTA’s Growth  Significant
result in increased traffic ex- Management requirements for Routes of Regional Significance at signalized inter-
ceeding Level of Service (LOS) sections. Define intersections within Pittsburg city limits as being located in rural,
standards for roadway segments semi-rural, suburban, urban, or central business district areas, as designated in Fig-
and signalized intersections. ure 7-2.

e Rural—LOS low C (volume to capacity ratio 0.70 to 0.74)
e  Semi-Rural—LOS high C (volume to capacity ratio 0.75 to 0.79)
e Suburban—LOS low D (volume to capacity ratio 0.80 to 0.84)
e Urban—LOS high D (volume to capacity ratio 0.85 to 0.89)
e Downtown—LOS high D (volume to capacity ratio 0.85 to 0.89)
7-P-6 Design roadway improvements and evaluate development proposals based on LOS
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Impact

Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.3-b

New urban development and
intensification of existing areas
may result in increased needs
for transit services not available
through existing transit services
and facilities.

Potentially
significant

7-P-7

7-P-8

7-P-11

7-P-12

7-P-14

7-P-15

7-P-16

7-P-17

7-P-26

7-P-27

7-P-28

standards prescribed in Policy 7-G-1.

Implement Transportation Element improvements prior to deterioration in levels
of service below those prescribed in Policy 7-G-1.

Improve intersections as needed to maintain safety on major roadways and traffic
levels of service, as described in Policy 7-G-1.

Maximize the carrying capacity of arterial roadways by controlling the number of
intersections and driveways, minimizing residential access, implementing Transpor-
tation Systems Management (TSM) measures, and requiring sufficient on-site park-
ing to meet the needs of each project (see also Table 7-1).

Continue to collect fees, plan and design for the future construction of Buchanan
Bypass following a feasibility and environmental impact study to determine the pre-
cise alignment, costs, mitigation measures, and impacts on adjacent uses.

Increase access to alternative north-south routes providing connection to State
Route 4, other than Railroad Avenue.

Support Caltrans’ planned improvements to the Railroad Avenue and Loveridge
Road interchanges in conjunction with State Route 4 widening projects. Work with
Federal, State and regional authorities to ensure timely completion of these pro-
jects needed to adequately serve local circulation needs.

Continue to collect fees for the extension of West Leland Road to Willow Pass
Road. Require new development adjacent to the extension to dedicate right-of-way
and construct or fund new intersections and frontage improvements.

Pursue the design and construction of an interchange/overpass at State Route 4 and
Range Road. Work with Caltrans to design an interchange facility that will accom-
modate future traffic demands.

Require mitigation for development proposals which increase transit demand above
the service levels provided by public transit operators and agencies.

Support the expansion of the existing transit service area and an increase in the
service levels of existing transit. Support increased Tri-Delta and County Connec-
tion express bus service to the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station to reduce traffic
demand on State Route 4.

Encourage the extension of BART to Railroad Avenue within the median of State
Route 4. Cooperate with BART and regional agencies to develop station area plans

I1-12
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Table 1.2-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

Significance after

Impact Significance  Mitigation (General Plan Polic e
p grifi g ( Z mitigation
and transit-oriented development patterns.
7-P-29 Preserve options for future transit use when designing improvements for roadways.
Ensure that developers provide bus turnouts and/or shelters, where appropriate, as
part of projects.
7-P-30 Work with Tri-Delta and planning area residents to plan for local bus routes that
more effectively serve potential riders within local neighborhoods.
4.3-c  New urban development may Potentially ~ 7-P-32 Require mitigation for development proposals which result in potential conflicts, or  Less than
create additional demand for significant fail to provide adequate access, for pedestrians and bicycles. significant

pedestrian and bicycle connec- 7-P-33

g ol As part of development approval, ensure that safe and contiguous routes for pe-
tions and facilities.

destrians and bicyclists are provided within new development projects.

7-P-37 Develop a series of continuous pedestrian systems within Downtown and residen-
tial neighborhoods, connecting major activity centers and trails with City and
County open space areas.

7-P-39 Ensure provision of sufficiently wide sidewalks and pedestrian paths in all new resi-
dential development. Ensure the provision of multi-use trails or trailheads within
new hillside developments, preferably connecting to the regional trail network.

7-P-4| Modify the City’s Engineering Design Standards to require installation of median
refuges at heavily used pedestrian crossings (minimum six feet wide) on arterial
streets with four or more travel lanes, where roadway width allows.

7-P-42 Provide adequate roadway width dedications for bicycle lanes, paths, and routes as
designated in Figure 7-4.

7-P-46 Develop a multi-use bicycle path (approx. 2.5 miles) along the abandoned railroad
tracks north of Willow Pass Road, providing linkage between Downtown and the
Stake Point/Marina area.

