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Subject Notice of Preparation of a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact 

Report for the Isabel Neighborhood Specific Plan Amendment 
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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

In 2018, the Isabel Neighborhood Specific Plan (INSP) was prepared to guide future 
development of the area surrounding the San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) 
station in the Interstate 580 (I-580) median at Isabel Avenue. The INSP included land use 
designations and zoning to replace those defined in the General Plan and Development Code, 
respectively. The INSP defined the Isabel Neighborhood, or Planning Area, and identified new 
residential areas both north and south of I-580, a range of employment-generating uses near 
the proposed Isabel Avenue BART station, neighborhood parks, and associated bicycle and 
trail improvements. A Program-level Environmental Impact Report (EIR) analyzed the 
potential environmental impacts associated with the adoption of the INSP. 

The Livermore City Council adopted the INSP and certified the Final EIR on May 14, 2018. 
However, implementation of the INSP was conditioned on the extension of conventional, or 
full, BART service to the Isabel Neighborhood. On May 24, 2018, the BART Board of Directors 
voted not to advance full BART to Livermore. The BART Board also voted to not advance the 
alternatives analyzed in the BART to Livermore Extension EIR. Thus, the INSP did not go into 
effect. However, the 2018 INSP Program EIR remains certified. 

Efforts are now underway to connect San Joaquin Valley to the Tri-Valley with the Valley Link 
rail project, which includes a rail station at Isabel Avenue at the same location as previously 
proposed for the BART to Livermore extension. The City of Livermore is currently preparing 
updates to reflect the change in transit systems, referred to as the INSP Amendment. The INSP 
Amendment retains the land use designations, densities/intensities, proposed streets/street 
system, and other features of the previously adopted INSP.  

This Initial Study (IS) has been prepared by the City of Livermore in accordance with the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to determine environmental topics that require 
additional environmental review given the changes in rail technology surrounding the Isabel 
Neighborhood. Because the INSP Amendment retains the land uses of the original INSP, many 
of impacts of the original INSP will be the same or similar to those previously evaluated and 
do not require further study. However, some of the impacts—such as those relating to 
transportation—may differ because of the change in rail technology. The City of Livermore 
intends to prepare a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the INSP 
Amendment focused on those topics for which additional environmental review is warranted. 
The Valley Link rail system is undergoing its own environmental review separate from the 
INSP Amendment.  

Pursuant to Section 15367 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City of Livermore is the Lead Agency 
for purposes of environmental review under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). “Lead agency” is defined by Section 21067 of CEQA as “the public agency which has 
the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project which may have a 
significant effect upon the environment.” 
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Lead Agency Contact:  

Ashley McBride, Associate Planner 
City of Livermore, Planning Division 
1052 South Livermore Avenue 
Livermore, CA 94550 

This section explains the background and purpose of the IS and establishes its context and 
scope. This IS is organized into the following sections: 

A. Project Background and Prior CEQA Analyses – Describes the history of the INSP; 

B. Project Description – Describes the project location, existing conditions, and project 
characteristics for the INSP; 

C. Environmental Analysis – Compares the environmental analysis conducted in the 
2018 EIR to the environmental impacts anticipated in the INSP and determines 
whether additional environmental analysis is required in the SEIR. This section 
includes the Mandatory Findings of Significance. 

D. References 

E. List of Preparers 
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A. PROJECT BACKGROUND AND PRIOR CEQA ANALYSES  

In 2018, the Isabel Neighborhood Specific Plan (INSP) was prepared to guide future 
development of the area surrounding the San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) 
station in the Interstate 580 (I-580) median at Isabel Avenue. The INSP included land use 
designations and zoning to replace those defined in the General Plan and Development Code, 
respectively. The INSP defined the Isabel Neighborhood, or Planning Area, and identified new 
residential areas both north and south of I-580, a range of employment-generating uses near 
the proposed Isabel Avenue BART station, neighborhood parks, and associated bicycle and 
trail improvements. A Program-level Environmental Impact Report (EIR) analyzed the 
potential environmental impacts associated with the adoption of the INSP. 

Additionally, BART conducted a project-level EIR titled BART to Livermore Extension Project 
(SCH #2012082104). This report evaluated the construction of the BART rail extension, 
including the BART station at Isabel Avenue, associated parking, storage and maintenance 
facilities, and the operation of new BART and bus service. The BART to Livermore Extension 
project also included conceptual plans for alternatives to the proposed project: a No Project 
Alternative, a Diesel Municipal Unit (DMU) or Electric Multiple Unit (EMU) Alternative, an 
Express Bus/Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Alternative, and an Enhanced Bus Alternative. The 
Draft EIR was released for public review on July 31, 2017, and the Final Environmental 
Impact Report was released on May 11, 2018.  

On May 14, 2018 the City Council approved the INSP contingent on the BART Board of 
Directors approval of an extension of conventional, or full, BART to Isabel Avenue. The City 
Council also certified the 2018 EIR (SCH #2016042039) for the project. At its May 24, 2018 
Board meeting, the BART Board voted to certify the BART to Livermore Extension Project 
Final EIR, but to not advance the Proposed Conventional BART Extension to Livermore. The 
Board also voted to not advance the DMU/EMU Alternative, Express Bus/BRT Alternative, or 
the Enhanced Bus Alternative. Thus, the INSP did not go into effect. However, the 2018 INSP 
EIR remains certified.  

The 2018 INSP EIR addressed the following environmental impact topics: 

- Land Use, Population, and Housing 
- Traffic and Transportation 
- Air Quality 
- Energy, Greenhouse Gases, and Climate Change 
- Aesthetics 
- Noise 
- Biological Resources 
- Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
- Hydrology and Water Quality 
- Utilities and Service Systems 
- Public Services and Recreation 
- Geology and Soils 
- Cultural and Tribal Resources 
- Agricultural Resources 
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Since the BART Board’s decision to not extend the system to Livermore, efforts have been 
underway on the Valley Link rail system, which will connect San Joaquin Valley to the Tri-
Valley. This effort is being led by the Tri-Valley San Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority 
(Authority), established by Assembly Bill (AB) 758, which was signed by Governor Jerry 
Brown in October 2017. Valley Link is proposed as a fixed-rail service from the existing 
Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station to the approved Altamont Corridor Express (ACE) North 
Lathrop Station. The Valley Link rail system is undergoing its own environmental review 
separate from the INSP Amendment. More information on the Valley Link rail project is 
available at https://www.valleylinkrail.com.  

The City of Livermore is currently amending the INSP to replace the BART station at Isabel 
Avenue with a Valley Link station at Isabel Avenue.  

https://www.valleylinkrail.com/
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B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Project Location 

The City of Livermore is located in eastern Alameda County along the north and south sides 
of I-580. The City limits encompass approximately 25 square miles within the Livermore 
Valley; to the north, south, and east of Livermore are rolling hills, and to the west are the cities 
of Pleasanton and Dublin. The Livermore Valley, the San Ramon Valley to the north, and the 
Amador Valley to the west together comprise the Tri-Valley, a major population and 
employment area within the nine-county Bay Area region.  

The Planning Area covers approximately 1,138 acres, or about 7.1 percent of the City. It is 
located in northwest Livermore about 2.5 miles from the Downtown. The northern edges of 
the Planning Area boundary are generally congruent with the Livermore City Limits and the 
Livermore Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Areas that are outside of the City Limits include a 
21-acre unincorporated County island in the southeast corner of the Planning Area. This area 
is within the UGB but outside of the City Limits.  

The Planning Area is bisected by I-580. North Canyons Parkway-Portola Avenue, a major 
east-west street, runs through the northern part of the Planning Area. Isabel Avenue (State 
Route 84) runs north-south through the Planning Area as a state highway south of the I-580 
interchange and a major city street north of the I-580 interchange. The proposed Isabel Valley 
Link station is located within the I-580 median on the east side of the Isabel Avenue 
interchange.  

While the INSP Amendment addresses the entire 1,138 acres of the Planning Area, a majority 
of the proposed changes, analysis, and recommendations focus on the area within the one-
half mile radius of the proposed Isabel Valley Link station location.  

Existing Conditions 

The Planning Area encompasses about 1,138 acres. Streets and other rights of way total about 
219 acres, resulting in approximately 919 acres of net developable area. About 257 acres, or 
28 percent of the developable land, is current vacant or underutilized, with about 150 acres 
of this within one-half mile of the proposed rail station. In addition to vacant/undeveloped 
land, another approximately 98 acres are opportune for reuse or intensification. 

Project Characteristics 

The City of Livermore is now considering allowing INSP to be implemented contingent on the 
Valley Link rail system. In addition, the following changes to the previously-adopted INSP are 
proposed in the Amendment: 

• Removal of the Parking Overlay applied to the commercial/mixed-use area north of 
the rail station. This Parking Overlay was envisioned in the INSP to suggest a location 
for an overflow BART parking structure shared with commercial uses should that 
have become necessary given that the previously proposed BART station was an end-
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of-the line station attracting a large number of drive-to patrons. In contrast, the Valley 
Link Isabel station would be an intermediate station with different ridership 
estimates than BART. Valley Link would have a connection and terminus at 
Dublin/Pleasanton BART station. 

• Acknowledgement of replacement of the BART station with the Valley Link station, 
with slight shifts in locations of connections (pedestrian bridges over I-580) 
proposed to integrate the station with the Isabel Neighborhood. The design and 
environmental evaluation of the Valley Link system, including the Isabel station and 
associated parking, is being led by the Authority. As envisioned by that team, the 
Valley Link station parking will be in the same location (immediately to the south of 
the station) as previously proposed by the BART station design team.  

No other changes to the adopted INSP are proposed. 
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C. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

 Introduction and Summary of Findings 

This Initial Study is intended to serve as the environmental documentation for the City of 
Livermore’s proposed INSP Amendment.  

An evaluation of the proposed project is provided in the checklists and impact assessments 
below to document the determination that no new or more severe significant impacts would 
occur as a result of project changes for the following topics: Land Use, Population, and 
Housing; Aesthetics; Biological Resources; Hazards and Hazardous Materials; Hydrology and 
Water Quality; Utilities and Service Systems; Public Services and Recreation; Geology and 
Soils; Cultural and Tribal Resources; and Agricultural Resources. Impacts for the following 
topics may be different than those previously evaluated given the changed rail transportation 
system, and will be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR: 

- Air Quality 
- Energy, Greenhouse Gases, and Climate Change 
- Noise 
- Traffic and Transportation 

Impacts from the proposed INSP Amendment are evaluated based on the impact criteria in 
the 2018 Final EIR. 

