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NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW AND INTENT TO ADOPT
A PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
County File No. LP19-2002
Pursuant to the State of California Public Resources Code and the “Guidelines for
Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970” as amended to date, this is
to advise you that the Community Development Department of Contra Costa County has
prepared an initial study on the following project:
PROJECT NAME: LP19-2002 – Establishment of Verizon Wireless Telecommunications
Facility
APPLICANT:

Verizon Wireless by Ridge Communications

LOCATION:

400 feet west of Stone Valley Oaks Drive on Stone Valley Road in the Alamo
area.

DESCRIPTION: The applicant seeks approval of a Land Use Permit to allow the
establishment of a new Verizon Wireless Telecommunications facility. The proposed facility
consists of the following elements:
 Three (3) new 13-foot tall mono-oak bushes with a maximum of nine (9)
antennas (three per sector) (1,144 square feet of antenna lease area);
 Fifteen (15) RRU units (five per sector)
 New 312 square-foot fenced lease area
 Three (3) equipment cabinets
 Six (6) surge suppressors (three at equipment, one per sector)
 One (1) GPS antenna
 One (1) Diesel Generator w/ 132 gallon Fuel Tank
 Miscellaneous small electrical equipment
 A 5-foot cable route from the proposed facility to the proposed antenna
structures.

Lead Agency: Department of Conservation and Development
Contact: Michael Hart, (925) 674-7867.
SURROUNDING USE/SETTINGS: The 12.653-acre subject property is located north of
Stone Valley Road, within a predominately single-family residential area of unincorporated
Alamo in Contra Costa County. The surrounding area, including the subject property, is
relatively hilly topographically. The subject property is located within the Single-Family
Residential (R-20) zoning district and has a General Plan Land Use designation of Public and
Semi-Public (PS).
The subject property is located north of Stone Valley Road in the unincorporated Alamo area.
The subject property has a 327.13-foot long frontage along Sunset Road. The subject property is
inside the Urban Limit Line. The subject property contains an East Bay Municipal Utility
District (EBMUD) water storage tank. The property has a 35-foot trail easement off of Stone
Valley Road for access to an East Bay Regional Parks District trailhead. The property also
contains an existing AT&T monopine wireless telecommunications facility and subsequent
equipment for the facility located near the trailhead. Access to the proposed telecommunications
facility utilizes an existing gate located towards the rear of the property, off of Stonehill Drive.
The access for the cell site will be the same access for the EBMUD water storage tank.
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: The Initial Study for the proposed project identified
potentially significant impact in the environmental area of Aesthetics, Noise, Cultural Resources,
Tribal Cultural Resources, and Air Quality. Environmental analysis determined that measures
were available to mitigate potential adverse impacts to insignificant levels. As a result, a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 21080(c), 21063.5, and Article 6 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines.
Pursuant to the requirements of CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section 15071) the MND describes
the proposed project; identifies, analyzes, and evaluates the potential significant environmental
impacts, which may result from the proposed project; and identifies measures to mitigate adverse
environmental impacts. With the mitigations identified in this document designed for the
proposed project, will ensure that the project will not cause a significant impact on the
environment.
A copy of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and all documents referenced in the Mitigated
Negative Declaration may be reviewed during business hours in the offices of the Department of
Conservation and Development, Application and Permit Center at 30 Muir Road, Martinez, CA.
The Mitigated Negative Declaration is also available online at http://www.co.contracosta.ca.us/4841/Public-Input.
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Public Comment Period- The Period for accepting comments on the adequacy of the
environmental documents extends to Thursday, August 22, 2019, at 5:00 P.M. Any comments
should be in writing and submitted to the following address:
Name: Michael Hart, Planner I (925) 674-7867
Department of Conservation and Development
Contra Costa County
30 Muir Road
Martinez, CA 94553
Email: Michael.Hart@dcd.cccounty.us
It is anticipated that the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration will be considered for adoption
at a meeting before the County Zoning Administrator (meeting and date to be scheduled). The
hearing is anticipated to be held at the 30 Muir Road, Martinez, CA.
_____________________
Michael Hart
Planner I
cc: County Clerk’s Office (2 copies)
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CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM (REVISED JANUARY 7, 2019)
1.

Project Title:

County File #LP19-2002
Verizon Wireless – Stone Hill Facility

2.

Lead Agency Name and
Address:

Contra Costa County
Department of Conservation and Development
30 Muir Rd.
Martinez, CA 94553

3.

Contact Person and
Phone Number:

Michael Hart
(925) 674-7867

4.

Project Location:

A 12.663 Acre parcel located at:
Unaddressed site located at Stone Valley Road – between
Alamo Glen Drive and Stone Valley Oaks Drive (APN: 193620-007)

5.

Project Sponsor's Name
and Address:

Verizon Wireless by Ridge Communications
C/O David Haddock
1291 Alcosta Blvd. Ste. 1
San Ramon, CA 94583

6.

General Plan
Designation:

PS – Public Semi-public

7.

Zoning:

R-20 Single Family Residential

8. Description of Project: The applicant seeks approval of a Land Use Permit to allow the
establishment of a new Verizon Wireless telecommunications facility. The proposed
facility consists of the following elements:
 Three (3) new 13-foot tall mono-oak bushes with a maximum of nine (9) antennas
(three per sector) (1,144 square feet of antenna lease area);
 Fifteen (15) RRU units (five per sector)
 New 312 square-foot fenced lease area
 Three (3) equipment cabinets
 Six (6) surge suppressors (three at equipment, one per sector)
 One (1) GPS antenna
 One (1)
 Diesel Generator w/ 132 gallon Fuel Tank
 Miscellaneous small electrical equipment
 A 5-foot cable route from the proposed facility to the proposed antenna structures.
9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The 12.653-acre subject property is located north
of Stone Valley Road, within a predominately single-family residential area of
unincorporated Alamo in Contra Costa County. The surrounding area, including the
subject property, is relatively hilly topographically. The subject property is located within
the Single-Family Residential (R-20) zoning district and has a General Plan Land Use
designation of Public and Semi-Public (PS).
1

Existing Site Condition: The 12.653-acre property is located north of Stone Valley Road
in the unincorporated Alamo area. The subject property has a 327.13-foot long frontage
along Sunset Road. The subject property is inside the Urban Limit Line. The subject
property contains an East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) water storage tank. The
property has a 35-foot trail easement off of Stone Valley Road for access to an East Bay
Regional Parks District trailhead. The property also contains an existing AT&T monopine
wireless telecommunications facility and subsequent equipment for the facility located
near the trailhead. Access to the proposed telecommunications facility utilizes an existing
gate located towards the rear of the property, off of Stonehill Drive. The access for the
cell site will be the same access for the EBMUD water storage tank.
10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing,
approval, or participation agreement:
 Contra Costa County Building Inspection Division
 Contra Costa County Public Works Department
 Contra Costa County Fire Protection District
 Federal Communications Commission
11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example,
the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources,
procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?
A correspondence dated May 28, 2019 was sent to Wilton Rancheria, which included an
opportunity to seek comments. To date, no requests for further consultation have been
received. Wilton Rancheria will have a chance to comment on this Initial study document.
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.
Agriculture and Forestry
Aesthetics
Air Quality
Resources
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Energy
Hazards & Hazardous
Geology/Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Materials
Hydrology/Water Quality
Land Use/Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise

Population/Housing

Public Services

Recreation

Transportation

Utilities/Services Systems

Wildfire

Tribal Cultural Resources
Mandatory Findings of
Significance

Environmental Determination
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that, although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to
by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant
unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in
an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to
that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Michael Hart
Planner I
Contra Costa County
Department of Conservation & Development

Date
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
Less Than
Significant
Potentially
With
Less Than
Significant
Mitigation
Significant
Impact
Incorporated
Impact

Environmental Issues

No
Impact

1. AESTHETICS – Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?
b) Substantially
damage
scenic
resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic building within a state
scenic highway?
c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality of public
views of the site and its surroundings? (Public
views are those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage points.) If the project
is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? (Less than significant)
The subject property is located within a primarily hilly area of the County. The proposed ground
equipment for the facility will be located closer to the EBMUD water storage tank, and will not
be visible from any public area due to screening from the crest of the hill. The antenna will be
camouflages within the proposed mono oak bush and will be located on the side of the hill and
will be visible from Stone Valley Road. Stone Valley Road is designated as a Scenic Route, as
shown in figure 5-4 in the County’s General Plan. The three antenna structures will be designed
to resemble oak bushes. Therefore, the proposed antenna structures will blend in well with the
hillside. A few trees are in proximity to the proposed V-ditch and trenching. Verizon has agreed
to avoid any impacts to trees by avoiding trenching and working with the dripline of trees. As
proposed, the project will have a less than significant impact on a state scenic vista.

b)

Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic building within a state scenic highway? (Less than significant)
The ground equipment for the proposed wireless facility will be constructed in an already
disturbed area of the subject property near the existing EBMUD water storage tank. The
construction of the new wireless facility will not require the removal of any existing trees, rock
outcroppings, or buildings. Work will be avoided within dripline of existing trees, and none of the
trees are proposed to be removed. Therefore, the new wireless facility does not substantially
damage scenic resources.
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With
Less Than
Significant Mitigation
Significant
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Incorporated
Impact

Environmental Issues

c)

No
Impact

In non-urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are
experienced from publicly accessible vantage points.) If the project is in an urbanized area, would
the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality? (Less
than significant with mitigation)
The equipment for the proposed facility will be located in the northeast corner of the property,
near the existing EBMUD water storage tank. This ground equipment will not be visible from any
public area. The three antenna structures for the facility will be located on a hillside overlooking
Stone Valley Road. Photo simulations have been submitted showing the proposed facility in
relation to view points off of Stone Valley Road. The antenna structures will be disguised as faux
oak bushes surrounded by a 4-foot tall vinyl fence. As Stone Valley Road is a scenic route as
shown in figure 5-4 in the County’s general plan. The general plan created policies to protect and
enhance scenic routes in the County. Policies 5-47 through 5-56 apply to scenic routes.
Specifically, policy 5-47, 5-49, 5-50, and 5-55 apply directly to this project. As mitigated, (See
Mitigations AES-1 through AES-3) the proposed wireless facility will have a less than significant
impact with conflicts due to applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.

d)

Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area? (Less than significant with mitigation)
The proposed facility consists of three faux oak bush designs which will utilize materials and
colors that will aide in mimicking a live oak bush. Therefore, materials and finishes in shades of
brown, green, and other earth tones will be used, which reduces the potential for the proposed
facility creating a significant source of glare due to reflection. The facility will also consist of
various metal components that will have the potential for being sources of substantial daytime
glare if not finished with appropriate materials. There are four work lights proposed lease area,
but will only be used when employees of the wireless carrier visit the facility for occasional
maintenance activities. The work lights proposed as part of the telecommunication facility may
have the potential for impacting nighttime views in the area if not designed and positioned
correctly. See Mitigation AES-4.
Mitigation Measures:
AES-1: All equipment will be required have a non-reflective finish. Paints with a reflectivity less
than 55 percent are required. Antennas shall be painted to match the adjacent portions
of the tower and foliage. Color photographs showing the as-built condition shall be
submitted for review to the Department of Conservation and Development, Current
Planning Division (CDD) staff to verify compliance with this Condition of Approval
within 30 days of completing construction.
AES-2:

The proposed antennas will be stealth within the foliage of the faux oak bush structures
in order to reduce its overall massiveness. Sufficient branches must be provided to
ensure proper screening.
5

Less Than
Significant
Potentially
With
Less Than
Significant Mitigation
Significant
Impact
Incorporated
Impact

Environmental Issues

No
Impact

AES-3: The proposed location for the mono oak bushes will be relocated at a minimum 10 feet
as follows:
Antenna sectors A and B shall be moved at least 10 feet south, and antenna sector C
shall be moved at least 10 feet west.
AES-4: All lighting for the proposed equipment shelter shall be deflected downward so as to
focus illumination towards the lease area, and not to adjacent properties. All lights
should have an on-off switch and be turned off when not in use.

2.

AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or a Williamson Act contract?
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g), timberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526),
or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code section 51104(g)?
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?
e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment, which due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of farmland, to
non-agricultural use?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? (No impact)
The property is located within a Single-Family Residential (R-20) zoning district and SingleFamily Residential; Low Density (SL) general plan designation and is not in a Williamson Act
contract There is no proposal to convert any farmland to a non-agricultural use, no rezoning, is
not considered forest land, and would not impact farmland.

b)

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
(No impact)
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The property is located within a Single-Family Residential (R-20) zoning district and SingleFamily Residential; Low Density (SL) general plan designation and is not in a Williamson Act
contract There is no proposal to convert any farmland to a non-agricultural use, no rezoning, is
not considered forest land, and would not impact farmland.
c)

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined
in Public Resources Code section 12220(g), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g) or conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined
in Public Resources Code section 12220(g), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g)? (No impact)
The property is located within a Single-Family Residential (R-20) zoning district and SingleFamily Residential; Low Density (SL) general plan designation and is not in a Williamson Act
contract There is no proposal to convert any farmland to a non-agricultural use, no rezoning, is
not considered forest land, and would not impact farmland.

d)

Would the project involve or result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to nonforest use? (No impact)
The property is located within a Single-Family Residential (R-20) zoning district and SingleFamily Residential; Low Density (SL) general plan designation and is not in a Williamson Act
contract There is no proposal to convert any farmland to a non-agricultural use, no rezoning, is
not considered forest land, and would not impact farmland.