7-P-48 Pursue construction of a bicycle path connecting Railroad Avenue to North Park-
side Drive through City Park. Include appropriate signage and storage facilities.

7-P-50 Consider redesigning the Railroad Avenue linear park to accommodate bicycles.
Ensure that future greenways throughout the City—such as the proposed West
Leland Road linear park—contain multi-use paths.

4.4 Air Quality
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Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

Significance after

Impact Significance ~ Mitigation (General Plan Policy) mitigation

44-a  Development under the General Potentially ~ 7-G-17  Encourage major employers to develop and implement transportation demand Significant &
Plan may lead to increased emis- significant management (TDM) programs to reduce peak-period trip generation. unavoidable
sions of carbon monoxide, i 7-P-51 Encourage major employers (for example: USS-POSCO, DOW Chemical, City of
ozone precursors, and pgrtlcu- Pittsburg) to adopt TDM programs that would reduce peak-period trip generation
late matter, and degradation of by 15 percent or more.
local air quality.

7-P-52 Favor TDM programs that limit vehicle use over those that extend the commute
hour.

7-P-53 During review of development plans, encourage major employers to establish des-
ignated carpool parking areas in preferable on-site locations (for example, under
parking shelters or closest to main entryways).

9-P-25 Cooperate with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) to
achieve emissions reductions for ozone and it’s precursor, PM-10, by implementa-
tion of air pollution control measures as required by State and Federal statutes.

9-P-29 Minimize emissions and air pollution from City operations by using alternative-fuel
vehicles, as feasible.

44-b  The General Plan may be incon-  Significant ~ 7-P-23 Develop procedures and guidelines to mitigate neighborhood traffic impacts in ar- Significant &
sistent with the 1997 Clean Air eas where traffic speeds or volumes exceed posted speed limits or standards estab-  unavoidable
Plan. lished above.

7-P-29 Preserve options for future transit use when designing improvements for roadways.
Ensure that developers provide bus turnouts and/or shelters, where appropriate, as
part of projects.

7-P-31 Work with Tri-Delta and County Connection to schedule signal timing for arterials
with heavy bus traffic, where air quality benefits can be demonstrated.

7-P-33 As part of development approval, ensure that safe and contiguous routes for pe-
destrians and bicyclists are provided within new development projects.

7-P-36 Designate a Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Manager for the City of Pittsburg.

7-P-37 Develop a series of continuous pedestrian systems within Downtown and residen-
tial neighborhoods, connecting major activity centers and trails with City and
County open space areas.

7-P-39 Ensure provision of sufficiently wide sidewalks and pedestrian paths in all new resi-

dential development. Ensure the provision of multi-use trails or trailheads within
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Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

Significance after

Impact Significance ~ Mitigation (General Plan Policy) mitigation
new hillside developments, preferably connecting to the regional trail network.

7-P-42 Provide adequate roadway width dedications for bicycle lanes, paths, and routes as
designated in Figure 7-4.

7-P-43 Develop a city-wide Bicycle Master Plan by year 2005. Cooperate with the Contra
Costa County RTPC in implementing construction of bicycle facilities within the
Bicycle Action Plan.

7-P-44 During review of development projects, encourage bike storage and other alterna-
tive transportation facilities at employment sites, public facilities, and multi-family
residential complexes.

7-P-51 Encourage major employers (for example: USS-POSCO, DOW Chemical, City of
Pittsburg) to adopt TDM programs that would reduce peak-period trip generation
by 15 percent or more.

7-P-54 Allow the reduction of transportation impact fees on new non-residential devel-
opment commensurate with provision of TDM measures.

44-c  Construction, grading, and exca-  Potentially =~ 9-P-27 Adopt the standard construction dust abatement measures drafted by Bay Area Air  Less than
vation associated with new de- significant Quality Management District (BAAQMD). significant
velopment and reuse may gen- 10-P-5 Ensure the installation of fencing around construction sites to reduce wind velocity
erate dust and other air particu- and soil transport at the sites.
lates.

4.5 Parks, Open Space & Agricultural Resources

4.5-a  Future development may create  Potentially ~ 8-P-1 Maintain a neighborhood and community park standard of 5 acres of public park- Less than
a shortage of neighborhood significant land per 1,000 residents. significant
par!< facilities accessible to all 8-P-2 Pursue the development of park and recreation facilities within one-half mile of all
residents. homes.

8-P-3 Develop public parks and recreational facilities that are equitably distributed
throughout the urbanized area, and provide neighborhood recreation facilities in
existing neighborhoods where such facilities are presently lacking.

8-P-5 Maintain park and recreation facility standards for new development to serve both
residents and employees, attainable through dedication of parkland or payment of
in-lieu fees.

8-P-10 Encourage dedication of fully developed parks rather than in-lieu fees. When in-lieu
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Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

Impact Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.5-b  New residential development in  Potentially
the southern hillsides may re- significant
duce visual and passive recrea-
tional access to surrounding
open space areas.