Evaluation of Environmental Impacts 

1. Land Use, Population, and Housing 

Land Use, Population, 

and Housing 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

Final EIR 

(FEIR) 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Physically divide an 

established 

community; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.1-

1 

No  No  No N/A 

b. Conflict with an 

applicable land use 

plan, policy, or 

regulation of an 

agency with 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.1-

2 

 No  No  No N/A 
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Land Use, Population, 

and Housing 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

Final EIR 

(FEIR) 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

jurisdiction over the 

project (including, 

but not limited to the 

general plan, specific 

plan, local coastal 

project, or zoning 

ordinance) adopted 

for the purpose of 

avoiding or 

mitigating an 

environmental effect; 

c. Induce substantial 

population growth in 

an area, either 

directly (for example, 

by proposing new 

homes and 

businesses) or 

indirectly (for 

example, through 

extension of roads or 

other infrastructure); 

or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.1-

3 

 No  No  No N/A 

d. Displace substantial 

numbers of existing 

housing or people, 

necessitating the 

construction of 

replacement housing 

elsewhere. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.1-

4 

 No  No  No N/A 

 

Division of Existing Community and Compatibility with Existing Land Use Plans 
(Criteria 1a, 1b) 
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The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would have a 
less-than-significant impact on the continuity of established communities. As described in the 
2018 EIR, the INSP’s goals and policies, along with its land use diagram and development 
standards for each land use designation, were designed to promote compatibility with 
existing uses. The INSP also includes a fine-grained street grid, transportation improvements, 
and policies for multi-modal accessibility, all of which would enhance connectivity within the 
Planning Area and improve linkages with surrounding areas. The INSP does not allow for 
development of new neighborhoods distant or divided from established communities. By 
creating a high-intensity neighborhood with a variety of land uses near a Valley Link rail 
station, the project would help implement existing General Plan goals to promote multi-
modal transportation and create high-intensity mixed-use development near transit. 
Additionally, the INSP’s emphasis on mixed-use, compact development and pedestrian- and 
bicycle-friendly streets within the Isabel Priority Development Area (PDA) and the 
opportunities to attract new jobs, retail, and housing are compatible with the goals of Plan 
Bay Area and SB 375. 

Proposed improvements to existing roadways and infrastructure would not introduce new 
physical divisions. The proposed new streets would help provide multi-modal connectivity 
between and within new residential communities, rather than divide existing communities.  

The INSP Amendment would continue replace the existing General Plan and zoning standards 
in the Planning Area. In addition, the General Plan and Development Code would still be 
amended to accommodate development resulting from implementing the INSP, thereby 
fulfilling General Plan goals. The INSP Amendment would not conflict with other applicable 
agencies’ plans, policies, or regulations. 

Like the INSP, the INSP Amendment is predicated upon the installation of transit service in 
the median of I-580. The Valley Link rail system itself would not introduce a new physical 
division, as it is in the median of a freeway. Furthermore, the Valley Link rail project includes 
a pedestrian bridge across I-580 that would provide a safe pedestrian crossing of the freeway 
and strengthen the connection between the two sides of the freeway. The INSP Amendment 
eliminates the parking overlay that was previously intended to accommodate the parking 
demand associated with the installation of the BART station. Elimination of this parking 
overlay is not anticipated to be associated with any new detrimental impacts on community 
continuity or compatibility with applicable land use plans. The INSP Amendment contains no 
other land use changes, and thus will not lead to any differences in environmental impact 
compared to that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Population Growth and Displacement (Criteria 1c, d) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would have a 
less-than-significant impact on local population growth and associated displacement.  

Analysis in the 2018 EIR demonstrates that implementation of the INSP would result in 
approximately 4,095 new housing units. This level of development would result in 
approximately 9,800 new residents, which would represent an 11 percent increase in the 
city’s population over the 2016 estimate of 89,115 residents. The addition of approximately 
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9,800 new residents would represent a substantial share of planned growth in the city. 
However, the direct inducement of population growth through new housing and businesses 
is not a significant impact because this level of development is within the overall General Plan 
capacity and would be paced as part of the City’s growth management program and the INSP’s 
phasing program.  

As the majority of new development resulting from the INSP would be concentrated on vacant 
sites in and around the proposed Isabel Valley Link station or would consist of the re-use of 
existing non-residential development, the 2018 EIR concludes that the INSP would not result 
in the direct displacement of any housing or residents. 

None of the changes included in the INSP Amendment are anticipated to result in a difference 
in the final population size of the Isabel Neighborhood at buildout, compared to what was 
analyzed in the 2018 EIR. Likewise, the INSP Amendment does not contain any changes 
regarding the location of future housing units. Therefore, implementation of the changes 
contained within the INSP Amendment is not anticipated to result in a significant difference 
in environmental impact, compared to that identified in the 2018 EIR.  

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, as well as 
the revisions contained within the INSP Amendment, implementation of the INSP 
Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of impacts identified, nor would it 
result in new significant impacts related to land use, population, or housing that were not 
identified in the 2018 EIR. The 2018 EIR did not identify any mitigation measures related to 
land use, population, and housing, and none would be required for the INSP Amendment. 
Since the original approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, nor have 
environmental conditions changed, such that new environmental impacts would be expected 
to emerge or previously identified impacts would become more severe. 

2. Traffic and Transportation 

Traffic and 

Transportation 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Conflict with 

applicable plan, 

ordinance or policy 

establishing 

measures of 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.2-1 

 To be evaluated in Supplemental EIR 
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Traffic and 

Transportation 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

effectiveness for the 

performance of the 

circulation system, 

taking into account 

all modes of 

transportation 

including mass 

transit and non-

motorized travel and 

relevant components 

of the circulation 

system, including but 

not limited to 

intersections, streets, 

highways and 

freeways, pedestrian 

and bicycle paths, 

and mass transit; 

b. Conflict with an 

applicable congestion 

management 

program, including, 

but not limited to 

level of service 

standards established 

by the county 

congestion 

management agency 

for designated roads 

or highways; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.2-2 

 To be evaluated in Supplemental EIR 

c. Result in a change in 

air traffic patterns, 

including either an 

increase in traffic 

levels or a change in 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.2-3 

No No No N/A 
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Traffic and 

Transportation 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

location that results 

in substantial safety 

risks; 

d. Substantially increase 

hazards due to a 

design feature (e.g., 

sharp curves or 

dangerous 

intersections) or 

incompatible uses 

(e.g., farm 

equipment); 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.2-4 

No No No N/A 

e. Result in adequate 

emergency access; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.2-5 

No No No N/A 

f. Conflict with adopted 

policies, plans, or 

programs regarding 

public transit, bicycle, 

or pedestrian 

facilities, or 

otherwise decrease 

the performance or 

safety of such 

facilities. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.2-6 

No No No N/A 

 

Circulation and Traffic Congestion (Criteria 2a, 2b) 

The 2018 EIR considered possible impacts of the INSP on circulation and congestion under a 
variety of development scenarios and timescales. Traffic impacts on freeway segments—
including freeway general purpose lane segments and freeway express lane segments— and 
arterial segments were considered. The 2018 EIR ultimately concluded that impacts would 
be significant and unavoidable.  
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Under both the 2025 Near Term Plus Project condition and 2040 Cumulative Plus Project 
condition, the 2018 EIR demonstrated that intersection operations would degrade 
considerably compared to the corresponding No Project Condition, with unacceptable 
operations occurring at the intersection of North Livermore Avenue & Portola Avenue (#3) 
during the weekday AM and PM peak hours. The 2018 EIR states that, while adding additional 
left turn lanes to the impacted intersection may alleviate some of the congestion-related 
impacts associated with the INSP, road widening is not a valid mitigation measure because of 
roadway right-of-way constraints on North Livermore Avenue and Portola Avenue. 

Under the 2025 Near Term Plus Project condition, the 2018 EIR determined that no 
significant traffic impacts would occur on general purpose freeway segments. Under the 2040 
Cumulative Plus Project condition, the 2018 EIR determined that significant traffic impacts 
would occur on three general purpose freeway segments: North Livermore Avenue to Isabel 
Avenue, Springtown Boulevard/ First Street to North Livermore Avenue, and Vasco Road to 
Springtown Boulevard/ First Street. 

On Freeway Express Lane Segments, the 2018 EIR determined that under the 2025 Near 
Term Plus Project Condition, no significant circulation impacts were expected to occur. This 
was also found to be true under the 2040 Cumulative Plus Project condition, assuming that 
the HOV policy is changed such that only vehicles transported three or more people are 
permitted to use the HOV lane. 

Arterial segment forecasts were extracted from the modified version of Alameda CTC’s 
Countywide Travel Demand Model to generate future-year peak-hour volumes. These 
volumes are used to calculate volume-to-capacity ratios and determine impacts. The analysis 
relied on the Highway Capacity Manual 2010 (HCM) arterial capacity methodology for 
determining level of service. Under the 2025 Near Term Condition, the 2018 EIR determined 
that no arterial segments would experience significant circulation or congestion impacts. 
Under the 2040 Cumulative Plus Project condition, two arterial segments were predicted to 
experience significant traffic or circulation impacts: Airway Boulevard, west of Isabel Avenue; 
and Isabel Avenue south of Stanley Boulevard. 

Additionally, the 2018 EIR concluded that no feasible mitigation measures exist to alleviate 
traffic impacts on freeway and arterial segments, as the analysis either already assumes that 
typical mitigation measures such as adding or modifying ramp metering, adding express 
lanes, and road widening will occur over the lifetime of the project, or assumes that physical 
constraints and concern regarding environmental impacts prevent the construction of 
capacity enhancements.  

Modifications introduced in the INSP Amendment constitute a significant enough departure 
from the INSP that previously unidentified impacts to circulation and traffic congestion may 
result, or the significance of previously identified impacts may increase. Further analysis 
pertaining to traffic congestion and circulation impacts in the SEIR is thus required. 

Result in a Change in Air Traffic Patterns (Criterion 2c) 
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The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
air traffic patterns would be less than significant. The Livermore Municipal Airport (LVK) is 
located just southwest of the Planning Area. As such, the INSP would increase the number of 
residents exposed to overflight noise and may increase noise complaints. Given the potential 
that some pilots may avoid flying over new residential development, the 2018 EIR concludes 
that implementation of the INSP could indirectly change typical flight patterns. However, the 
take-offs and landing approaches would not change, and the INSP does not propose any 
elements that would directly affect the established flight patterns for LVK. In addition, the 
INSP is generally consistent with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan and federal aviation 
regulations on height and safety. 

None of the changes contained in the INSP Amendment would change the relationship 
between new development and the Livermore Municipal Airport, compared to that analyzed 
in the 2018 EIR. Therefore, implementation of the INSP Amendment is not anticipated to 
result in any significantly different environmental impact, compared to that identified in the 
2018 EIR.  
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Hazards and Emergency Access (Criteria 2d, 2e) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the effect of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
exposure to hazardous design features would be less than significant. New roadways and 
traffic signals would be designed to City Design standards, including those that account for 
emergency access, and therefore should not substantially increase hazards or result in 
adequate emergency access. 

None of the changes contained in the INSP Amendment are associated with changes in 
emergency access, or hazard exposure. Therefore, implementation of the INSP Amendment 
is not anticipated to be associated with any change in environmental impact, compared to 
that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conflict with Adopted Policies, Plans, or Programs Regarding Public Transit, Bicycle, 
or Pedestrian Facilities, or Otherwise Decrease the Performance or Safety of Such 
Facilities (Criterion 2f) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would have no 
impact on the performance or safety of public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. The 
INSP emphasizes multimodal circulation, accommodating vehicular through traffic but at a 
slow pace that substantially improves safety for pedestrians and cyclists compared to 
traditional higher-speed roadway systems. Primary pedestrian street crossings on major 
streets would occur at signals, which include specific provisions to minimize conflicts 
between vehicular traffic and non-motorized transportation users. 

The INSP Amendment contains no changes that would impact the performance or safety of 
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, compared to what was analyzed in the 2018 
EIR. Therefore, implementation of the INSP Amendment is not anticipated to be associated 
with any change in environmental impact, compared to that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, as well as 
the revisions contained within the INSP Amendment, implementation of the INSP 
Amendment may substantially increase the impacts identified, or result in new significant 
impacts, pertaining to circulation and traffic congestion. Therefore, the SEIR will include 
further analysis pertaining to traffic congestion and circulation impacts. Implementation of 
the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of impacts identified, nor 
would it result in new significant impacts related to transportation safety, or air traffic 
compatibility that were not identified in the 2018 EIR; since the approval of the INSP, no new 
information has emerged, nor have environmental conditions changed such that, new 
environmental impacts pertaining to these impact categories would be expected to emerge 
or previously identified impacts would become more severe. 