e)

Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of farmland, to non-agricultural use? (No impact)
The property is located within a Single-Family Residential (R-20) zoning district and SingleFamily Residential; Low Density (SL) general plan designation and is not in a Williamson Act
contract There is no proposal to convert any farmland to a non-agricultural use, no rezoning, is
not considered forest land, and would not impact farmland.
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AIR QUALITY – Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?
d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading
to odors) adversely affecting a substantial
number of people?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
(Less than significant)
The proposed project consists of constructing a new wireless telecommunication facility. The only
element of the proposed facility that has the potential for impacting air quality is the proposed
diesel generator. However, the diesel generator is intended for use in emergency situations when
electrical services are unavailable to run the facility. The generator will be tested once per week
for 15 minutes to ensure that it continues to operate property. This periodic testing of the generator
will result in negligible emissions, and thus has a less than significant potential for conflicting
with an air quality plan. Any potential impacts to air quality would be related to the construction
portion of the project and would be temporary in nature.

b)

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard? (Less than significant)
As mentioned in the response to question (a), the only element of the proposed facility that has
the potential for impacting air quality is the proposed diesel generator. The generator will mainly
be used in emergency situations and through periodic testing to ensure that it continues to operate
properly. The emissions generated from these activities is negligible, and therefore there will be
a less than significant impact on the air quality in the area. Any potential impacts to air quality
would be temporary and related to the construction of the project. These impacts will be lessened
by the implementation of typical best management practices.

c)

Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? (Less than
significant with mitigation)
Construction and grading activities would produce combustion emissions from various sources,
including heavy equipment engines and motor vehicles used by the construction workers. Dust
8
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would be generated during construction activities. The amount of dust generated would be highly
variable and is dependent on the size of the area disturbed, the amount of activity, soil conditions,
and meteorological conditions. Although construction activities would be temporary, such
activities would have potentially temporary impacts during construction due to the release of
pollutants.
The proposed installation will enable wireless telecommunications which primarily involves
electrical currents that do not generate pollutants or odors that would individually or cumulatively
impact air quality in the area. Furthermore, routine maintenance is anticipated to be one or two
times a month which represents a less than significant impact. Therefore, any pollutants generated
during construction will be mitigated to ensure minimal impacts due to construction related
activities. See Mitigations AES-1 through AES-8.
d)

Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people? (Less than significant)
The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a new wireless
telecommunication facility. As mentioned previously, the only aspect of the project that has a
potential for impacting air quality is the proposed diesel generator. This generator is only intended
for emergency situations as well as weekly testing to ensure it is functioning correctly. The
resulting emissions from the periodic testing will be negligible, and therefore will have a less than
significant impact on adversely affecting a substantial number of people.
Mitigation Measures: The following Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Basic
Construction Mitigation Measures shall be implemented during project construction and shall be
included on all construction plans.
AIR-1:

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

AIR-2:

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

AIR-3:

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

AIR-4:

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

AIR-5:

All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as soon as
possible. Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or
soil binders are used.
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AIR-6:

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

AIR-7:

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

AIR-8: Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to contact at the lead
agency regarding dust complaints. This person shall respond and take corrective action
within 48 hours. The Air District’s phone number shall also be visible to ensure
compliance with applicable regulations.
4.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly
or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies,
or regulations, or by the California Department
of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, and
regulations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or
federally protected wetlands (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
wildlife nursery sites?
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?
f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
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SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? (Less than significant)
The property that the proposed project is located on is largely disturbed by an existing large water
storage tank and is surrounded by single-family residential development. The equipment pad for
the project is located on an already disturbed portion of the property, and the cable routing and
antenna structures are small in size and not expected to effect the habitat of any species.

b)

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? (Less than
significant)
There are no riparian habitats located on the subject property. Pursuant to Figure 8-1 (Significant
Ecological Area and Selected Locations of Protected Wildlife and Plans Species Areas) of the
County General Plan, the Shoreline Between Martinez Waterfront and Concord Naval Weapons
Station Significant Ecological Resource area is located in the Port Chicago area. The subject
property is not within significant proximity of this area, and thus will have less than significant
impacts on that resource. The subject property is not located within any of the local areas managed
by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Department of Fish and Wildlife
Service. Therefore, there is minimal potential for the proposed project having a substantial impact
on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, and regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Department
of Fish and Wildlife Service.

c)

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means? (No impact)
The U.S. Army Corp of Engineers (Corps) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
are two of the primary Federal agencies which enforce the Clean Water Act and administer the
associated permitting program. As such, these agencies define wetland as areas that are inundated
or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that
under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in
saturated soil conditions. The subject property would not be categorized as a wetland as defined
above. Therefore, there is minimal potential for the proposed project having an adverse effect on
a federally protected wetland.
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Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of wildlife nursery sites? (Less than significant)
The proposed wireless facility will have less than significant impacts on the water circulation of
any native resident or migratory fish, as there are no waterways on-site or in the immediate area
surrounding the property. Therefore, the proposed project will have minimal impacts on the
movement of native resident or migratory fish. The minimal footprint of a new faux oak bushes
and lease area will have less than significant impacts to the surface movement of any wildlife.
The facility will not require the use of guy wires, which will reduce the potential for impacting
the movement of migratory birds to a less than significant level. Based on the above, the proposed
project has a less than significant potential for substantially interfering with the movement of
wildlife.

e)

Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? (Less than significant)
The project as proposed does not encroach within the driplines of any trees nor proposes to remove
any trees. Therefore, it would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources.

f)

Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan? (No impact)
The proposed wireless telecommunications facility is not located within an area covered by the
Contra Costa County Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) or the Natural Community Conservation
Plan (NCCP). Therefore, there will not be any conflict with the provisions of an adopted HCP,
NCCP, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursuant to
§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?
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SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.5? (Less than
significant)
The California Public Resources code defines a historical resource as a resource that has been
listed or is eligible for listing on the California Historical Register of Historical Resources, a
resource included in a local register of historical resources, or identified as significant in a
historical survey meeting the requirements of the Public Resources Code. Neither the subject
property nor any of the existing structures located at the wireless facility are listed on Contra Costa
County’s Historic Resources Inventory (updated through December 2010). Therefore, the existing
structures located at the facility would not be considered as historical resources, and the potential
for the proposed project resulting in an adverse change of a historical resource is less than
significant.

b)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.5? (Less
than significant with mitigation)
Staff is unaware of any prior cultural resource studies being conducted at the subject property
which indicates that archeological resources or paleontological resources exist at the subject
property. The proposed development is small in scale, and will not require significant amounts of
grading or trenching. The total area for the proposed facility (approximately 1,456 square-feet of
lease area) is less than one percent of the property’s total area of 12.653 acres. Additionally, the
equipment pad will be built on an already disturbed portion of the property, and the antenna lease
areas and cable trenching will only disturb a portion a the property. Nevertheless, mitigation
measures will be implemented to address any unexpected discovery or find which may occur
during the construction phase of the project.