8-P-11

8-P-12

4-P-15

4-P-17

4-P27

8-P-15

8-P-17

fees are collected, ensure that they are spent acquiring and developing new park
sites within a reasonable amount of time.

Ensure that all parks acquired through dedication are at least 2 acres in size within
new residential developments (target 5 acres). Accept smaller visual open space
areas in new commercial and industrial development for parkland dedications.
Limit parkland dedications to flat, usable parcels within new residential neighbor-
hoods. Ensure that such park sites provide open, grassy areas for informal recrea-
tional play (such as football or soccer).

Minimize the visual prominence of hillside development by taking advantage of ex-
isting site features for screening, such as tree clusters, depressions in topography,
setback hillside plateau areas, and other natural features.

Encourage clustering of Hillside Low-Density units in the southern hills, with result-
ing pockets of open space adjacent to major ridgelines and hillside slopes. Allow
density bonuses of 10 percent (maximum) for preservation of 40 percent or more
of a project’s site area as open space.

Ensure that all residential developers provide multi-use trails or trailheads connect-
ing to local schools and parks, commercial centers, and regional open spaces.

Cooperate with regional agencies to develop a “Bay to Black Diamond” trail
through the City, providing a diversity of passive recreational opportunities and
unique vistas.

Pursue the development and extension of local and regional trails throughout the

Planning Area by utilizing available public utility rights-of-ways including:

e  Kirker Creek. The Kirker Creek easement could be developed as a creekside
trail, connecting other trails and open spaces throughout the City with the
hiking trails in the Black Diamond Mines Regional Preserve.

e Contra Costa Canal. The Contra Costa Canal provides a meandering right-of-
way throughout the southern portion of Pittsburg. A trail along this right-of-
way could link several neighborhoods with the Railroad Avenue commercial
corridor.

e  PG&E Utility ROW. PG&E holds a right-of-way for the power/utility lines that

run north-south from the southern hills to the power plant on the waterfront,
an ideal corridor for public access.
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Summary of Impacts and Mitigation, Pittsburg General Plan Draft EIR

Significance after

Impact Significance ~ Mitigation (General Plan Policy) mitigation
8-P-18 Encourage new residential development in hillside areas to develop public trails
and/or trailheads providing connections to other regional and local open spaces.

4.5-c  Expansion of residential devel- Less than 8-P-19 Preserve land under Williamson Act contract in agriculture, consistent with State Less than
opment into the southern hills significant law, until urban services are available and expansion of development would occur in  significant
may result in loss of prime farm- an orderly and contiguous fashion.
land, or farmland of statewide 9-P-5 Work with Contra Costa County, the East Bay Regional Park District, and the City
or local importance. of Antioch, to expand the regional open-space system in the southern hills to pre-

serve California annual grasslands habitat.

9-P-7 During the design of hillside residential projects, encourage clustering of housing to
preserve large, unbroken blocks of open space, particularly within sensitive habitat
areas. Encourage the provision of wildlife corridors to ensure the integrity of habi-
tat linkages.

4.6 Public Schools

4.6-a  New residential development in  Potentially =~ 8-P-29 Work with Mount Diablo Unified School District to ensure that the timing of Less than
the Planning Area may generate  significant school construction and/or expansion is coordinated with phasing of new residen- significant
additional student enrollment tial development.
that would need to b? accom- 8-P-31 As part of development review for large residential subdivisions (greater than 100
modated by P"Iou'nt Diablo Uni- units), evaluate the need for new school sites. If needed, encourage subdivision
fied School District. design to accommodate school facilities and cooperate with the school districts in

acquisition of those sites.

4.6-b  New development may generate Potentially =~ 2-P-98 Support efforts by Mount Diablo Unified School District to establish a public high Less than
additional high school student significant school in Bay Point. significant
enr.ollment beyond current ca- 8-P-30 Designate adequate land area within MDUSD boundaries for the construction of a
pacity. new high school facility.

4.7 Fire Safety & Emergency

4.7-a  New development in the hill- Potentially ~ 2-P-24 Ensure that new hillside development utilizes fire-resistant building materials, per Less than
sides may be exposed to the significant the Uniform Building Code. Require that all residential units adjacent to open significant
risk of wildland and urban- slopes maintain a 30-ft setback with fire-resistant landscaping.
interface fire hazards. 2-P-25 Minimize single-access residential neighborhoods in the hills; maximize access for

fire and emergency response personnel.
I1-P-5 Work with Contra Costa Water District in planning the development of new pres-
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Significance after

Impact Significance  Mitigation (General Plan Polic e
p grifi g ( Z mitigation

sure zones as needed to ensure adequate fire flows in hillside areas.