Initial Study 
Isabel Neighborhood Specific Plan Amendment 

18 

3. Air Quality 

Air Quality 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Conflict with or 

obstruct 

implementation of 

the applicable air 

quality plan; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.3-1 

 To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

 

 

b. Violate any air quality 

standard or 

contribute 

substantially to an 

existing or projected 

air quality violation 

during construction; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.3-2 

 To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

  

 

c. Violate an air quality 

standard and 

contribute 

significantly to an 

existing or projected 

air quality violation 

during operation; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.3-3 

 To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

d. Result in a 

cumulatively 

considerable net 

increase for an 

applicable federal or 

state ambient air 

quality standard 

(including releasing 

emissions that exceed 

quantitative 

thresholds for ozone 

precursors); 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.3-4 

 To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 
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Air Quality 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

e. Expose sensitive 

receptors to 

substantial pollutant 

concentrations from 

new sources of toxic 

air contaminants; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.3-5 

To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR  

 

f. Expose sensitive 

receptors to 

substantial carbon 

monoxide 

concentrations from 

increased traffic; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.3-6 

 To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

 

g. Create objectionable 

odors affecting a 

substantial number of 

people. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.3-7 

No No No N/A 

 

Conflict with or Obstruct Implementation of the Applicable Air Quality Plan (Criterion 
3a) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
the applicable air quality plan would be less than significant. 

The INSP was written to support regional goals of integrating transit and land use policies to 
create opportunities for transit-oriented development around the proposed BART station 
and other transit nodes throughout Livermore; alleviate traffic congestion on I-580; improve 
air quality; and reduce GHGs and other emissions associated with automobile use. Through 
implementation of specific policies in line with these objectives and goals, the INSP would 
reduce emissions and support regional attainment of the California Ambient Air Quality 
Standards and National Ambient Air Quality Standards.  

According to the 2018 EIR, implementation of the INSP would result in lower per capita 
emissions in the Planning Area in 2040 than forecasted for the Planning Area under the 2017 
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Clean Air Plan without the INSP, as the 2017 Clean Air Plan would not have assumed the 
sustainability policies and transit-oriented development patterns that would be 
implemented under the INSP. Reductions in per capita emissions would help the region attain 
the ambient air quality standards. Additionally, the INSP includes policies and design 
standards that incorporate the primary purpose of each control measure from the 2017 Clean 
Air Plan, and would not cause the disruption, delay, or otherwise hinder implementation of 
any applicable control measure from the 2017 Clean Air Plan.  

Modifications introduced in the INSP Amendment constitute a significant enough departure 
from the INSP that previously unidentified impacts pertaining air quality plan compatibility 
may result, or the significance of previously identified impacts may increase. Further analysis 
pertaining to air quality plan compatibility in the SEIR is thus required. 

Air Quality Standards During Construction (Criterion 3b) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact associated with the adoption and implementation 
of the INSP would be less than significant with mitigation. 

As stated in the 2018 EIR, construction associated with new land use developments under 
the INSP would result in the temporary generation of ozone precursors (reactive organic 
gases [ROG] and oxides of nitrogen[NOX]), Carbon Monoxide (CO), and particulate matter 
emissions (PM10 and PM2.5)that could result in short-term impacts on ambient air quality 
in the Planning Area. The 2018 EIR determined that construction occurring under the INSP 
could result in criteria pollutant emissions in excess of the Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District’s (BAAQMD’s) project-level and criteria pollutant thresholds. As such, construction 
emissions generated in the Planning Area by implementation of the INSP would result in a 
potentially significant impact on air quality. 

As such, Mitigation Measures MM-AQ-1 and MM-AQ-2, which, as described in the 2018 EIR, 
require off-road equipment to utilize renewable diesel and for all on-road diesel trucks used 
for construction activities to have 2010 model year or newer engines, respectively, are 
recommended to reduce NOx and other criteria pollutant levels associated with construction 
activities occurring under the Plan. Pursuant to Mitigation Measure MM-AQ-3, the City would 
be required to track all land use development construction activities occurring in the 
Planning Area, assess and determine the estimated total emissions for all construction 
activities that would be concurrently ongoing, and determine the mitigation fees for each 
development project’s applicant to pay on a pro rata basis to BAAQMD to offset their pollutant 
emissions as necessary such that BAAQMD’s daily pollutant thresholds would not be 
exceeded. 

Projects developed under the INSP Amendment would be required to adhere to the 
mitigation measures described above. However, modifications introduced in the INSP 
Amendment constitute a significant enough departure from the INSP that previously 
unidentified impacts pertaining construction-related air quality may result, or the 
significance of previously identified impacts may increase. Further analysis pertaining to 
construction-related air quality impacts in the SEIR is thus required. 
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Air Quality Violations, Net Increases in Criteria Pollutants, Toxic Air Contaminants 
(Criteria 3c-e) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact associated with the adoption and implementation 
of the INSP on existing or projected air quality violations, cumulative criteria air pollutants, 
and toxic air contaminants would be significant and unavoidable. 

The 2018 EIR determined that, under the INSP, mobile sources would be a primary 
contributor to ROG, NOX, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions, with all operational PM10 and 
PM2.5 emissions exceeding BAAQMD’s project-level thresholds. Significant sources of PM10 
and PM2.5 include vehicle travel; as total Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) would increase 
under the INSP, emissions from on-road travel by vehicles would increase as well. Because 
the INSP’s mobile-source emissions are generated from passenger vehicles that are not 
regulated at the City level, there are no feasible mitigation measures available that can be 
implemented by the City to reduce these PM10 and PM2.5 emissions. 

While the INSP would reduce the severity of growth-oriented criteria pollutants by locating 
uses in proximity to transit (i.e., the future Isabel Valley Link station), fostering bicycle and 
pedestrian infrastructure, and supporting sustainable land use patterns, including mixed-use 
design and increased density, individual projects may still generate emissions in excess of 
BAAQMD’s project-level thresholds. Accordingly, the 2018 EIR conservatively identifies 
operational criteria pollutant emissions associated with development under the INSP as 
significant.  

As the INSP includes the installation of a major transit station to be located in the I-580 
median at Isabel Avenue, and is expected to result in an increase in vehicle traffic, the INSP 
would bring future land uses and associated sensitive receptors in proximity to roadways 
that are major sources of Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC) emissions while simultaneously 
generating new vehicle-related TAC emissions. As several roadways within the Planning Area 
currently exceed the BAAQMD’s project-level cancer risk threshold, the future traffic levels 
from the INSP would further increase these risks and exacerbate cumulative health risks. 
Consequently, both new and existing sensitive receptors in the Planning Area would be 
exposed to increased TAC exposure from roadways as a result of the INSP. Development 
under the INSP may also result in the installation or operation of new stationary sources of 
TACs. 

As stated in the 2018 EIR, construction activities of future development projects under the 
INSP would also generate Diesel Particulate Matter (DPM) that could expose adjacent 
receptors to significant health risks. As there may be instances where project-specific 
conditions preclude the reduction of health risks below adopted thresholds, the 2018 EIR 
classifies these risks as significant and unavoidable. 

The INSP includes policies that would reduce the exposure of new sensitive receptors to 
existing sources of TAC emissions and reduce the potential for new TAC emissions to 
exacerbate existing exposure in the Planning Area for existing and potential new receptors. 
For example, Plan Policies P-ENV-9 and P-ENV-10 outline requirements for projects within 
certain distances of existing stationary and roadway sources to install indoor air quality 
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equipment, such as enhanced air filters or equivalent mechanisms, to minimize health risks 
to future residents. Policy P-ENV-11 would require new large commercial developments to 
prepare loading plans aimed to minimize truck idling and reduce diesel particulate emissions 
related to truck loading on nearby sensitive receptors. All new stationary sources would be 
subject to the permit authority of the BAAQMD. The BAAQMD will not issue a permit for a 
new permitted source that results in an operational cancer risk in excess of 10.0 cases per 
million or a hazard index of in excess of 1.0. Consequently, regulatory mechanisms exist that 
would ensure that cancer and health hazard impacts from stationary sources developed 
under the INSP would be less than significant but may not be sufficient to address PM2.5 
impacts if the source results in significant PM2.5 concentrations.  

Implementation of the changes contained within the INSP Amendment is not anticipated to 
result in any significant changes in the location of emissions-generating land uses, or their 
position relative to sensitive receptors. The INSP Amendment does not change any policies 
contained within the INSP for reducing emissions or protecting air quality. However, 
modifications introduced in the INSP Amendment constitute a significant enough departure 
from the INSP that previously unidentified impacts pertaining to construction-related 
emissions may result, or the significance of previously identified impacts may increase. 
Further analysis pertaining to construction-related air pollutant emissions in the SEIR is thus 
required. 

Expose Sensitive Receptors to Substantial Carbon Monoxide Pollutant Concentrations 
from Increased Traffic (Criterion 3f) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
the exposure of sensitive receptors to carbon monoxide would be less than significant. 

As discussed in the 2018 EIR, traffic data provided by the project engineers were used to 
evaluate CO concentrations at the intersections of Isabel Avenue/Airway Boulevard, 
Livermore Avenue/Portola Avenue, and Isabel Avenue/Jack London Boulevard. These 
intersections were selected because they have the highest traffic volumes and vehicle delay, 
and therefore the greatest potential to result in elevated CO concentrations. It was 
determined that traffic volumes under the INSP would not result in CO concentrations in 
excess of the State or federal 1- or 8-hour CO standards. 

Modifications introduced in the INSP Amendment constitute a significant enough departure 
from the INSP that previously unidentified impacts pertaining to carbon monoxide pollutant 
concentrations may result, or the significance of previously identified impacts may increase. 
Further analysis pertaining to projected increases in traffic and associated carbon monoxide 
pollution in the SEIR is thus required.  

Create Objectionable Odors Affecting a Substantial Number of People (Criterion 3g) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP 
on the creation of objectionable odors would be less than significant. 
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As discussed in the 2018 EIR, several potential odor-generating land use types are allowed 
under the City’s existing industrial and manufacturing zoning designations and would 
continue to be allowed with approval of the INSP. In addition, the amount of industrial and 
business park land uses has been reduced overall under the INSP as compared to the pre-
existing General Plan, and the INSP does not include any policies that would expressly 
encourage industrial or manufacturing uses. 

Based on the INSP’s Land Use Diagram, auto-related, industrial, and manufacturing uses 
would generally be located in areas outside of the half-mile radius from the proposed BART 
station, and most of the proposed residential uses would be located within a half-mile radius 
of the station. As such, the land use categories defined under the INSP and their designated 
locations within the Planning Area under the INSP would serve to minimize impacts 
associated with odor nuisance. 

The INSP Amendment does not contain any changes that would situate odor-causing land 
uses any closer to residential or other sensitive land uses than they would have been located 
under the INSP. Thus, changes implemented in the INSP Amendment are not anticipated to 
have any changes on odor impact, compared to that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, as well as 
the revisions contained within the INSP Amendment, implementation of the INSP 
Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of odor impacts identified, nor 
would it result in new significant impacts related to odor that were not identified in the 2018 
EIR. Since the approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, nor have environmental 
conditions changed such that, new odor impacts would be expected to emerge or previously 
identified impacts would become more severe. 