c)

Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries? (Less than significant with mitigation)
Staff is unaware of any prior cultural resource studies being conducted at the subject property
which indicates that human remains exist at the subject property. The proposed development is
small in scale, and will not require significant amounts of grading or trenching. The total area for
the proposed facility (approximately 1,456 square-feet of lease area) is less than one percent of
the property’s total area of 12.653 acres. Additionally, the equipment pad will be built on an
already disturbed portion of the property, and the antenna lease areas and cable trenching will
only disturb a portion a the property. Nevertheless, mitigation measures will be implemented to
address any unexpected discovery or find which may occur during the construction phase of the
project.
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The proposed construction activities proposed as part of the project will result in further ground
disturbance at the subject property. This future ground disturbance has the possibility for
disturbing underground cultural resources that may not have been identified to date. Therefore,
staff recommends that the following mitigations be incorporated as part of the project to ensure
that if cultural resources are discovered during future ground disturbance, that the proper actions
are taken to ensure that any impacts to those resources are reduced to a less than significant level.
Mitigation Measures:
CUL-1: If deposits of prehistoric or historical archaeological materials are encountered during
ground disturbance activities, all work within 50 feet of the discovery should be
redirected and a qualified archaeologist contacted to evaluate the finds and make
recommendations. It is recommended that such deposits be avoided by further ground
disturbance activities. If such deposits cannot be avoided, they should be evaluated for
their significance in accordance with the California Register of Historical resources.
CUL-2: If the deposits are not eligible, avoidance is not necessary. If the deposits are eligible,
they will need to be avoided by impacts or such impacts must be mitigated. Upon
completion of the archaeological assessment, a report should be prepared documenting
the methods, results, and recommendations. The report should be submitted to the
Northwest Information Center and appropriate Contra Costa County agencies.
Prehistoric materials can include flake-stone tools (e.g., projectile points, knives,
choppers) or obsidian, chert, or quartzite tool-making debris; culturally darkened soil
(i.e., midden soil often containing heat-affected rock, ash and charcoal, shellfish
remains, and cultural materials); and stone milling equipment (e.g., mortars, pestles,
handstones). Historical materials can include wood, stone, concrete, or adobe footings,
walls and other structural remains; debris-filled wells or privies; and deposits of wood,
glass ceramics, and other refuse.
CUL-3: If human remains are encountered, work within 50 feet of the discovery should be
redirected and the County Coroner notified immediately. At the same time, an
archaeologist should be contacted to assess the situation. If the human remains are of a
Native American origin, the Coroner must notify the Native American Heritage
Commission within 24 hours of this identification. The Native American Heritage
Commission will identify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) to inspect the property and
provide recommendations for the proper treatment of the remains and associated grave
goods.
Upon completion of the assessment, the archaeologist should prepare a report
documenting the methods and results, and provide recommendations for the treatment
of the human remains and any associated cultural materials, as appropriate and in
coordination with the recommendations of the MLD. The report should be submitted to
the Northwest Information Center and appropriate Contra Costa agencies.
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6. ENERGY – Would the project:
a) Result in potentially significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources,
during project construction or operation?
b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation? (Less than significant)
The project includes construction of an unmanned wireless telecommunications facility. As part
of the construction phase of development, contractors will be required to comply with the
CalGreen/Construction & Demolition Debris Recovery Program. The program requires at least
65% by weight of job site debris to be recycled, reused, or otherwise diverted from landfill
disposal.

b)

Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency? (No impact)
The County has an adopted Climate Action Plan, however this plan is more focused on countywide
policies rather than individual projects. Generally, wireless telecommunication facilities are not
typically associated with high energy uses. The project will receive power from the Pacific Gas
and Electric (PG&E), who contracts through MCE to provide clean and renewable energy to
residential and commercial properties. As this project received power from PG&E, at least 60%
of the energy provided will be from renewable sources, and therefore will not conflict with a state
or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency.

15

Less Than
Significant
Potentially
With
Less Than
Significant Mitigation
Significant
Impact
Incorporated
Impact

Environmental Issues

No
Impact

7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the project:
a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury
or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault?
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project and potentially result in onor off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life
or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of wastewater?
f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury or death involving:
i)

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? (Less than significant)
The subject property is not located within close proximity to a known earthquake fault, nor
is located within an identified Alquist-Priolo fault zone. The closest known Alquist-Priolo
fault zone is the Calaveras Fault zone which is located approximately 3 miles south of the
subject property.

ii)

Strong seismic ground shaking? (Less than significant)
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As mentioned in Section a.i above, the subject property is not located within a known
Alquist-Priolo fault zone or within the vicinity of a known fault. In addition, there are no
activities currently taking place at the subject property or in the surrounding area that result
in strong seismic ground shaking. There may be some ground shaking associated with the
use of heavy equipment for the construction phase of the proposed project. However, the
proposed project will not require activities such as pile driving or significant grading which
are known to cause substantial ground shaking. As such, the potential for exposing people
or structures to substantial adverse effects because of ground shaking is less than significant.
iii)

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? (Less than significant)
Figure 10-5 of the County General Plan Indicates that the subject property is located within
an area of the County with a “Generally Low” liquefaction potential. The site is not
anticipated to have any liquefiable sands or hazardous ground failures. This is evidenced by
the fact that the property has been previously developed with the large EBMUD water
storage tank.

iv)

Landslides? (Less than significant)
The presence of a significant landslide hazard requires the existence of a steep slope, certain
soil characteristics, and action of gravity. Figure 10-7 in the County General Plan denotes
this area to have a slope of over 26%. Additionally, Figure 10-1 (Generalized Geology of
Contra Costa County) of the Contra Costa County General Plan identifies the subject
property as being located within an area with a geological unit consisting of “Quaternary
Alluvium” and “Tertiara Formations.” Quaternary Alluvium is characterized as
consolidated and unconsolidated sediments. Localized problems for building include
expansive clays, hillside earthflows and unstable cut slopes. Tertiary Formations are
characterized as hard marine sandstone and shale overlain by soft non-marine units. Slope
stability conditions in this unit range from good to poor. Despite the generalized
characteristics of these geological units and the greater than 26% slope, structures can be
safely constructed at the facility in a manner that is compliant with the applicable building
code. The equipment for the facility will be located on a relatively flat and already disturbed
portion of the property near the existing water storage tank. The antenna structures require
minimal ground disturbance, and should not cause any significant impacts that would lead
to soil instability.

b)

Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? (Less than significant)
The proposed wireless telecommunication facility will not result in tilled or otherwise exposed
soil that will potentially result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. The equipment for
the proposed wireless facility will be located in an already disturbed area of the property. Any
disturbed areas will be covered by the proposed improvements or re-finished to its original state
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after the underground utilities and antenna structures are installed. Due to the fact that all areas of
the property that will be disturbed will be covered by structures, equipment, or re-finished to its
original state, the potential for soil erosion or loss of topsoil is less than significant.
c)

Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? (Less than significant)
Figure 10-1 (Generalized Geology of Contra Costa County) of the Contra Costa County General
Plan identifies the subject property as being located within an area with a geological unit
consisting of “Quaternary Alluvium” and “Tertiara Formations.” Quaternary Alluvium is
characterized as consolidated and unconsolidated sediments. Localized problems for building
include expansive clays, hillside earthflows and unstable cut slopes. Tertiary Formations are
characterized as hard marine sandstone and shale overlain by soft non-marine units. Slope stability
conditions in this unit range from good to poor. Despite the generalized characteristics of these
geological units, structures can be safely constructed at the facility in a manner that is compliant
with the applicable building code. The structures and equipment associated with the proposed
project require minimal ground disturbance, and should not cause any significant impacts that
would lead to soil instability.

d)

Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? (Less than
significant)
Expansive soils are soils that expand when water is added and shrink when they dry out. This
continuous change in soil volume causes homes and other structures to move unevenly and crack.
The County Building Inspection Division will require that the proposed tower, foundations, and
anchorages are engineered according to building code standards. The engineering of the proposed
structures pursuant to the applicable building code will ensure that any risks to life or property are
reduced to a less than significant level.

e)

Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater? (Less than significant)
The proposed facility will be unmanned, and will not require sanitary services. Therefore, there is
no potential for impacts regarding the soil’s inability to support a waste disposal system.

f)

Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature? (Less than significant)
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A large portion of the project will be constructed over an already disturbed portion of the property.
The antenna structures will not disturb a significant portion of the property, and is not expected to
impact any paleontological resources or unique geologic features. Regardless, mitigation
measures are included under the biological resources section that would mitigate the potential
discovery of paleontological resources during the project’s construction period.
8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have
a significant impact on the environment? (Less than significant)
The proposed wireless telecommunication facility will be unmanned, and will not require regular
staff to travel to and from the facility. Personnel will only be required to visit the facility for
emergency or maintenance purposes, and thus the potential for an increase in GHG emissions as
a result of vehicle traffic for staff is less than significant. The proposed facility does consist of a
backup generator that will be used to power the facility in emergency situations. The proposed
generator includes a diesel engine which will be tested weekly for 15 minutes to ensure that the
unit is operating properly. Due to the fact that the generator will only be used to power the facility
in emergency situations and will be tested for short intervals, it is clear that the emissions from
the generator will be far less than the 1,100 MT carbon dioxide threshold mentioned above and
will not result in significant levels of GHG that will impact the environment. Therefore, the
proposed facility will have a less than significant impact on the generation of greenhouse gas
emissions.

b)

Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? (Less than significant)
Due to the size and scope of the proposed telecommunications facility, and in accordance with
the Contra Costa County Climate Action Plan, any impacts to the amount of greenhouse gas
emissions in the County would be negligible. The facility will be unmanned and will not require
regular staff to travel to and from the facility. Additionally, the proposed emergency generator
will only be used in emergency situations and during periodic testing to ensure functionality. The
emissions generated as a result of these actions will be far less than the 1,100 MT carbon dioxide
threshold and will not result in significant levels of GHG that will conflict with any applicable
plan pertaining to the reduction of GHG. There may be some increase in greenhouse gases as a
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result of the project, but they would be considered less than significant due to the temporary nature
of the construction phase of the project.
9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard
or excessive noise for people residing or working
in the project area?
f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?
g) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? (Less than significant)
Due to the initial construction of the proposed wireless facility, temporary transportation of
fueling and other construction-related materials has the potential in causing less than significant
impacts to the environment. The proposed facility itself does not generate, routinely transport,
use, or dispose of hazardous materials.

b)

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the likely release of hazardous materials into
the environment? (Less than significant)
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The proposed facility itself does not consist of the generation, routine transport, use, or disposal
of hazardous materials. The temporary transportation of fueling and other construction-related
materials during the initial construction phase has a less than significant impact for the accidental
release of hazardous materials into the environment.
c)

Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? (Less than
significant)
The proposed project does not consist of the generation, routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials. The proposed wireless facility is not located within one-quarter mile of an
existing or proposed school, with the closest school being located approximately one-half mile
from the subject property. The only aspect of the property with potential to use hazardous
materials would be during the initial construction phase for the temporary transportation of fueling
and other construction-related materials will occur. The impact on any schools within the vicinity
of the project will be less than significant.

d)

Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment? (No impact)
Pursuant to the Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List (Cortese List) maintained by the
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), the subject property is not identified
as a hazardous materials site.

e)

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area? (No impact)
The project is not located within the vicinity of any public airport or public use airport and will
not conflict with airport land use plan. Therefore, the proposed wireless facility will have no
impact on safety or excessive noise for people residing in or working in the project area.

f)

Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? (Less than significant)
The proposed wireless telecommunication facility will be located completely within the
boundaries of the subject property, and will not interfere with transport or access along any
roadways or waterways that may be part of an emergency response or evacuation plan. In addition,
the proposed project does not include the removal or alteration of any existing structures or other
mediums of mass communication which may be utilized to execute an emergency response or
evacuation plan. The proposed project includes the installation of a new wireless
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telecommunication facility that will increase the coverage, range, and efficiency of wireless
communications within the County; and potentially benefits existing emergency response and/or
evacuation plans.
g)

Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? (Less than significant)
The subject property is located within the service area of the Contra Costa County Fire Protection
District. The Department of Conservation and Development, Community Development Division
(CDD) generally refers requests for new land uses to the respective Fire District for review and
comment to ensure that the proposed project meets applicable fire codes. Such was done for the
proposed project, and there was no indication from the Fire District that the proposed project
would pose a significant fire risk. The Fire District advised that plans for the diesel generator
would need to be reviewed and approved in their offices to ensure that it complies with minimum
requirements related to fire and life safety. The fact that the design and location of the proposed
generator will be reviewed by the Fire District will ensure that any potential for exposure of people
or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires is reduced to a
less than significant level.
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY – Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge
requirements
or
otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water
quality?
b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that the project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river or through the addition
of impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would:
i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation onor off-site?
ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or off-site?
iii) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?
iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk
release of pollutants due to project inundation?
e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? (Less than significant)
The proposed wireless telecommunication facility will not increase the waste discharge at the
subject property. The daily operation of the proposed wireless telecommunication facility will not
involve commercial, manufacturing, or processing activities which would have the potential for
generating byproducts or other waste which would pose a significant risk for violating waste
discharge requirements or impacting water quality at the property if not disposed of correctly.

b)

Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management
of the basin? (Less than significant)
The subject property is located within the service area of and currently receives public water
services from the East Bay Municipal Utility District. There will be no interaction between the
proposed facility and any groundwater table or aquifer that may exist at the subject site. Based on
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the availability of public water services and the fact that the fenced area is on an existing paved
area for the EBMUD facility, the potential for the proposed project substantially depleting
groundwater supplies or interfering with groundwater recharge is less than significant.
c)

Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a
manner which would:
i)

Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? (Less than significant)
No stream or river will be altered as a result of any element of the proposed project. A
portion of the proposed wireless facility will be located in the area of the subject property
that was previously disturbed for the construction of the EBMUD water storage tank. The
antenna structures have a relatively low footprint and will not affect drainage in the area.
Therefore, the drainage patterns in this area of the property have already been altered and
Sunset Road contains local drainage infrastructure consisting of inlets and underground
pipes to collect and convey stormwater runoff. Based on the above, the potential for the
proposed project significantly altering drainage patterns in a manner that would result in
substantial erosion, flooding, or polluted runoff is less than significant.

ii)

Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site? (Less than significant)
No stream or river will be altered as a result of any element of the proposed project. A
portion of the proposed wireless facility will be located in the area of the subject property
that was previously disturbed for the construction of the EBMUD water storage tank. The
antenna structures have a relatively low footprint and will not affect drainage in the area.
Therefore, the drainage patterns in this area of the property have already been altered and
Sunset Road contains local drainage infrastructure consisting of inlets and underground
pipes to collect and convey stormwater runoff. Based on the above, the potential for the
proposed project significantly altering drainage patterns in a manner that would result in
substantial erosion, flooding, or polluted runoff is less than significant.

iii)

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?
(Less than significant)
No stream or river will be altered as a result of any element of the proposed project. A
portion of the proposed wireless facility will be located in the area of the subject property
that was previously disturbed for the construction of the EBMUD water storage tank. The
antenna structures have a relatively low footprint and will not affect drainage in the area.
Therefore, the drainage patterns in this area of the property have already been altered and
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Sunset Road contains local drainage infrastructure consisting of inlets and underground
pipes to collect and convey stormwater runoff. Based on the above, the potential for the
proposed project significantly altering drainage patterns in a manner that would result in
substantial erosion, flooding, or polluted runoff is less than significant.
iv)

Impede or redirect flood flows? (No impact)
No stream or river will be altered as a result of any element of the proposed project. A
portion of the proposed wireless facility will be located in the area of the subject property
that was previously disturbed for the construction of the EBMUD water storage tank. The
antenna structures have a relatively low footprint and will not affect drainage in the area.
Therefore, the drainage patterns in this area of the property have already been altered and
Sunset Road contains local drainage infrastructure consisting of inlets and underground
pipes to collect and convey stormwater runoff. Based on the above, the potential for the
proposed project significantly altering drainage patterns in a manner that would result in
substantial erosion, flooding, or polluted runoff is less than significant.

d)

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project risk release of pollutants due to
project inundation? (No impact)
Seiche, tsunami, and mudflow events are generally associated with large bodies or large flows of
water. The subject property is not located in close proximity to any of the County’s large water
bodies or natural water courses which would increase the potential for a seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow event. There is also no proposal to remove or modify any existing dam, levee, or other
infrastructure used to divert or otherwise control large volumes of water as part of the project.
Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact to current exposures of people or structures
to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding, seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

e)

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan? (No impact)
The proposed wireless telecommunications facility is small in scale and much of the project will
occur in an already disturbed area of the property. The antenna structures have a smaller footprint
and are unlikely to have an impact on drainage in the area. Based on the size and location of the
project there will be no conflict with or obstruction in the implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan.
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11. LAND USE AND PLANNING – Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project physically divide an established community? (No impact)
The proposed telecommunications facility will be entirely located within the existing boundaries
of the subject property. Therefore, there is no potential for physically dividing any established
communities.

b)

Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
(Less than significant)
The subject property is located within an area with a General Plan Land Use Element designation
of Public and Semi Public (PS). The purpose of the PS designation is for properties owned by
public governmental agencies. The proposed telecommunications facility will cover less than 1%
of the total area of the property, and therefore will not cause a significant impact to the amount of
property that is currently used or that has the capability of being used for public facilities.
Additionally, as proposed and conditioned, the proposed project will not conflict with the intent
and purpose of the Contra Costa County 2016 Telecommunications Ordinance (§88-24). Contra
Costa County has an adopted ordinance that specifically relates to the establishment of wireless
telecommunication facilities. The purpose of the Contra Costa County 2016 Telecommunication
Ordinance and the 2018 Telecommunication Policy is to establish development guidelines to
regulate the placement and design of commercial wireless telecommunication facilities in order
to preserve the unique visual character of the County and are consistent with federal and state law
related to the development of commercial wireless communication transmission facilities. Both
the ordinance and the policy are intended to mitigate visual impacts of the project. This is
consistent with the proposed design as the antennas will be stealthed as faux oak bushes.
Additionally, being a colocation eligible facility will help mitigate any future carriers that wish to
establish facilities in the area and will reduce the overall number of wireless telecommunication
sites.
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12. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locallyimportant mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state? (No impact)
According to Figure 8-4 (Mineral Resource Areas) of the Contra Costa County General Plan, the
subject property is not located within an area identified as a significant mineral resource area.
Additionally, staff is unaware of any prior studies done at the subject property that indicate the
presence of mineral resources.

b)

Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? (No impact)
According to Figure 8-4 (Mineral Resource Areas) of the Contra Costa County General Plan, the
subject property is not located within an area identified as a significant mineral resource area.
Additionally, staff is unaware of any prior studies done at the subject property that indicate the
presence of mineral resources.
13. NOISE – Would the project result in:
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the project in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?
b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration
or groundborne noise levels?
c) For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?
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SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? (Less than
significant with mitigation)
Figure 11-6 (Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise Environments) of the County General
Plan’s Noise Element indicates that noise exposure levels at or below 75 decibels are considered
as “Normally Acceptable” for land uses that fall within the “Utilities” land use category. Any
noise exposures above 75 decibels are generally considered as “Conditionally Acceptable”.
According to figure 11-6 of the County General Plan’s Noise Element, the conditionally
acceptable noise levels for residential land uses is 70 decibels, and normally acceptable up to 60
decibels. The subject property is located within a Single-Family Residential (R-20) Zoning
District. The applicant provided a noise study estimates that the noise level to the nearest property
will be at 46.1 decibels for typical operation of the facility, which is well below the County’s limit.
The maximum combined noise level for emergency operation of the generator would increase the
noise level at the nearest property to 52.7 decibels, also meeting the County’s limit.
Any production of noise levels in excess of established standards would be associated with the
construction phase of the proposed project, with the regular testing of the proposed generator, and
if the generator were to be utilized in an emergency situation. However, the noise produced during
these aspects of the proposed project would be temporary in nature. Therefore, the potential for
the proposed project creating substantial noise levels can be reduced to a less than significant
level.