I1-P-22  Amend the subdivision regulations to include a requirement for detailed fire pre-
vention and control, including community firebreaks, for projects in high and ex-
treme hazard areas.

I1-P-23  Review and amend ordinances that regulate development in potentially hazardous
locations to require adequate protection, such as fire-resistant roofing, building
materials, and landscaping.

[1-P-24  Cooperate with Contra Costa County Fire Protection District (CCCFPD) to en-
sure that all new development is constructed within the |.5-mile response radii
from a fire station.

4.7-b  Some new development in the Potentially ~ 2-P-25 Minimize single-access residential neighborhoods in the hills; maximize access for Less than
southern hills may not be acces- significant fire and emergency response personnel. significant
sible tfy fire personneI.W|th|n I1-P-24  Cooperate with Contra Costa County Fire Protection District (CCCFPD) to en-
established response times. sure that all new development is constructed within the |.5-mile response radii

from a fire station.
[1-P-26  Cooperate with CCCFPD in obtaining a site for a new fire station (or replacement
for Station 86) south of State Route 4 and west of Bailey Road.

4.8 Water, Wastewater & Solid Waste

4.8-a  New development may increase  Potentially [1-P-2 Implement, as needed, replacements and/or expansions to the existing system of Less than
demand for water, which may significant water mains through the City’s Capital Improvement Program. significant
excged the City’s existing d!sFrl- I1-P-4 Work with CCWD to develop a program ensuring adequate provision of raw wa-
bution and treatment capacities. ter supplies during potential emergency water demands.

[1-P-8 Develop and implement a Recycled Water Ordinance, requiring the installation and
use of recycled water supplies from the new DDSD Reclamation Plant.

4.8-b  New development may generate Potentially I1-P-9 Work with Delta Diablo Sanitation District (DDSD) in planning the expansion of Less than
wastewater flows that exceed significant the wastewater treatment plant. significant
c.oIIectpn and treatment cc;?!)au- [1-P-10  Pursue replacement and/or expansion of the City’s trunk sewer system, as demand
t'ej gg!sagle through the City increases, particularly in newer portions of the system south of State Route 4.
an .

[1-P-13  Work with Delta Diablo Sanitation District (DDSD) to promote the use of recy-

cled water for irrigation of large planted areas, such as business/industrial campus
projects, City parks, and street medians.
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Impact

Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

48-c  New development may generate
additional solid waste, as well as
demand for recycling and com-
posting services, that may ex-
ceed existing disposal capacities.

Potentially
significant

I1-P-18

[1-P-19
[1-P-21

Work with Pittsburg Disposal Services to increase participation in curbside recy-
cling programs for residential neighborhoods.

Promote the importance of recycling industrial and construction wastes.

Encourage builders to incorporate interior and exterior storage areas for recycla-
bles into new or remodeled residential, commercial, and industrial structures.

Less than
significant

4.9 Biological Resources

49-a  Expansion of urban land uses
under the General Plan may
result in loss of sensitive habitat
areas.

Potentially
significant

9-P-1

9-P-2

9-P-5

9-P-7

9-P-9

9-P-11

Cooperate with State and federal agencies to ensure that development does not
substantially affect special status species, as listed in Table 9-1. Conduct assess-
ments of biological resources prior to approval of development within 300 feet of
creekways, wetlands, or habitat areas of identified special status species, as de-
picted in Figure 9-1.

Establish an on-going program to remove and prevent the re-establishment of inva-
sive species and restore native species as part of development approvals on sites
that include ecologically sensitive habitat.

Work with Contra Costa County, the East Bay Regional Park District, and the City
of Antioch, to expand the regional open-space system in the southern hills to pre-
serve California annual grasslands habitat.

During the design of hillside residential projects, encourage clustering of housing to
preserve large, unbroken blocks of open space, particularly within sensitive habitat
areas. Encourage the provision of wildlife corridors to ensure the integrity of habi-
tat linkages.

Establish creek protection areas along riparian corridors, extending a minimum of
50 feet laterally from the tops of streambanks. Setback buffers for habitat areas of
identified special status species and wetlands may be expanded to |50 feet, as
needed to preserve ecological resources. No development should occur within
these buffer areas, except as part of greenway enhancement (for example, trails
and bikeways).

Ensure that special-status species and sensitive habitat areas are preserved during
redevelopment and intensification of industrial properties along the Suisun Bay wa-
terfront. Limit dredging and filling of wetlands and marshlands, particularly adjacent
to Browns Island Preserve.
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Significance after

Impact Significance  Mitigation (General Plan Polic e
p grifi g ( Z mitigation

49-b  Redevelopment and expansion Potentially ~ 9-P-1 Cooperate with State and federal agencies to ensure that development does not Less than
of marine commercial and indus-  significant substantially affect special status species, as listed in Table 9-1. Conduct assess- significant
trial uses along the Suisun ments of biological resources prior to approval of development within 300 feet of
Bay/Delta shoreline may result creekways, wetlands, or habitat areas of identified special status species, as de-
in degradation of wetlands habi- picted in Figure 9-1.
tat. 9-P-10 Protect and restore threatened natural resources, such as estuaries, tidal zones,

marine life, wetlands, and waterfowl habitat.