However, the changes contained within the INSP Amendment are of sufficient scale and scope 
that they may introduce previously unidentified impacts pertaining to air quality, criteria air 
pollutants, toxic air contaminants, carbon monoxide pollution, and compatibility with 
applicable air quality plans, or may increase the severity of impacts previously identified. 
Further analysis within the SEIR is thus required. 
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4. Energy, Greenhouse Gases, and Climate Change 

Energy, Greenhouse 

Gases, and Climate 

Change 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Lead to wasteful, 

inefficient, or 

unnecessary 

consumption of 

energy; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.4-1 

To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

b. Generate GHG 

emissions, either 

directly or indirectly, 

that may have a 

significant impact on 

the environment; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.4-2 

 To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

c. Conflict with an 

applicable plan, 

policy, or regulation 

adopted for the 

purpose of reducing 

the emissions of 

GHGs. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.4-3 

 To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

 

Wasteful, Inefficient, or Unnecessary Consumption of Energy (Criterion 4a) 

The 2018 EIR determined that adoption and implementation of the INSP would have a less-
than-significant impact on waste, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy. 

The 2018 EIR determined that none of the proposed land uses are expected to require an 
extraordinary amount of energy consumption during construction, as may occur with large, 
industrial facilities, like new power plants or dams, because no such land uses are proposed 
or permitted by the INSP. Additionally, because construction emissions are considered to be 
relatively short-term emissions that would cease once construction of a project is complete, 
they would represent a relatively short demand on local and regional fuel supplies that would 
be easily accommodated. The INSP policies designed to reduce air quality impacts during 
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construction would also achieve reductions in construction-related energy use. Therefore, 
construction activities associated with the INSP would not result in a wasteful, inefficient, and 
unnecessary usage of direct or indirect energy. 

Although net new energy consumption would occur under the proposed INSP, a decrease in 
the per capita energy consumption would occur under the INSP when compared against 
existing (2013) conditions. Overall, by decreasing demand for energy- and fuel-related 
energy resources on a per capita basis, operation of future land uses associated with the INSP 
would not result in a wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary usage of direct or indirect energy. 

None of the changes contained in the INSP Amendment would change INSP policies regarding 
the reduction of air quality impacts and energy use associated with construction. However, 
modifications introduced in the INSP Amendment constitute a significant enough departure 
from the INSP that previously unidentified impacts pertaining to energy intensity of land use, 
construction duration, and level of emissions released due to construction may result, or the 
significance of previously identified impacts may increase. Further analysis pertaining to 
construction-related air pollutant emissions in the SEIR is thus required. 
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GHG Emissions (Criteria 4b, 4c) 

The 2018 EIR determined that impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on the 
generation of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions which would have a significant impact on the 
environment would be less than significant with mitigation. 

The 2018 EIR discusses potential releases of GHG emissions in terms of the construction and 
operational phases of the INSP. As discussed in the 2018 EIR, policies contained within the 
INSP for implementing construction Best Management Practices (BMPs) would reduce 
potential GHG emissions; Mitigation Measure MM-AQ-1 would require the use of renewable 
diesel as construction fleet fuel. These measures were determined to be sufficient to reduce 
the risk of construction-related GHG emissions to be less than significant. 

During operation, sources of direct emissions would include mobile vehicle trips, natural gas 
combustion, and landscaping activities. Indirect emissions would be generated by electricity 
consumption, waste and wastewater generation, and water use. The 2018 EIR analyzed GHGs 
predicted to be emitted in 2025 and 2040 under buildout, and determined that, although the 
new development that would be introduced by the INSP into the Planning Area would result 
in net increases in GHG emissions, the INSP’s net emissions per service population in both 
2025 and 2040 would be lower than the per service population emissions associated with 
existing (2013) conditions. This is attributed to the transit-oriented development and mixed-
use design in the Planning Area resulting from full buildout of the proposed INSP. Thus, 
implementation of the INSP would aid current efforts to curtail GHG emissions statewide to 
meet future milestone reduction targets.  

Additionally, the INSP would not conflict with the City of Livermore Climate Action Plan 
(CAP), current AB 32 Scoping Plan, 2017 Scoping Plan, Senate Bill (SB) 375 and Plan Bay Area, 
or SB 32. While the INSP’s operational emissions in 2040 could potentially conflict with the 
GHG emissions reduction trajectory for 2050 articulated under EO S-3-05, implementation of 
Mitigation Measure MM-GHG-1, which includes a variety of GHG reduction strategies, would 
reduce the INSP’s GHG emissions in 2040 to a level that would be below its applicable 
efficiency metric and render these emissions to be consistent with the GHG emissions 
reduction trajectory for 2050. Thus, with mitigation, implementation of the INSP would not 
conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of GHGs.  

As the INSP Amendment continues to support mixed-use design and transit-oriented 
development, GHG emissions per service population associated with full buildout of the INSP 
Amendment will likely still be lower than those associated with existing conditions. Any 
development occurring under the INSP Amendment will be required to comply with the 
mitigation measures described above. However, modifications introduced in the INSP 
Amendment constitute a significant enough departure from the INSP that previously 
unidentified impacts pertaining to GHG emissions may occur, or the severity of impacts 
previously identified may increase. Further analysis pertaining to GHG emissions in the SEIR 
is thus required. 
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Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, as well as 
the revisions contained within the INSP Amendment, implementation of the INSP 
Amendment may substantially increase the severity of impacts identified or result in new 
significant impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions or energy consumption that were not 
identified in the 2018 EIR. Analysis of GHG impacts pertaining to the INSP Amendment are 
thus required in the SEIR.  

5. Aesthetics 

Aesthetics 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Have a substantial 

adverse effect on 

some scenic vistas; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.5-1 

No No No N/A 

b. Substantially damage 

scenic resources, 

including, but not 

limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and 

historic buildings 

within a state scenic 

highway; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.5-2 

No No No N/A 

c. Substantially degrade 

the existing visual 

character or quality 

of the site and its 

surroundings; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.5-3 

No No No N/A 

d. Create a new source 

of substantial light or 

glare which would 

adversely affect day 

or nighttime views in 

the area. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.5-4 

No No No N/A 
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Substantial Adverse Effect on Some Scenic Vistas (Criterion 5a) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would have a 
significant and unavoidable impact on scenic vistas. 

Many of the INSP’s policies and standards provide long-term protections of some scenic 
vistas from the scenic routes and corridors. The INSP establishes new building height limits 
in select areas to specifically preserve portions of key views of hillsides and ridgelines from 
I-580. The INSP also establishes new view corridors along Main Street and Montage Drive as 
well as upper-story building step-backs along Main Street, recognizing that hillside views 
from within the Planning Area, not just from I-580, are key visual resources. However, the 
proposed height and intensity of development within the Planning Area would affect some of 
the existing views of hillsides and ridgelines beyond the city limits to a significant level. The 
views from I-580 that would be most impacted are oblique views to the north as one 
approaches the Planning Area from the east and west. 

Changes contained within the INSP Amendment are not anticipated to be associated with any 
changes in development height or intensity, protection of, or accessibility of scenic views. 
Thus, the INSP Amendment is not anticipated to be associated with any difference in impact 
on scenic vistas compared to that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Scenic Resources, Visual Character of the Site (Criteria 5b, c) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would have a 
less-than-significant impact on scenic resources and the visual character and quality of the 
site.  

As discussed in the 2018 EIR, the Planning Area’s scenic resources consist primarily of the 
hillsides and ridgelines to the north and south of the City. As these resources lie outside of 
the Planning Area, they will not be impacted by implementation of the Plan. Other scenic 
resources within the Planning Area include existing vegetation and trees along the creeks – 
specifically, along the Arroyo Las Positas south of I-580 and Collier Canyon Creek north of I-
580. However, implementation of the proposed Plan would maintain these areas as open 
space and therefore would not have a significant impact on this vegetation. 

The 2018 EIR determined that some of the existing trees located along the freeway may be 
removed as part of the INSP, although private development and public improvements 
associated with the INSP would result in a net increase in trees visible from the freeway. 
Proposed policies call for tree plantings along creek corridors, streets, and adjacent to 
buildings, while balancing the desire to preserve views of the hills – the primary scenic 
resource. 

Given the INSP’s aim to enhance the visual character of the largely vacant Isabel 
Neighborhood with well-designed urban development, the potential of the plan to degrade 
the visual character of the Planning Area is considered less than significant. 
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The INSP Amendment does not change the footprint of the Planning Area, and thus most 
scenic resources will continue to exist outside of the Planning Area. Likewise, the INSP 
Amendment does not contain any changes to open space designations, and thus will not 
change the protected status of those scenic resources that do fall within the Planning Area. 
The INSP Amendment does not change policies promoting tree planting. Thus, the INSP 
Amendment is not expected to have any difference in impact on natural resources than that 
identified in the 2018 EIR.  

Light or Glare (Criterion 5d) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
glare would be less than significant.  

As stated in the 2018 EIR, the Livermore General Plan contains policies for controlling 
outdoor artificial light (see Objectives LU-6.1 and CC-1.3) and Chapter 15.18 of the Livermore 
Municipal Code contains lighting regulations for commercial and residential areas. 
Compliance with these policies would reduce potentially significant long-term light and glare 
impacts. The INSP’s design standards would further help to ensure that lighting for new 
development is held to high design standards for light pollution and glare reduction. 

The INSP Amendment contains no change in policy or design standards pertaining to the 
management or prevention of light and glare. Thus, the INSP Amendment is anticipated to 
have no difference in impact on light and glare than that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Aesthetic impacts associated with the adoption and implementation of the INSP have been 
addressed in the 2018 EIR.  

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, as well as 
revisions contained within the INSP Amendment, implementation of the INSP Amendment 
would not substantially increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, 
nor would it result in new significant impacts related to aesthetics, vistas, scenic resources, 
or glare that were not identified in the 2018 EIR. The 2018 EIR did not identify any feasible 
mitigation measures that would be sufficient to eliminate environmental impacts related to 
aesthetic conditions and resources. Development occurring under the INSP Amendment 
would be required to comply with City-issued aesthetic and development requirements. 
Since the approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, nor have environmental 
conditions changed such that, new environmental impacts would be expected to emerge or 
previously identified impacts would become more severe. 
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6. Noise and Vibration 

Noise and Vibration 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Expose persons to or 

generate noise levels 

in excess of 

standards 

established in a local 

general plan or noise 

ordinance or 

applicable standards 

of other agencies; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.6-1 

To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

b. Expose persons to or 

generate excessive 

ground-borne 

vibration or ground-

borne noise levels; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.6-2 

No No No N/A 

c. Result in a 

substantial 

permanent increase 

in ambient noise 

levels in the project 

vicinity above levels 

existing without the 

project; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.6-3 

To be evaluated in the Supplemental EIR 

d. Result in a 

substantial 

temporary or 

periodic increase in 

ambient noise levels 

in the project vicinity 

above levels existing 

without the project; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.6-4 

No No No N/A 
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Noise and Vibration 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

e. Would be located 

within an airport 

land use plan area, 

or, where such a plan 

has not been 

adopted, within 2 

miles of a public 

airport or public use 

airport, but would 

not expose people 

residing or working 

in the project area to 

excessive noise 

levels; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.6-5 

No No No N/A 

f. Be located in the 

vicinity of a private 

airstrip or expose 

people residing or 

working in the 

project area to 

excessive noise 

levels. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.6-6 

No No No N/A 

 

Expose Persons to or Generate Noise Levels in Excess of Standards Established in a 
Local General Plan or Noise Ordinance or Applicable Standards of Other Agencies 
(Criterion 6a) 

The 2018 EIR discussed potential noise exposure associated with the adoption and 
implementation of the INSP in terms of construction noise, operational traffic noise, train 
noise from BART, operational noise from noise-generating stationary equipment, and noise 
associated with special events. Effects of construction noise were determined to be less than 
significant; effects from operational noise were determined to be significant and unavoidable. 
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As stated in the 2018 EIR, construction activities associated with future projects would be 
temporary and related construction noise impacts would be short-term. Each individual 
construction activity would have the potential to generate noise levels that could be in excess 
of applicable local thresholds, or that could cause a disturbance to nearby noise-sensitive 
receptors. The severity of construction-related noise varies with a number of situational 
factors, many of which cannot be known in advance. Hence, the 2018 EIR assumes that 
individual projects would be implemented in compliance with City standards and that 
construction that complies with the time-of-day restrictions would result in less than 
significant noise impacts.  