b)

Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels? (Less than significant)
The proposed wireless telecommunication facility is a static improvement and has very little
potential for resulting in excessive ground borne vibration as a result of its daily use and operation.
Any ground borne vibration or ground borne noise that may be created as part of the project would
be produced during the construction phase. Therefore, any potential ground borne vibrations or
noise would be temporary in nature, and would be limited to the restricted construction hours as
typically conditioned for development permits approved by the County. Therefore, based on the
nature of the proposed improvements and the limited hours and overall anticipated duration for
the construction phase of the project, the potential for excessive ground borne vibration or ground
borne noise levels is less than significant.

c)

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would
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the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? (No
impact)
The subject property is not located within two miles of a public airport or airstrip, nor is it located
within an area covered by the County’s Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. The nearest public
airport is Byron Airport, which is located over 20 miles south of the subject property.
Potential Impacts:
During project installation, there may be periods of time where there would be loud noise from
the construction equipment, vehicles, and tools that would be noticeable at nearby residences.
Mitigation Measures:
NOI-1: The applicant shall make a good faith effort to minimize project-related disruptions to
adjacent properties, and to uses on the site. This shall be communicated to all projectrelated contractors.
NOI-2:

The applicant shall require their contractors and subcontractors to fit all internal
combustion engines with mufflers which are in good condition and shall locate
stationary noise-generating equipment such as air compressors as far away from
existing residences as possible.

NOI-3: Large trucks and heavy equipment are subject to the same restrictions that are imposed
on construction activates, except the hours are limited to 9:00 am to 4:00 pm.
NOI-4: All construction activities shall be limited to the hours of 8:00 am to 5:00 pm, Monday
through Friday, and are prohibited on state and federal holidays on the calendar dates
that these holidays are observed by the state or federal government as listed below:















New Year’s Day (State and Federal)
Birthday of Martin Luther King, Jr. (State and Federal)
Washington’s Birthday (Federal)
Lincoln’s Birthday (State)
President’s Day (State and Federal)
Cesar Chavez Day (State)
Memorial Day (State and Federal)
Independence Day (State and Federal)
Labor Day (State and Federal)
Columbus Day (State and Federal)
Veterans Day (State and Federal)
Thanksgiving Day (State and Federal)
Day after Thanksgiving (State)
Christmas Day (State and Federal)
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14. POPULATION AND HOUSING – Would the project:
a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth
in an area, either directly (e.g., by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g.,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people
or housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly
(e.g., by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or
other infrastructure)? (No impact)
The proposed project consists of constructing a new wireless telecommunication facility. The
proposed wireless facility is not an improvement of a nature that will directly or indirectly cause
a substantial increase in population. Additionally, the project will be occurring on a parcel of land
that is used for public services (water storage), and has no potential to displace any existing
housing in the area.

b)

Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? (No impact)
The proposed project consists of constructing a new wireless telecommunication facility. The
proposed wireless facility is not an improvement of a nature that will directly or indirectly cause
a substantial increase in population. Additionally, the project will be occurring on a parcel of land
that is used for public services (water storage), and has no potential to displace any existing
housing in the area.
15. PUBLIC SERVICES – Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:
a) Fire Protection?
b) Police Protection?
c) Schools?
d) Parks?
e) Other public facilities?
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SUMMARY:
Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:
a)

Fire Protection? (Less than significant)
The proposed project consists of establishing a wireless telecommunications facility on an existing
agricultural property. Compliance with the applicable Building and Fire Codes implies that any
construction would result in a Less Than Significant Impact related to increased fire protection
needs stemming from the proposed diesel generator.

b)

Police Protection? (No impact)
The proposed facility will be un-manned, and will only require a power source for operation. The
project does not include the establishment of uses that require the services of any governmental
facility. Therefore, there is no potential for the need to add new governmental facilities or to
modify any existing governmental facilities.

c)

Schools? (No impact)
The proposed facility will be un-manned, and will only require a power source for operation. The
project does not include the establishment of uses that require the services of any governmental
facility. Therefore, there is no potential for the need to add new governmental facilities or to
modify any existing governmental facilities.

d)

Parks? (No impact)
The proposed facility will be un-manned, and will only require a power source for operation. The
project does not include the establishment of uses that require the services of any governmental
facility. Therefore, there is no potential for the need to add new governmental facilities or to
modify any existing governmental facilities.

e)

Other public facilities?
Libraries: (No impact)
The proposed facility will be un-manned, and will only require a power source for operation. The
project does not include the establishment of uses that require the services of any governmental
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facility. Therefore, there is no potential for the need to add new governmental facilities or to
modify any existing governmental facilities.
Health Facilities: (No impact)
The proposed facility will be un-manned, and will only require a power source for operation. The
project does not include the establishment of uses that require the services of any governmental
facility. Therefore, there is no potential for the need to add new governmental facilities or to
modify any existing governmental facilities.
16. RECREATION

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated? (No impact)
The deterioration, daily use, and demand for neighborhood parks and other recreational resources
is largely dependent on the number of people in the surrounding area and the frequency in which
they utilize those resources. As discussed in the Population and Housing Section of this study, the
proposed project will not result in a significant population increase in the County. In addition, the
proposed land use is not of the type that would otherwise result in the increased use of recreational
areas within the County. Therefore, there is no potential for the proposed project causing
substantial physical deterioration or requiring the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities in a manner that would have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

b)

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? (No
impact)
The deterioration, daily use, and demand for neighborhood parks and other recreational resources
is largely dependent on the number of people in the surrounding area and the frequency in which
they utilize those resources. As discussed in the Population and Housing Section of this study, the
proposed project will not result in a significant population increase in the County. In addition, the
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proposed land use is not of the type that would otherwise result in the increased use of recreational
areas within the County. Therefore, there is no potential for the proposed project causing
substantial physical deterioration or requiring the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities in a manner that would have an adverse physical effect on the environment.
17. TRANSPORTATION – Would the project:
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or
policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle, and
pedestrian facilities?
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3(b)?
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
d) Result in inadequate emergency access?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities? (Less than significant)
The proposed wireless telecommunication facility will be unmanned as it does not require
personnel for its daily operation. Employees of the wireless carrier will only need to visit the
facility for occasional maintenance activities. Therefore, the increase in trips to and from the
property as a result of the wireless telecommunication facility will be negligible. Based on the
above, the proposed project has a less than significant potential for exceeding the capacity of the
existing circulation system or conflicting with an applicable congestion management program.

b)

Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b)? (Less
than significant)
The proposed wireless telecommunication facility will be unmanned as it does not require
personnel for its daily operation. Employees of the wireless carrier will only need to visit the
facility for occasional maintenance activities. Therefore, the increase in trips to and from the
property as a result of the wireless telecommunication facility will be negligible. Based on the
above, the proposed project has a less than significant potential for exceeding the capacity of the
existing circulation system or conflicting with an applicable congestion management program.

c)

Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? (No impact)
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The proposed telecommunication facility will be located entirely on private property, and will not
encroach into any adjacent properties or the public right-of-way. The proposed project also does
not require the creation or alteration of any existing roads or other transportation elements within
the County utility easement. Therefore, the proposed project has no potential for substantially
increasing road hazards or adversely impacting existing emergency access, to the subject property
or other properties within the County.
d)

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? (No impact)
The proposed telecommunication facility will be located entirely on private property, and will not
encroach into any adjacent properties or the public right-of-way. The proposed project also does
not require the creation or alteration of any existing roads or other transportation elements within
the County utility easement. Therefore, the proposed project has no potential for substantially
increasing road hazards or adversely impacting existing emergency access, to the subject property
or other properties within the County.
18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a
site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:
a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?
b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1?