9-P-11 Ensure that special-status species and sensitive habitat areas are preserved during
redevelopment and intensification of industrial properties along the Suisun Bay wa-
terfront. Limit dredging and filling of wetlands and marshlands, particularly adjacent
to Browns Island Preserve.

9-P-12 Work with industrial property-owners along the waterfront to improve urban run-
off and water quality levels within Suisun Bay wetlands.

4.9-c New development may result in  Potentially ~ 9-P-2 Establish an on-going program to remove and prevent the re-establishment of inva-  Less than
the introduction and spread of significant sive species and restore native species as part of development approvals on sites significant
non-native invasive plant species. that include ecologically sensitive habitat.

9-P-3 Participate in the development of a regional Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) for
preservation of native species throughout Contra Costa County.

9-P-8 As a condition of approval of new development, ensure revegetation of cut-and-fill
slopes with native plant species.

4.10 Historical & Cultural Resources

4.10-a  Redevelopment within Down- Potentially ~ 5-P-26 Encourage the repetition of key historical architectural features—such as windows  Less than
town may adversely affect significant and displays, cornice details, and roofline/pitch elements—in the redevelopment of significant
identified historic resources commercial structures in Downtown.

W|th|n| lEl).ew .York Landing His- 5-P-27 Continue the preservation, rehabilitation, and reuse of historically significant struc-
torical District. tures within the Downtown (as designated in Figure 5-8).

5-P-28 Ensure that new construction and remodeling throughout Downtown (including
the New York Landing Historical District) are reviewed for design compatibility by
the Planning Commission and Historical Resources Commission.

9-P-31 Encourage the preservation of varied architectural styles that reflect the cultural,

industrial, social, economic, political and architectural phases of the City’s history.
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Impact Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.10-b

Excavation and construction Potentially
associated with future develop-  significant
ment in the City may disrupt an

unidentified prehistoric or ar-

cheological site

9-P-32

9-P-34

9-P-36

9-P-37

9-P-38

Expand the role of the City’s Historical Resources Commission, currently respon-
sible for only the New York Landing Historical District, to include all historical
resources. The Commission should be responsible for designating historical re-
sources, working with the Planning Commission on reviewing development pro-
posals for historical sites, and acting as the community’s liaison on these issues.

Redefine the New York Landing Historical District to designate and preserve his-
torical structures not currently located within the district boundaries.

Ensure the protection of known archaeological resources in the city by acquiring a
records review for any development proposed in areas of known resources. If such
resources are found, limit urban development in the vicinity or account for the
resources.

In accordance with State law, ensure the preparation of a resource mitigation plan
and monitoring program by a qualified archaeologist in the event that archaeologi-
cal resources are uncovered.

If archeological resources are found during ground-breaking for new urban devel-
opment, halt construction immediately and conduct an archeological investigation
to collect all valuable remnants.

Less than
significant

4.11

Hazardous Materials

4.11-a

Land use distribution may result  Potentially
in location of additional indus- significant
trial and other facilities with

potential for generating hazard-

ous wastes or spills.

5-P-32

10-P-31

10-P-32

10-P-33

Require transitional buffers along the edges of new and redevelopment projects
adjacent to the industrial uses east of Downtown. Such buffers may include a com-
bination of landscaped berms, parking areas, pedestrian walkways, and storage fa-
cilities.

Cooperate with other public agencies in the formation of a hazardous-materials
team, consisting of specially-trained personnel from all East County public safety
agencies, to address the reduction, safe transport, and clean-up of hazardous mate-
rials.

Designate and map brownfield sites to educate future landowners about contami-
nation from previous uses. Work directly with willing landowners in the clean-up of
brownfield sites, particularly in areas with redevelopment potential.

Prevent the spread of hazardous leaks and spills from industrial facilities to residen-
tial neighborhoods and community focal points, such as Downtown.
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Impact Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.11-b

Expansion of urban land uses
and regional roadways may in-
crease exposure to hazardous
materials, wastes, and potential
spill incidents during transport.

Potentially
significant

10-P-31

10-P-34

Cooperate with other public agencies in the formation of a hazardous-materials
team, consisting of specially-trained personnel from all East County public safety
agencies, to address the reduction, safe transport, and clean-up of hazardous mate-
rials.

Identify appropriate regional and local routes for transport of hazardous materials
and wastes. Ensure that fire and emergency personnel are easily accessible for re-
sponse to spill incidences on such routes.