The 2018 EIR determined that noise levels along three roadway segments would increase by 
3 dB or more in areas where with-project noise levels would exceed 60 dBA Ldn, or the 
applicable land use compatibility guideline: Portola Avenue West of Sandalwood Drive, East 
Airway Boulevard east of Sutter Street and west of Via Mateo, and East Airway Boulevard east 
of Via Mateo and West/North of Portola Avenue. Potentially significant noise impacts on 
sensitive land uses could occur at these three locations. In order to mitigate these effects, the 
2018 EIR recommends mitigation measure MM- NOI-1, which requires implementing traffic 
noise reduction measures at existing sensitive receptors. The 2018 EIR acknowledges, 
however, that it may not be feasible to implement this measure in all cases. Additionally, the 
2018 EIR determined that, under buildout, by 2040 25 roadway segments within the 
Planning Area would generate traffic whose associated noise would exceed land use 
compatibility standards. Policies contained with the INSP would alleviate some of these 
effects by requiring the preparation of a noise or acoustical analysis, when applicable, and 
requiring noise attenuating design features. 

The 2018 EIR determined that noise from operation of BART trains in the City of Livermore 
(including BART train operations, the Isabel Station, the Isabel Station bus transfer facility, 
the Isabel Station parking facility, the storage and maintenance facility, and wayside system 
facilities) would be below the established FTA standards at all analyzed noise sensitive 
receptors. Noise impacts to sensitive receptors associated with the operation of BART trains 
were determined to be less than significant. 

The 2018 EIR acknowledges that stationary sources of noise, such as car washes, recycling 
yards, industrial manufacturing facilities, and HVAC equipment could be constructed under 
the INSP, and that it is not possible at this time to determine the extent to which sensitive 
land uses would be exposed to these noise sources. However, the 2018 EIR determines that, 
with the implementation of policies contained in the INSP to limit noise levels, noise 
impacts from stationary sources would be less than significant. 

As the types of events that would occur in the Planning Area’s parks and plazas are currently 
unknown, it is difficult to estimate potential noise generation. However, as any special event 
in the City would need to obtain a permit and demonstrate that they would comply with the 
local applicable noise standards, the 2018 EIR determines that noise impacts related to 
special events occurring in the Planning Area would be less than significant.  

No changes contained within the INSP Amendment are anticipated to result in significantly 
different relationship between roadway noise and sensitive land uses, compared to what was 
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analyzed in the 2018 EIR. The INSP Amendment does not contain any changes pertaining to 
noise management policies. However, modifications introduced in the INSP Amendment 
constitute a significant enough departure from the INSP that previously unidentified impacts 
pertaining to construction noise, activities associated with plan buildout, or roadway noise 
may result, or the significance of previously identified impacts may increase. Further analysis 
pertaining to these potential noise impacts in the SEIR is thus required. 

 

Vibration or Ground-Borne Noise (Criterion 6b) 

The 2018 EIR examines potential vibration impacts from construction, stationary sources, 
traffic, and trains.  

Impacts associated with construction vibration were determined to be significant and 
unavoidable. As construction equipment operating within 25 feet of sensitive land uses could 
generate distinctly perceptible vibration, non-pile driving construction activities occurring 
within 25 feet of sensitive uses could result in significant vibration impacts. In addition, pile 
driving occurring within approximately 175 feet or 300 feet of sensitive uses for 
vibratory/sonic pile drivers and impact pile drivers, respectively, could also result in 
significant vibration impacts. As the specific future projects to be developed under the INSP 
are not known at this time, and as the level of construction activity that would occur at various 
locations for future projects is also not known, it is possible the future construction activities 
could result in significant vibration impacts. As described in the 2018 EIR, proposed policies 
requiring vibration attenuation measures may help alleviate these impacts. However, even 
with these measures, it may not be feasible in all cases to mitigate construction vibration from 
individual projects to a less-than-significant level. While future developments may be able to 
achieve the necessary reduction through a combination of various different mitigation 
strategies, it is not possible to determine with a reasonable degree of certainty that it would 
be feasible for all future development in the Planning Area to do so. 

Impacts associated with stationary source vibration were determined to be less than 
significant, as potential vibration sources would be required to be analyzed on a project level.  

As the 2018 EIR assumes that roads within the Planning Area will remain well-maintained, 
vibration associated with operational traffic was determined to be less than significant. 

Vibration analysis associated with the operation of BART was conducted in the BART to 
Livermore Extension Project Draft EIR (San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District, 2017). 
Vibration from the proposed BART extension project was evaluated in the 2018 EIR using the 
general vibration assessment approach described in the FTA guidance, which focuses on 
public disturbance from vibration. The FTA guidance considers vibration from light rail 
vehicles and rapid transit vehicles (such as BART) to be similar. Given that the BART tracks 
are in the middle of I-580, there would be no structures adjacent to the tracks, and vibration 
impacts related to structural damage were determined not occur in the BART to Livermore 
Extension EIR. As such, there would be no impacts related to damage from train vibration 
within the Planning Area. As stated in the 2018 EIR, no Category 2 or Category 3 land uses 
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would be located within the FTA screening distances from the BART tracks. Combined with 
policies contained within the INSP to ensure that no facilities that include the use of vibration-
sensitive equipment would be located within this 600-foot screening distance of the BART 
tracks, the vibration impacts from BART operations to INSP development would be less than 
significant. 

Modifications introduced in the INSP Amendment do not constitute a significant enough 
departure from the INSP that previously unidentified impacts pertaining to the use of 
vibration-generating equipment and roadway vibration may result, or the significance of 
previously identified impacts may increase. Further analysis pertaining to potential vibration 
impacts in the SEIR is not required. 

Ambient Noise Levels (Criterion 6c) 

The 2018 EIR considers increases in ambient noise levels attributable to traffic and stationary 
equipment. 

As discussed under Criterion 6a, the 2018 EIR determined that adoption and implementation 
of the INSP on traffic noise would be significant and unavoidable. Similarly, the 2018 EIR 
determined that existing General Plan policies and policies contained within the INSP would 
be sufficient to ensure that ambient noise levels associated with the operation of stationary 
equipment would be less than significant. Further analysis is required in the SEIR to 
determine if changes in the nature or severity of these impacts may result from changes 
implemented in the INSP Amendment. 

Temporary or Periodic Increase in Ambient Noise Levels (Criterion 6d) 

The 2018 EIR discussed potential temporary or periodic noise increases associated with the 
adoption and implementation of the INSP in terms of construction noise and special event 
noise. Impacts from both were considered to be less than significant, due to restrictions on 
these noise-generating activities as discussed under Criterion 6a. These restrictions will not 
change with the implementation of changes contained in the INSP Amendment.  Modifications 
introduced in the INSP Amendment do not constitute a significant enough departure from the 
INSP that previously unidentified impacts pertaining temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels may result, or the significance of previously identified impacts may 
increase. Further analysis pertaining to potential temporary and periodic ambient noise 
increase impacts in the SEIR is not required. 

Compatibility with Airport Noise (Criteria 6e, 6f) 

As all proposed land uses associated with the INSP would be located in areas where they 
would be compatible with noise generated from the activities of the Livermore Airport, 
impacts related to the exposure of people residing or working in the Planning Area to 
excessive noise levels from aircraft at a public airport would be less than significant. 

As described in the 2018 EIR, the closest private airstrip to the Planning Area is the 
Meadowlark Field Airport. This small private airport has only six aircraft based at the field 
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and is located over six miles southeast of the Planning Area. At this distance, and based on 
the size of this private airstrip, no noise effects would occur in the Planning Area as a result 
of aircraft operating at this airstrip. 

The INSP Amendment does not contain any land use changes that would alter land use 
compatibility with the Livermore Airport or the Meadowlark Field Airport. Thus, significance 
conclusions pertaining to the INSP Amendment’s compatibility with airport noise are not 
anticipated to significantly change from those identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, as well as 
the revisions contained within the INSP Amendment, implementation of the INSP 
Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of impacts identified, nor would it 
result in new significant impacts to compatibility with airport noise that were not identified 
in the 2018 EIR. However, modifications introduced in the INSP Amendment constitute a 
significant enough departure from the INSP that previously unidentified impacts pertaining 
to other sources of noise and vibration may result, or the significance of previously identified 
impacts may increase. Further analysis pertaining to potential noise and vibration impacts in 
the SEIR is thus required. 

7. Biological Resources 

Biological Resources 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Have a substantial 

adverse effect, either 

directly or through 

habitat modifications, 

on special-status 

species; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.7-1 

No No No Yes 

b. Would not adversely 

affect riparian habitat 

and/or other 

sensitive natural 

communities in the 

Planning Area; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.7-2 

No No No Yes 
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Biological Resources 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

c. Would not adversely 

affect federally 

protected wetlands 

and other waters 

regulated under 

Section 404 of the 

Clean Water Act; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.7-3 

No No No Yes 

d. Would not interfere 

with the movement 

of wildlife species; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.7-4 

No No No N/A 

e. Would not conflict 

with the provisions of 

an adopted 

conservation plan; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.7-5 

No No No N/A 

f. Would not have the 

potential to conflict 

with local policies or 

ordinances 

protecting biological 

resources. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.7-6 

No No No Yes  

 

Special Status Species, Riparian Habitats, and Wetlands (Criterion 7a-c) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
special status species and riparian habitats would be less than significant with mitigation. 

According to the 2018 EIR, construction and operational phases of future development within 
the Planning Area could affect special-status species, sensitive riparian habitats, and wetland 
features through activities such as: vegetation/site clearing, soil movement, construction 
waste storage, excavation and placement of fill, soil compaction, water runoff from the 
construction site, increased vehicle traffic, short-term construction-related noise, 
degradation of water quality, erosion, and siltation. Indirect effects on wildlife could also 
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occur as a result of increased light and noise levels, alteration of hydrology or aquatic thermal 
regime, introduction of invasive (nonnative) species, and introduction of invasive plants. The 
introduction of invasive plants during construction could also result in indirect impacts on 
special status plants.  

New development within the Planning Area could affect up to 1 acre of riparian vegetation, 
both during construction and operations, in part due to an increased extent of impermeable 
surfaces, grading, and altered direction of overland flows. Wetlands could be similarly 
affected. 