SUMMARY:
Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that
is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:
a)

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)? (Less
than significant with mitigation)
Neither the subject property nor any of the existing structures located at the wireless facility are
listed on Contra Costa County’s Historic Resources Inventory (updated through December 2010).
There is no evidence that the property has potential to be listed on any historic resource list.
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Additionally, there is no indication that this property holds any cultural value to a California
Native American tribe. The Tribes were contacted for an opportunity to request consultation, but
they did not request any consultation with our department. However, there is a possibilities of
cultural resources to be found within the vicinity of the project. With the Mitigations CUL-1
through CULT-3 impacts to tribal cultural resources will be less than significant.
b)

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1? (Less than significant with mitigation)
Neither the subject property nor any of the existing structures located at the wireless facility are
listed on Contra Costa County’s Historic Resources Inventory (updated through December 2010).
There is no evidence that the property has potential to be listed on any historic resource list.
Additionally, there is no indication that this property holds any cultural value to a California
Native American tribe. The Tribes were contacted for an opportunity to request consultation, but
they did not request any consultation with our department. However, there is a possibilities of
cultural resources to be found within the vicinity of the project. With the Mitigations CUL-1
through CULT-3 impacts to tribal cultural resources will be less than significant.
19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS – Would the project:
a) Require or result in the relocation or construction
of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment,
or storm water drainage, electric power, natural
gas, or telecommunication facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry, and multiple
dry years?
c) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider, which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve
the project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?
d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment
of solid waste reduction goals?
e) Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

SUMMARY:
a)

Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment, or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
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telecommunication facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects? (No impact)
The proposed project consists of establishing a wireless telecommunications facility. The
proposed use is not one that will produce solid or liquid waste as a byproduct of the facility’s
operation. Therefore, there will be no need for new or expanded wastewater services.
b)

Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years? (No impact)
The proposed project consists of establishing a wireless telecommunications facility. The
proposed use is not one that will produce solid or liquid waste as a byproduct of the facility’s
operation. Therefore, there will be no need for new or expanded wastewater services.

c)

Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments? (No impact)
The proposed project consists of establishing a wireless telecommunications facility. The
proposed use is not one that will produce solid or liquid waste as a byproduct of the facility’s
operation. Therefore, there will be no need for new or expanded wastewater services.

d)

Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction
goals? (No impact)
The proposed project consists of establishing a wireless telecommunications facility. The
proposed use is not one that will produce solid or liquid waste as a byproduct of the facility’s
operation. Therefore, there will be no need for new or expanded wastewater services.

e)

Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? (No impact)
The proposed project consists of establishing a wireless telecommunications facility. The
proposed use is not one that will produce solid or liquid waste as a byproduct of the facility’s
operation. Therefore, there will be no need for new or expanded wastewater services.
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20. WILDFIRE – If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire
hazard severity zones, would the project:
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby, expose
project occupants to pollutant concentrations
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?
c) Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or
other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or
that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts
to the environment?
d) Expose people or structures to significant risks,
including downslope or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

SUMMARY:
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones,
would the project:
a)

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? (Less
than significant)
Wireless telecommunications facilities are not typically associated with an elevated risk of fire.
There is no proposal to alter infrastructure, including fire hydrants, or communications as part of
this project. The project was routed to the San Ramon Valley Fire District, who did not indicate
any concerns with an elevated fire risk for the site. The implementation of an emergency response
or evacuation plan will not be effected by the installation of the wireless telecommunications
facility.

b)

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby, expose
project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire? (Less than significant)
The project will not be located in a high wildfire area. The structures will undergo a structural
review as part of obtaining a building permit and will be periodically inspected throughout the
building permit process. Due to this, it is unlikely that the facility will fall due to high winds and
slope. Additionally, the project is not located in a heavily wooded area, meaning that there is not
a lot of fuel sources for potential wildfires that would contribute to spread of pollutants or
uncontrolled wildfire.
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Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks,
emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? (Less than significant)
The proposed project will not require the installation or maintenance of infrastructure for
emergency services. All infrastructure to access the site is existing, and no new extensions are
required to support the project.

d)

Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? (Less than
significant)
A portion of the proposed telecommunications facility will be built on an already disturbed area
of the property, and the antenna structures will have a small footprint. There will be less than
significant impacts on downslope instability due flooding or landslide caused by post fire.
21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal, or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?
b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually
limited,
but
cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects.)
c) Does the project have environmental effects,
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

SUMMARY:
a)

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory? (Less than
significant with mitigation)
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The proposed project would be constructed on a 1,456 square-foot portion of the 12.653 acre
subject property. As discussed in various sections of the Initial Study, including in the
“aesthetics”, “air quality”, “cultural”, and “noise” sections, the project could have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment; however, with incorporation of the identified mitigation
measures as part of the project, all potential impacts will be less than significant.
b)

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects.) (Less than significant)
At the time this initial study was drafted, there were no concurrent project proposals for the subject
property to staff’s knowledge that would have a cumulative considerable impact in connection
with this proposed telecommunications facility. There may be additional development proposed
on the subject property at a future time. However, any subsequent development of the subject
property would be subject to review under the guidelines of CEQA.

c)

Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly? (Less than significant)
The proposed wireless telecommunication facility will generate radio waves used for wireless
telecommunication services in the area. As of the date of this initial study staff is unaware of any
studies which have made conclusive findings to indicate that the use of radio waves causes
significant impacts to humans. That being said, an RF energy compliance report was completed
to determine if the RF exposure produced by the proposed facility would be in compliance with
levels allowed by the Federal Communications Commission. The January 23, 2019 report by
Hammett & Edison, Inc., Consulting Engineers found that the proposed facility will not exceed
the maximum permitted exposure (MPE) limits as monitored by the Federal Communications
Commission, and thus the facility will not have an adverse impact on human beings.
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