Less than
significant

4.12

Geology, Soils & Seismic Hazards

4.12-a

New development in the Plan-
ning Area may expose residents
to landslide, soil slump, and
other geologic hazards.

Potentially
significant

[0-P-1

[0-P-2

[0-P-3

10-P-8

10-P-9

Ensure preparation of a soils report by a City-approved engineer or geologist in
areas identified as having geological hazards in Figure 10-1, as part of development
review.

Limit future development from occurring on slopes greater then 30% (as desig-

nated in Figure 10-1).

Regulate the grading and development of hillside areas for new urban land uses.

Ensure that such new uses are constructed to reduce erosion and landsliding haz-

ards:

e Limit cut slopes to 3:1, except where an engineering geologist can establish
that a steeper slope would perform satisfactorily over the long term.

e Encourage use of retaining walls or rock-filled crib walls as an alternative to
high cut slopes.

e  Ensure revegetation of cut-and-fill slopes to control erosion.

e  Ensure blending of cut-and-fill slopes within existing contours, and provision of

horizontal variation, in order to mitigate the artificial appearance of engineered
slopes.
During development review, ensure that new development on unstable slopes (as
designated in Figure 10-1) is designed to avoid potential soil creep and debris flow
hazards. Avoid concentrating runoff within swales and gullies, particularly where
cut-and-fill has occurred.

Ensure geotechnical studies prior to development approval in geologic hazard ar-
eas, as shown in Figure 10-1. Contract comprehensive geologic and engineering
studies of critical structures regardless of location.
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Impact

Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.12-b

4.12-c

Redevelopment of sites along
the Suisun Bay waterfront may
subject greater population to
liquefaction, tsunami, and other
seismic hazards.

Development on new and infill
sites may subject greater popu-
lation to ground shaking and
other seismic hazards.

Potentially
significant

Potentially
significant

10-P-11

10-P-13

10-P-14

[0-P-1

10-P-9

10-P-13

10-P-17

10-P-9

[0-P-15

10-P-16

Form geological hazard abatement districts (GHADs) prior to development ap-
proval in unstable hillside areas (as designated in Figure 10-1) to ensure that geo-
technical mitigation measures are maintained over the long-term, and that financial
risks are equitably shared among owners and not borne by the City.

During rehabilitation and redevelopment of industrial properties along the Suisun
Bay waterfront, ensure that geotechnical mitigation measures are used to prevent
collapse of structures in the event that liquefaction occurs.

Review and amend City ordinances, including the Building Code, that regulate de-
velopment in potentially hazardous locations to ensure adequate protection from
geologic hazards.

Ensure preparation of a soils report by a City-approved engineer or geologist in
areas identified as having geological hazards in Figure 10-1, as part of development
review.

Ensure geotechnical studies prior to development approval in geologic hazard ar-
eas, as shown in Figure 10-1. Contract comprehensive geologic and engineering
studies of critical structures regardless of location.

During rehabilitation and redevelopment of industrial properties along the Suisun
Bay waterfront, ensure that geotechnical mitigation measures are used to prevent
collapse of structures in the event that liquefaction occurs.

Ensure detailed analysis and mitigation of seismic hazard risk for new development
in unstable slope or potential liquefaction areas (as designated in Figure 10-1). Limit
the location of critical facilities, such as hospitals, schools, and police stations, in
such areas.

Ensure geotechnical studies prior to development approval in geologic hazard ar-
eas, as shown in Figure 10-1. Contract comprehensive geologic and engineering
studies of critical structures regardless of location.

Develop standards for adequate setbacks from potentially active fault traces (as
designated in Figure 10-2) for structures intended for human occupancy. Allow
roads to be built over potentially active faults only where alternatives are impracti-
cal.

Ensure compliance with the current Uniform Building Code during development
review. Explore programs that would build incentives to retrofit unreinforced ma-
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Impact Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

10-P-17

sonry buildings.

Ensure detailed analysis and mitigation of seismic hazard risk for new development
in unstable slope or potential liquefaction areas (as designated in Figure 10-1). Limit
the location of critical facilities, such as hospitals, schools, and police stations, in
such areas.

4.13

Drainage, Flooding & Water Quality

4.13-a

Land use distribution may result  Potentially
in exposure of new residents significant
near creeks and drainage chan-

nels to flooding hazards.

9-P-14

9-P-15

10-P-18

10-P-19

10-P-21

10-P-22

10-P-24

Establish development standards for new construction adjacent to riparian zones to

reduce sedimentation and flooding. Standards should include:

e Requirements that low berms or other temporary structures such as protec-
tion fences be built between a construction site and riparian corridor to pre-
clude sheet-flooding stormwater from entering the corridors during the con-
struction period.

e Requirements for installation of storm sewers before construction occurs to
collect stormwater runoff during construction

To prevent additional flood hazards in the Kirker Creek watershed, ensure that
new development minimizes paved areas, retaining large blocks of undisturbed,
naturally vegetated habitat to allow for water infiltration.