However, implementation of the INSP policies and mitigation measures below would avoid 
or minimize construction and operational impacts on wildlife, riparian habitats, and wetlands 
to a less-than-significant level. INSP policies to reduce the impact include measures to require 
that new development incorporate low impact landscape design, provide protective buffers 
for sensitive habits, avoid tree removal, inventory sensitive resources, and minimize the 
introduction and spread of invasive plant species.  

Mitigation measure MM-BIO-1 requires that, in the case where impacts to special-status plant 
species are unavoidable, a salvage, relocation, or propagation and monitoring plan be 
prepared. Mitigation measures MM-BIO-2 through MM-BIO-9 require that nesting birds and 
special status species occurring within the Planning Area be avoided if possible. Mitigation 
Measure MM-BIO-10 requires that riparian habitats be avoided and protected during 
construction; MM-BIO-11 requires that loss of riparian habitat be compensated. MM-BIO-12 
requires that wetlands be protected during construction. MM-BIO-13 requires that 
compensation be provided for construction-related impacts on wetlands. 

The INSP Amendment does not contain any changes to development factors—such as 
construction activities, light and noise levels, or level of impervious surface—that are likely 
to have an impact on sensitive habitats. The INSP Amendment does not contain any changes 
to the policies intended to mitigate the impact on sensitive habitats. Thus, the INSP 
Amendment is not anticipated to result in an impact on sensitive habitats that significantly 
differs from that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Movement of Wildlife Species (Criterion 7d) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adaptation and implementation of the INSP 
on the movement of wildlife species would be less than significant. 

Given the surrounding network of existing developed parcels and roads, existing human 
activity and visitation, and existing human and vehicle noise, the current Planning Area does 
not likely serve as a habitat corridor; thus, further development projects within the Planning 
Area are not anticipated to significantly block or interfere with wildlife species movement. 
These conditions would not change with implementation of the changes contained in the 
INSP Amendment. 

Conservation Plan (Criterion 7e) 
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The 2018 EIR determined that, due to the fact that the Planning Area is not located within the 
jurisdiction of a conservation plan, the INSP would have no impact on any conservation plan 
implementation. These conditions would not change with implementation of the changes 
contained in the INSP Amendment. 

Local Policies or Ordinances Pertaining to Biological Resources (Criterion 7f) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP may result in 
the removal of trees, which would constitute a significant impact in the absence of a permit 
or appropriate compensation. The INSP includes policies to require that project proponents 
provide compensation for tree removal during construction, thus rendering the impact less 
than significant. The INSP Amendment contains no changes to this policy, and thus would not 
result in a different environmental impact than that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, 
implementation of the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of 
significant impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, nor would it result in new significant impacts 
related to biological resources that were not identified in the 2018 EIR. Any development 
occurring under the INSP Amendment would be required to comply with the 2018 EIR’s 
biological resources protection mitigation measures, as well as any applicable City-issued 
development regulations. Since the approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, 
nor have environmental conditions changed such that, new environmental impacts would be 
expected to emerge or previously identified impacts would become more severe. 

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials  

Hazards and Hazardous 

Materials 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

Plan FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Create a significant 

hazard to the public 

or environment 

through the routine 

transport, use, or 

disposal of hazardous 

materials; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.8-1 

No No No N/A 



Initial Study 
Isabel Neighborhood Specific Plan Amendment 

40 

Hazards and Hazardous 

Materials 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

Plan FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

b. Create a significant 

hazard to the public 

or environment 

through reasonably 

foreseeable upset and 

accident conditions 

involving the release 

of hazardous 

materials into the 

environment; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.8-2 

No No No N/A 

c. Emit hazardous 

emissions or handle 

hazardous or acutely 

hazardous materials, 

substances, or wastes 

within one-quarter 

mile of an existing or 

proposed school; 

 2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.8-3 

No No No N/A 

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, create a 

significant hazard to 

the public or 

environment; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.8-4 

No No No N/A 

e. For a project located 

within an airport land 

use plan, or, where 

such a plan has not 

been adopted, within 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.8-5 

No No No N/A 
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Hazards and Hazardous 

Materials 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

Plan FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

two miles of a public 

airport or public uses 

airport, the project 

could result in a 

safety hazard for 

people residing or 

working in the 

project area; 

f. Not result in a safety 

hazard for people 

residing or working 

within the vicinity of 

a private airstrip; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.8-6 

No No No N/A 

g. Could impair 

implementation of or 

physically interfere 

with an adopted 

emergency response 

plan or emergency 

evacuation plan; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.8-7 

No No No N/A 

h. Expose people or 

structures to a 

significant risk of 

loss, injury, or death 

involving wildland 

fires, including where 

wildlands are 

adjacent to urbanized 

areas or where 

residences are 

intermixed with 

wildlands. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.8-8 

No No No N/A 
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Transport, Use, and Disposal of Hazardous Materials; Hazardous Material Upset 
(Criteria 8a, b) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would have a 
less-than-significant impact on the exposure of the public to hazardous materials. 

While land uses permitted in the Planning Area under the INSP may require the use, 
transport, and disposal of hazardous materials, or may be associated with the accidental 
release of hazardous materials into the environment, existing federal and State regulations, 
as well as the City of Livermore’s General Plan, require adherence to specific guidelines 
regarding hazardous material use, emergency response, and cleanup of contaminated sites. 
These regulations will not change with implementation of the changes contained in the INSP 
Amendment. 

Hazardous Materials in Proximity to Schools (Criterion 8c) 

The INSP proposes a school overlay in the northwestern portion of the Planning Area. 
However, according to the 2018 EIR, INSP policies regarding the emission of hazardous 
emissions or handling of hazardous materials and wastes would render the potential impact 
less-than-significant. These policies require that the exposure of new development to 
hazardous materials be minimized. The INSP Amendment contains no changes to these 
policies, and thus its impact on the presence of hazardous materials in proximity to schools 
is not anticipated to differ from that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Development at Hazardous Material Sites (Criterion 8d) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
exposure to hazardous materials sites would be less than significant. As described in the 2018 
EIR, there are three sites in the Planning Area that are included on a list of hazardous material 
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. However, all three of these 
cases are closed, representing a low to moderate risk of encountering impact during potential 
future redevelopment. These sites would not be designated residential under the Plan, and 
the Plan contains policies requiring remediation and cleanup of contaminated sites.  

The INSP Amendment does not contain any changes to those portions of the Planning Area 
classified as residential. Nor does it contain any changes to the policies requiring remediation 
and cleanup of contaminated sites. Implementation of the changes contained in the INSP 
Amendment would not change the pre-existing conditions of contaminated sites within the 
Planning Area, and would not change their likelihood of being used for residential purposes. 
Thus, the INSP Amendment does not contain any changes that would cause this 
environmental impact to differ significantly from that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Hazards Associated with Airports and Airstrips (Criteria 8e, f) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
the safety of people residing or working within the project area due to proximity to a public 
or public uses airport is less than significant. 
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The INSP retains the boundaries of the Airport Protection Area (APA) but proposes an 
overlay in the northeast corner of the APA to cover the area where the land use diagram 
shows new residential uses. In this overlay area, the City would only allow residential uses 
with conditions aimed at increasing resident awareness. However, the APA was proposed to 
address noise-related impacts, not safety-related impacts. Therefore, this amendment would 
not result in a significant environmental impact to safety.  

The Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP), adopted by the City and Alameda County 
in 2012, is the primary document used by the Airport Land Use Commission and the City of 
Livermore to help promote compatibility between the Livermore Municipal Airport and its 
surroundings. Section 3.3.2.6 of the ALUCP identifies the APA and prohibits new residential 
uses and intensification of existing residential uses. However, the ALUCP includes the 
provision that the County would amend this policy should the City amend the APA policy in 
the General Plan. Specifically, the ALUCP states: “Should the City of Livermore, after adoption 
of this ALUCP, modify City of Livermore Resolution 192-91, which establishes the APA, or 
adopt a new Resolution, the ALUC shall acknowledge the modification of the APA for 
purposes of transit-oriented residential development around the future Isabel/I-580 BART 
station in subsequent land use reviews, and shall revise this policy at the earliest possible 
date as provided by state law.” Like the BART station at Isabel Avenue, the Valley Link Isabel 
station is proposed in the I-580 median at Isabel Avenue. In addition, the Valley Link station 
would similarly support transit-oriented development within the Isabel Neighborhood.  

New development resulting from the INSP would be subject to ALUCP height limits and 
regulations on airspace protection, in addition to scenic view and land use compatibility 
factors. These regulations reduce and avoid potential effects associated with building height. 
Therefore, this amendment would not result in a significant environmental impact. The 
INSP’s Land Use Chapter stipulates that land uses are limited by the ALUCP and all developer 
applicants shall refer to the ALUCP to verify compatibility of proposed uses, including safety 
compatibility criteria and airspace protection criteria. Accordingly, the INSP is generally 
consistent with the ALUCP to prevent safety hazards for people residing and working in the 
Planning Area near the Livermore Municipal Airport. 

There are no private airstrips within the Planning Area. Therefore, implementation of the 
land use changes and policies consistent with the INSP would have no impact related to the 
safety hazard for people residing or working in the vicinity of a private airstrip. 

Implementation of the changes contained within the INSP Amendment would not change the 
location of residential development to take place in the Planning Area, nor would it change 
the development regulations associated with this development. Implementation of the 
changes within the INSP Amendment would not change pre-existing conditions regarding the 
location of private airstrips within the Planning Area. Therefore, there are no changes within 
the INSP Amendment whose implementation would result in an environmental impact 
significantly different from that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Emergency Response and Evacuation Plans (Criterion 8g) 
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The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
the implementation and emergency response and evacuation plans would be less than 
significant. Implementation of the INSP would result in new development and population 
growth, resulting in an increase in demand for emergency services, which could affect 
implementation of the Alameda County LHMP and the proposed Tri-Valley Hazard Mitigation 
Plan. However, the INSP includes policies to ensure that emergency response plans are 
maintained and updated, in addition to other policies that maintain and improve emergency 
preparedness in the city.  

The changes contained within the INSP Amendment would not change the fact that INSP 
Amendment implementation is likely to result in an increase in demand for emergency 
services. However, the INSP Amendment would not change the policies designed to preserve 
adequate levels of emergency preparedness. Therefore, the INSP Amendment does not 
contain any changes whose implementation is likely to result in an environmental impact 
significantly different from that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Wildfires (Criterion 8h) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact associated with the adoption and implementation 
of the INSP on the risk of exposure of people or structures to wildland fires would be less than 
significant. 

None of the Planning Area constitutes a very high fire hazard, and development would be 
consistent with Livermore’s Fire Code and Chapter 9, Fire Protection Systems, of the 
California Building Code, which requires improvements such as fire sprinkler systems and 
fire alarms. Furthermore, the INSP includes policies that address emergency access and fire-
fighting facilities and services. These policies include working with the LPFD to monitor the 
need for a new Fire Station and ensuring that LPFD and the Police Department have sufficient 
staffing to serve all new development.  