Evaluate storm drainage needs for each development project in the context of de-
mand and capacity when the drainage area is fully developed. Ensure drainage im-
provements or other mitigation of the project’s impacts on the storm drainage
system appropriate to the project’s share of the cumulative effect.

Assure through the Master Drainage Plan and development ordinances that pro-
posed new development adequately provides for on-site and downstream mitiga-
tion of potential flood hazards.

Encourage the formation of flood control assessment districts for those areas
within the 100- and 500-year flood plains (as designated in Figure 10-3). Encourage
new hillside developments to form flood control assessment districts to accommo-
date runoff and minimize downstream flooding, if determined necessary.

Ensure that pad elevations on newly constructed habitable buildings are one foot
above the 100-year floodplain, as determined by FEMA.

Allow the construction of detention basins as mitigation in new developments. En-
sure that detention basins located in residential neighborhoods, schools, or child-
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Significance after

Impact Significance ~ Mitigation (General Plan Policy) mitigation

care facilities are surrounded by a gated enclosure, or protected by other safety
measures.

10-P-25 Develop and adopt regulations to control development along open channels and
creeks, consistent with the County’s Subdivision Code, Title 9. Ensure adequate
minimum setbacks to reduce potential damage from storm flooding and protect
riparian habitat.

10-P-26  Reduce the risk of localized and downstream flooding and runoff through the use of
high infiltration measures, including the maximization of permeable landscape.

10-P-30  Encourage residential development to install post-construction Best Management
Practices (BMPs) to minimize runoff from the site to the storm drain system (for
example, using permeable surfaces for parking lots, sidewalks, and bike paths, or
using roof runoff as irrigation).

4.13-b  New urban land uses may result  Potentially ~ 9-P-9 Establish creek protection areas along riparian corridors, extending a minimum of Less than
in increased non-point-source significant 50 feet laterally from the tops of streambanks. Setback buffers for habitat areas of significant
pollutant levels in stormwater identified special status species and wetlands may be expanded to |50 feet, as
runoff and the regional drainage needed to preserve ecological resources. No development should occur within
system. these buffer areas, except as part of greenway enhancement (for example, trails

and bikeways).

9-P-18 Continue working with the Regional Water Quality Control Board in the imple-
mentation of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), with
specific requirements established in each NPDES permit.

9-P-19 Require new urban development to use Best Management Practices (BMPs) to
minimize creek bank instability, runoff of construction sediment, and flooding.

9-P-21 Encourage rehabilitation and revegetation of riparian corridors and wetlands
throughout the City to contribute to bioremediation and improved water quality.

9-P-23 Protect water quality by reducing non-point sources of pollution and the dumping
of debris in and near waterways and storm drains. Continue use and implementa-
tion of the City’s storm drain marking program in newly developed or redeveloped
areas.
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Impact

Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.13-c

New urban development may
increase the amount of storm-
water runoff, increasing down-
stream flooding in Kirker and
Lawlor Creeks.

Potentially
significant

9-P-13

9-P-14

9-P-15

10-P-18

10-P-21

10-P-22

10-P-23

10-P-25

As part of development plans, require evaluation and implementation of appropri-
ate measures for creek bank stabilization, as well as necessary Best Management
Practices (BMPs) to reduce erosion and sedimentation. However, preserve natural
creek channels and riparian habitat as best possible.

Establish development standards for new construction adjacent to riparian zones to

reduce sedimentation and flooding. Standards should include:

e Requirements that low berms or other temporary structures such as protec-
tion fences be built between a construction site and riparian corridor to pre-
clude sheet-flooding stormwater from entering the corridors during the con-
struction period.

e Requirements for installation of storm sewers before construction occurs to
collect stormwater runoff during construction.

To prevent additional flood hazards in the Kirker Creek watershed, ensure that
new development minimizes paved areas, retaining large blocks of undisturbed,
naturally vegetated habitat to allow for water infiltration.

Evaluate storm drainage needs for each development project in the context of de-
mand and capacity when the drainage area is fully developed. Ensure drainage im-
provements or other mitigation of the project’s impacts on the storm drainage
system appropriate to the project’s share of the cumulative effect.

Encourage the formation of flood control assessment districts for those areas
within the 100- and 500-year flood plains (as designated in Figure 10-3). Encourage
new hillside developments to form flood control assessment districts to accommo-
date runoff and minimize downstream flooding, if determined necessary.

Ensure that pad elevations on newly constructed habitable buildings are one foot
above the 100-year floodplain, as determined by FEMA.

All new development (residential, commercial, or industrial) should contribute to
the construction of drainage improvements in the Kirker Creek and other water-
sheds in the Planning Area.