The changes contained in the INSP Amendment would not change the likelihood of exposure 
of the Planning Are to wildfires. The INSP Amendment contains no changes to the INSP’s fire 
prevention policies. Thus, implementation of the policies contained in the INSP Amendment 
is unlikely to result in an environmental impact significantly different from that identified in 
the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the INSP EIR, 
implementation of the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of any 
impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, nor would it result in new significant impacts related to 
hazardous materials, airports and air strips, emergency response, or wildfire. The 2018 EIR 
does not identify any mitigation measures associated with hazard impacts, and none would 
be required for the INSP Amendment. Development occurring under the INSP Amendment 
would be required to comply with the City’s regulations pertaining to hazard mitigation and 
emergency access. Since the approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, nor have 
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environmental conditions changed such that, new environmental impacts would be expected 
to emerge or previously identified impacts would become more severe. 
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9. Hydrology and Water Quality 

Hydrology and Water 

Quality 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Violate any water 

quality standards or 

waste discharge 

requirements; 

2018 FEIR 

Impact, 3.9-

1 

No No No N/A 

b. Substantially deplete 

groundwater 

supplies or interfere 

substantially with 

groundwater 

recharge such that 

there would be a net 

deficit in aquifer 

volume or a lowering 

of the local 

groundwater table 

level; 

2018 FEIR 

Impact, 3.9-

2 

No No No N/A 

c. Substantially alter the 

existing drainage 

pattern of the site or 

area, including 

through the 

alteration of the 

course of a stream or 

river, in a manner 

which would result in 

substantial erosion or 

siltation on- or off-

site; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.9-3 

No No No N/A 
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Hydrology and Water 

Quality 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

d. Substantially alter the 

existing drainage 

pattern of the site or 

area, including 

through the 

alternation of the 

course of a stream or 

river, or substantially 

increase the rate or 

amount of surface 

runoff in a manner 

which would result in 

flooding on- or off-

site; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.9-4 

No No No N/A 

e. Create or contribute 

runoff water which 

would exceed the 

capacity of existing 

planned stormwater 

drainage systems or 

provide substantial 

additional sources of 

polluted runoff; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.9-5 

No No No N/A 

f. Substantially degrade 

water quality; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.9-6 

No No No N/A 
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Hydrology and Water 

Quality 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

g. Place housing within 

a 100-year flood 

hazard area as 

mapped on a federal 

Flood Hazard 

Boundary or Flood 

Insurance Rate Map 

or other flood hazard 

delineation map or 

structures within a 

100-year flood 

hazard area which 

would impede or 

redirect flood flows; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.9-7 

No No No Yes 

h. Expose people or 

structures to a 

significant risk of 

loss, injury or death 

involving flooding, 

including flooding as 

a result of the failure 

of a levee or dam; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.9-8 

No No No N/A 

i. Result in inundation 

by seiche, tsunami, or 

mudflow. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.9-9 

No No No N/A 

 

Water Quality Standards and Waste Discharge Requirements (Criterion 9a) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adaptation and implementation of the INSP 
on water quality and waste discharge standards and requirements would be less than 
significant. 
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The 2018 EIR considers the potential of development occurring under the INSP to violate 
water quality and waste discharge standards in terms of construction, construction 
dewatering, and operations. The 2018 EIR identifies a number of construction-related 
activities that could result in water quality impacts in the form of introduced sediments, 
turbidity, increases in sediment loads, and contamination by trash, petroleum products, 
concrete waste, nutrients, paints, and trace metals, among others. The delivery, handling, and 
storage of construction materials and wastes (e.g., concrete debris), as well as the use of 
heavy construction equipment, could also result in stormwater contamination, thereby 
affecting water quality. 

Each future development proposal occurring under the INSP would be assessed individually 
to ensure compliance with applicable NPDES requirements. Future projects implemented 
under the INSP that would involve the disturbance of more than one acre of land would be 
subject to the SWRCB Construction General Permit, which requires development and 
implementation of a SWPPP containing best practice measures for reducing impacts to water 
quality. Additionally, all projects implemented under the INSP would be required to comply 
with City and Alameda County grading, erosion, and sediment control ordinances, in addition 
to policies that limit sedimentation of local and regional storm drain and flood control 
systems. 

Construction dewatering could result in the release of pollutants from spills or other 
activities and may contaminate groundwater. Projects developed within the Planning Area 
would be required to comply with the RWQCB’s dewatering requirements, where applicable. 
Compliance with WDRs and dewatering regulations would ensure that dewatering activities 
are monitored and treated as required and that no violations of any water quality standards 
or waste discharge requirements occur. 

The intensification of land uses by implementation of the INSP may introduce new or 
additional pollutants, including sediments, trash, petroleum products, metals, and chemicals 
that could potentially discharge into surface waters either directly or during stormwater 
runoff events. This could create new or exacerbate existing water quality impairments.  

Projects implemented under the INSP would be required to implement Source Control and 
Treatment Control BMPs to reduce the discharge of pollutants to the maximum extent 
practicable. Applicable BMPs would be implemented on a case-by-case basis in accordance 
with Alameda County NPDES permit. Furthermore, the INSP building guidelines include 
stormwater runoff reduction and capture measures such as interspersing landscaped areas 
within impervious areas, detention basins, and landscaped open space. As a result, 
implementation of these INSP guidelines would also prevent operational impacts related to 
water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. Therefore, operational water 
quality impacts would be less than significant. 

There are no changes within the INSP Amendment that would change substantially change 
construction activities or land use intensification patterns associated with buildout; the 
potential impacts to water resources would not change from those identified in the 2018 EIR.  

Groundwater (Criterion 9b) 
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The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
groundwater supplies and recharge rates would be less than significant. 

According to the 2018 EIR, implementation of the INSP would generate an increase in the 
amount of impervious surfaces associated with the development of up to 4,095 new housing 
units and up to 2,104,000  

square feet of office, commercial, and industrial uses. This increase in impervious surfaces 
within the Planning Area could potentially decrease infiltration. However, individual projects 
implemented under the INSP would be required to implement hydromodification BMPs to 
reduce the volume of runoff. To minimize any adverse effects on hydrology due to 
stormwater runoff, stormwater management measures would be included as part of the 
design of each future project implemented under the INSP. Future development in the 
Planning Area would also be required to conform to Plan design guidelines including 
stormwater runoff reduction and capture measures such as interspersing landscaped areas 
within impervious areas and including landscaped open space. With implementation of these 
requirements and adherence to INSP design guidelines, development under the INSP would 
not result in a change in impervious surface area such that the infiltration of surface water to 
groundwater would be affected. 

Infill and redevelopment that would occur with implementation of the INSP would result in 
population growth, thereby increasing demand on water supplies. However, according to the 
2018 EIR, the total water demand from the INSP would be accommodated by current water 
sources and there would not be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table level such that the production rate of existing nearby wells would drop to 
a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have 
been granted. 

The INSP Amendment contains no changes that would substantially alter the amount of 
impervious surface at buildout, nor the anticipated magnitude of population growth and 
associated increase in water demand. Alterations contained within the INSP Amendment 
would not change the INSP’s water protection design guidelines. Thus, implementation of the 
changes contained within the INSP Amendment would not result in an impact to groundwater 
that significantly differs from that identified in the 2018 EIR.  

Alteration of Existing Drainage Patterns, Erosion, Siltation, Runoff, and Water Quality 
(Criteria 9c-f) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
existing draining patterns with the potential to cause substantial erosion, siltation, or runoff 
changes would be less than significant.  

While project construction would include excavation and the disturbance of the existing 
ground surface, thereby exposing bare soil and temporarily altering surface drainage 
patterns with the potential to cause erosion, siltation, and runoff, construction activities 
would be required to implement BMPs required by the Construction General Permit and MS4 
Permit regulations. Compliance with these regulations would ensure substantial erosion, 



Initial Study 
Isabel Neighborhood Specific Plan Amendment 

51 

siltation, or erosion does not occur. With adherence to regulatory requirements and 
implementation of the policies and associated design guidelines contained in the INSP, future 
development within the Planning Area would not substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, 
in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site. 

By implementing long-term changes to streetscapes and pedestrian walkways, increasing 
parking spaces, and otherwise introducing new impervious surfaces, implementation of the 
INSP would minimally alter local drainage patterns. Adherence to local stormwater 
guidelines would ensure that projects would not substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, 
or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result 
in flooding on- or off-site. Stormwater management measures would be included as part of 
the design of each future project implemented under the INSP, including completion of 
drainage studies. The INSP would not result in the generation of substantial sources of 
polluted runoff or substantially degrade water quality because development within the 
Planning Area would be required to comply with NPDES requirements, Phase I MS4 Permit, 
Provision C.3.c, for post-construction stormwater management including LID. 

The changes contained within the INSP Amendment would not substantially construction 
activities taking place within the Planning Area, and thus would not substantially change the 
associated potential water quality impacts. Similarly, the INSP Amendment does not contain 
any changes to the proposed streetscape and pedestrian walkway alternations associated 
with buildout. The INSP Amendment does not contain any changes to the INSP’s water 
protection policies. Thus, implementation of the INSP Amendment is not anticipated to result 
in any substantial change in water quality impacts compared to those identified in the 2018 
EIR.  

Flooding (Criteria 9g-i) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would generally 
have no impact of the likelihood of exposure to flooding, inundation, or dam failure; however, 
new projects initiated within the 100-year flood zone are required to be designed so as to 
reduce flood risk, and a floodplain analysis will be required in the event that a structure or 
grading for surface parking would alter the floodplain. Implementation of the changes 
contained in the INSP Amendment would not alter these conditions, and the associated 
environmental impact would thus not differ from that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, 
implementation of the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of any 
impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, nor would it result in new significant impacts related to 
the quality and management of hydrological features and resources that were not identified 
in the 2018 EIR. The 2018 EIR did not identify any mitigation measures pertaining to 
hydrological features, and none would be required for development occurring under the INSP 
Amendment. Development occurring under the INSP Amendment would be required to 
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comply with City regulations designed to preserve water quality and accessibility and 
prevent hazards and land degradation associated with flooding and related events. Since the 
approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, nor have environmental conditions 
changed such that, new environmental impacts would be expected to emerge or previously 
identified impacts would become more severe. 

10. Utilities and Service Systems  

Utilities and Service 

Systems 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Exceed wastewater 

treatment 

requirements of the 

applicable Regional 

Water Quality Control 

Board; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.10-

1 

No No No N/A 

b. Require or result in 

the construction of 

new water or 

wastewater 

treatment facilities or 

expansion of existing 

facilities, the 

construction of which 

could cause 

significant 

environmental 

effects; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.10-

2 

No No No N/A 

c. Require or result in 

the construction of 

new stormwater 

drainage facilities or 

expansion of existing 

facilities, the 

construction of which 

would cause 

significant 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.10-

3 

No No No N/A 
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Utilities and Service 

Systems 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

environmental 

effects; 

d. Result in insufficient 

water supplies 

available to serve the 

project from existing 

entitlements and 

resources, or require 

expanded 

entitlements; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.10-

4 

No No No N/A 

e. Result in a 

determination by the 

wastewater 

treatment provider 

which serves or may 

serve the project that 

it does not have 

adequate capacity to 

serve the project’s 

projected demand in 

addition to the 

provider’s existing 

commitments; 

 2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.10-

5 

No No No N/A 

f. Result in solid waste 

disposal needs that 

exceed the permitted 

landfill capacity 

serving the Planning 

Area; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.10-

6 

No No No N/A 

g. Comply with federal, 

State, and local 

statues and 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.10-

7 

No No No N/A 



Initial Study 
Isabel Neighborhood Specific Plan Amendment 

54 

Utilities and Service 

Systems 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 
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Impacts? 
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Substantially 

Important 

New 
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Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

regulations related to 

solid waste. 

 

Water Utilities (Criteria 10a-e) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
water utilities would be less than significant. Implementation of the INSP would not cause the 
WRP to exceed wastewater treatment requirements. The 2017 Potable Water System 
Evaluation determined that there are no infrastructure requirements needed to meet the 
additional demands of new development under the INSP. The Water Supply Assessment 
prepared for the INSP and reviewed by Zone 7 and Cal Water indicated that the projected 
demands are within the existing entitlements and resources planned for future water supply 
(West Yost Associates, 2017a). 