Develop and adopt regulations to control development along open channels and
creeks, consistent with the County’s Subdivision Code, Title 9. Ensure adequate
minimum setbacks to reduce potential damage from storm flooding and protect
riparian habitat.
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Impact Significance

Mitigation (General Plan Policy)

Significance after
mitigation

4.13-d New development projects may  Potentially
induce construction-related significant
erosion, sedimentation, and ac-
cumulation of debris.

10-P-26

9-P-13

9-P-14

9-P-19

9-P-20

0-P-8

10-P-27

10-P-29

Reduce the risk of localized and downstream flooding and runoff through the use of
high infiltration measures, including the maximization of permeable landscape.

As part of development plans, require evaluation and implementation of appropri-
ate measures for creek bank stabilization, as well as necessary Best Management
Practices (BMPs) to reduce erosion and sedimentation. However, preserve natural
creek channels and riparian habitat as best possible.

Establish development standards for new construction adjacent to riparian zones to

reduce sedimentation and flooding. Standards should include:

e Requirements that low berms or other temporary structures such as protec-
tion fences be built between a construction site and riparian corridor to pre-
clude sheet-flooding stormwater from entering the corridors during the con-
struction period.

e Requirements for installation of storm sewers before construction occurs to
collect stormwater runoff during construction.

Require new urban development to use Best Management Practices (BMPs) to

minimize creek bank instability, runoff of construction sediment, and flooding.

Reduce sedimentation and erosion of waterways by minimizing site disturbance and
vegetation removal along creek corridors.

During development review, ensure that new development on unstable slopes (as
designated in Figure 10-1) is designed to avoid potential soil creep and debris flow
hazards. Avoid concentrating runoff within swales and gullies, particularly where
cut-and-fill has occurred.

Adopt practices for development and construction on sites where the erosion po-
tential is moderate to severe.

Ensure that all development projects build on-site retention basins during initial site
preparation to store run-off water generated by construction activities.

Less than
significant

4.14 Noise

4.14-a  New development may increase  Potentially
traffic volumes along existing significant
roadways and introduce traffic
along new roadways, thereby

............. Anmsn 6 temndaida

[2-P-2

[2-P-3

Work with Caltrans to provide sound walls designed to reduce noise by 10 dB in
residential areas along State Route 4.

Support implementation of State legislation that requires reduction of noise from
motorcycles, automobiles, trucks, and aircraft.
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Significance after

Impact Significance  Mitigation (General Plan Polic e
p grifi g ( Z mitigation
exposing residents to roadside 12-P-4 Require noise attenuation programs for new development exposed to noise above
noise levels in excess of 60 dB normally acceptable levels. Encourage noise attenuation programs that avoid visible
Ldn. sound walls.
12-P-6 Ensure that new noise-sensitive uses, including schools, hospitals, churches, and
homes, in areas near roadways identified as impacting sensitive receptors by pro-
ducing noise levels greater than 65 dB CNEL (Figure 12-1), incorporate mitigation
measures to ensure that interior noise levels do not exceed 45 dB CNEL.
12-P-7 Require the control of noise at the source through site design, building design,
landscaping, hours of operation, and other techniques, for new development
deemed to be noise generators.

4.14-b  Land use distribution may ex- Potentially 12-P-5 Require that applicants for new noise-sensitive development, such as schools, resi-  Less than
pose homes and other noise- significant dences, and hospitals, in areas subject to noise generators producing noise levels significant
sensitive uses to high noise lev- greater than 65 dB CNEL obtain the services of a professional acoustical engineer
els. to provide a technical analysis and design of mitigation measures.

12-P-6 Ensure that new noise-sensitive uses, including schools, hospitals, churches, and
homes, in areas near roadways identified as impacting sensitive receptors by pro-
ducing noise levels greater than 65 dB CNEL (Figure 12-1), incorporate mitigation
measures to ensure that interior noise levels do not exceed 45 dB CNEL.

12-P-7 Require the control of noise at the source through site design, building design,
landscaping, hours of operation, and other techniques, for new development
deemed to be noise generators.

12-P-8 Develop noise attenuation programs for mitigation of noise adjacent to existing
residential areas, including such measures as wider setbacks, intense landscaping,
double-pane windows, and building orientation muffling the noise source.

4.14-c  Existing noise-sensitive uses may Potentially 12-P-9 Limit generation of loud noises on construction sites adjacent to existing develop- Less than
be exposed to construction- significant ment to normal business hours between 8am and 5pm. significant
related noise.

4.15 Cable, Telephone & Energy

4.15-a Intensification and expansion of  Potentially =~ 2-P-18 Revise the City’s Subdivision Ordinance to include provisions for solar access and Less than
land uses in the City may result  significant other energy-saving devices. Revise the City’s Zoning Ordinance to require under- significant

in new energy requirements.

grounding of utility service/transformer boxes in new residential subdivisions.
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