City of Livermore Standard Conditions and Zone 7 regulations require all development 
projects to meet hydromodification requirements that limit storm runoff from new 
construction to the pre-project flow levels. This results in a net-zero increase in storm water 
drainage flowing to and through the existing drainage infrastructure.  

None of the changes contained within the INSP Amendment are anticipated to result in a 
substantial difference in demand for water utilities. Implementation of the INSP Amendment 
is thus not anticipated to result in substantially different water utility impacts compared to 
those identified in the 2018 EIR.  

Solid Waste (Criteria 10f, g) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
solid waste utilities would be less than significant. 

Given the City’s ability to meet its disposal targets, as well as the remaining capacity in area 
landfills, the collection, transfer, recycling, and disposal needs of the projected population 
increase under the INSP would not result in adverse impacts on landfill facilities. 
Development of future land uses, as designated in the INSP, would be required to comply with 
federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste. 
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None of the changes contained in the INSP Amendment are anticipated to result in substantial 
differences in demand for solid waste services, compared to those evaluated in the 2018 EIR. 
Associated environmental impacts are not anticipated to substantially differ from those 
identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, 
implementation of the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of any 
impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, nor would it result in new significant impacts related to 
utilities that were not identified in the 2018 EIR. The 2018 EIR did not identify any mitigation 
measures pertaining to utilities, and none would be required for development occurring 
under the INSP Amendment. Development occurring under the INSP Amendment would be 
required to comply with City regulations designed to ensure the continued functioning of 
water and solid waste utilities. Since the approval of the INSP, no new information has 
emerged, nor have environmental conditions changed such that, new environmental impacts 
would be expected to emerge or previously identified impacts would become more severe. 

11. Public Services and Recreation 

Public Services and 

Recreation 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. 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; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.11-

1 

No No No N/A 

b. Result in substantial 

adverse physical or 

other environmental 

impacts associated 

with the provision of 

new or physically 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.11-

2 

No No No N/A 
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Public Services and 

Recreation 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

altered park facilities, 

or need for new or 

physically altered 

park facilities, 

construction of which 

could cause 

significant 

environmental 

impacts; or 

c. Have the potential to 

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: 

fire protection, police 

protection, or 

schools. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.11-

3 

No No No N/A 
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Parks and Recreation (Criteria 11a, b) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
the quality of park facilities and any associated environmental impacts would be less than 
significant. 

The level of new residential development would support about 9,800 new residents within 
the Isabel Neighborhood. This would generate demand for two Neighborhood Parks (or 19.6 
acres) and 19.6 acres of Community parkland for a total of about 40 acres, based on LARPD 
service level standards.  

While the combined 38.4-acre park and plaza space would not meet the total estimated 
parkland demand of 40 acres, the Isabel Neighborhood will have approximately 236.1 acres 
of combined park, plaza, and passive and scenic open space at build-out. 

New development within the Planning Area would be required to dedicate park and 
recreational facilities or pay in-lieu fees that are used to build and maintain parks and 
recreational facilities. In the event of a shortage of active recreational facilities (sports fields 
and courts) in the Planning Area as the area develops, there is an opportunity to develop 
shared use agreements between the City and Las Positas College to allow Neighborhood 
residents to access existing athletic facilities at the college for specific hours, days of the week, 
or purposes. The City is actively pursuing shared use opportunities with Las Positas College. 
In addition, if a school locates in the School Overlay Zone, the playfields that have been 
approved at this location could be built. The development of new recreational facilities would 
be subject to existing building and construction regulations and INSP policies that would 
ensure that construction activities have a minimal effect on the surrounding environment. 

There are no changes contained within the INSP Amendment that would substantially change 
the number of new residents anticipated at buildout, nor the amount of parkland to be 
contained in the Planning Area. No part of the INSP Amendment would change the INSP’s 
policies regarding parkland dedication and maintenance. Thus, the impact to parks and 
recreational facilities under the INSP Amendment is not expected to be substantially different 
from that identified by the 2018 EIR.  

Government Facilities (Criterion 11c) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
the provision of government services, as well as any associated environmental impacts, 
would be less than significant. 

Given that growth under the INSP is accounted for under the existing General Plan, no 
additional schools would be required to meet overall demand. The combination of Statutory 
Developer fees, and the INSP policies that support school resources are expected to provide 
adequate capacity to meet demand for school facilities, resulting in a less-than-significant 
impact related to school facilities. 
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According to the LPFD, the existing nearby fire stations would provide sufficient coverage for 
the Planning Area, and no new facilities would be required to serve new development 
resulting from implementation of the INSP.  

The City of Livermore Police Department increases staffing as needed to keep up with 
population growth. To serve the overall demand for increased services from both residential 
and commercial development, the Department estimates an overall need for 15 additional 
officers by buildout. Given this anticipated need for additional police services and the 
distance to the main Police Station, the Department anticipates the need for a small police 
substation in the Isabel Neighborhood for internal police use only (not for the public). The 
small substation could be incorporated within an existing or new fire station or other 
public/commercial building. The Police Department would coordinate with Valley Transit 
and the Fire Department to determine the appropriate location and design for the police 
facility, as the Plan is implemented. 1 Construction of the substation would comply with 
policies to reduce environmental impacts. 

There is no established industry standard for the amount of library space per capita of 
population. Since population growth under the INSP is accounted for under the remaining 
General Plan capacity, it is expected that existing library facilities would accommodate the 
additional demand for library services. As with other service facilities, the environmental 
impacts from new or expanded library services would be less than significant due to existing 
policies and regulations, and INSP policies.  

There are no changes contained within the INSP Amendment that are anticipated to lead to 
substantial differences in demand for schools, fire protection services, police services, or 
library services, compared to those assessed in the 2018 EIR. Associated environmental 
impacts are thus not expected to differ substantially compared to those identified in the 2018 
EIR.  

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, 
implementation of the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of any 
impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, nor would it result in new significant impacts related to 
parks, recreation, and government facilities that were not identified in the 2018 EIR. The 
2018 EIR does not identify any mitigation measures related to the provision of parks, 
recreation, and government services, and none would be required for development occurring 
under the INSP Amendment. Development would be required to comply with City-issued 
policies regulating the provision of these services. Since the approval of the INSP, no new 
information has emerged, nor have environmental conditions changed such that, new 
environmental impacts would be expected to emerge or previously identified impacts would 
become more severe. 

 
1 August 2017 conversation with Livermore Police Department. 
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12. Geology and Soils 

Geology and Soils 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Expose people or 

structures to 

potential substantial 

adverse effects, 

including the risk of 

loss, injury, or death 

involving rupture of a 

known earthquake 

fault, as delineated on 

the most recent 

Alquist-Priolo 

Earthquake Fault 

Zoning Map or based 

on other substantial 

evidence of a known 

fault; strong seismic 

ground shaking; 

seismic-related 

ground failure, 

including 

liquefaction, or; 

landslides; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.12-

1 

No No No N/A 

b. Result in substantial 

soil erosion and 

topsoil loss; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.12-

2 

No No No N/A 

c. Result in on- or off-

site landslide, lateral 

spreading, 

subsidence, 

liquefaction, or 

collapse due to 

location of structures 

on a geological unit 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.12-

3 

No No No N/A 
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Geology and Soils 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

or soil that is 

unstable or that 

would become 

unstable as a result of 

the project; 

d. Locate structures on 

expansive soil, as 

defined in Section 

1803.5.3, Expansive 

Soil, of the California 

Building Standards 

Code (2013), creating 

substantial risks to 

life or property; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.12-

4 

No No No N/A 

e. Locate structures on 

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. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.12-

5 

No No No N/A 

Earthquakes (Criterion 12a) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
level of exposure to hazards related to earthquakes, landslides, fault rupture, and ground 
shaking was less than significant.  

Because there are no known active faults within the Planning Area, there would be no impact 
resulting from the rupture of a known earthquake fault. 
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Some locations within the Planning Area are prone to liquefaction hazards. Almost all of the 
areas bordering the Arroyo Las Positas and Collier Canyon Creek are at very high risk of 
liquefaction due to the presence of soils that are often saturated or characteristic of wetlands. 
In addition, a small area in the southeast portion of the Planning Area north of East Airway 
Boulevard and bounding U.S. I-580 is at high risk of liquefaction (ABAG, 2017). However, the 
majority of these high-risk areas would be preserved as open space in the Plan and would not 
be developed with buildings or roadways.  

In areas of moderate risk of liquefaction where buildings or roadways would be constructed, 
impacts from ground failure resulting from liquefaction would be addressed through site-
specific geotechnical studies prepared in accordance with CBC requirements or Caltrans 
standards and standard industry practices. 

A small area to the north of Portola Avenue and east of Campus Hill Drive may be landslide 
susceptible due to slopes of 20 percent (see Figure 3.12-3). Most of this area is designated 
Open Space under the Plan, and a portion is already developed with residential use (Shea 
Montage Homes). Other nearby landslide-susceptible land is located northwest of the 
Planning Area, which is designated as Open Space. The remaining areas that are landslide-
susceptible land are located outside the Planning Area. The potential for the development of 
future structures within the Planning Area to exacerbate existing hazards associated with the 
potential for the occurrence of landslides would be addressed through site-specific 
geotechnical studies prepared in accordance with CBC requirements and standard industry 
practices, which would specifically address landslide hazards located in landslide hazard 
areas 

Development occurring under the INSP would be required to conform to the current seismic 
design provisions of the most current version of the CBC. The CBC contains the latest seismic 
safety requirements to resist impacts from ground shaking, landslides, and liquefaction. Road 
construction would be required to conform to Caltrans standards and standard industry 
practices.  

There are no changes contained within the INSP Amendment that would alter open space 
designations or alter the probability of development occurring in areas of high or moderate 
earthquake, liquefaction, or landslide potential, compared to what was proposed in the INSP. 
Therefore, implementation of the INSP Amendment is not anticipated to result in any 
substantial difference in environmental impact, compared to what was identified in the 2018 
EIR.  
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Soil Suitability for Development (Criteria 12b-d) 

The 2018 EIR determined that compliance with applicable codes and regulations would 
reduce the potential for substantial soil erosion or topsoil loss resulting from implementation 
of the INSP to be less than significant. Similarly, compliance with standard industry practices 
and State requirements would ensure that impacts related to landslides, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse resulting from implementation of the INSP would be less 
than significant. Compliance would also require soil and geologic investigations that would 
identify the presence of expansive and corrosive soils prior to development. These conditions 
will not change under implementation of the INSP Amendment, and environmental impact is 
thus not anticipated to change. 

Septic Systems (Criterion 12e) 

Future development that may result from implementation of the INSP would not require 
septic systems or other alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, implementation 
of the INSP would have no impact related to the location of structures on soils incapable of 
supporting septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. These conditions will 
not change under implementation of the INSP Amendment, and environmental impact is thus 
not anticipated to change. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, 
implementation of the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of any 
impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, nor would it result in new significant impacts related to 
earthquakes, soil stability, or septic systems that were not identified in the 2018 EIR. The 
2018 EIR did not identify any mitigation measures pertaining to geology and soils, and none 
would be required for development occurring under the INSP Amendment. Development 
occurring under the INSP Amendment would be required to comply with City regulations 
designed to promote soil and land stability and associated development safety. Since the 
approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, nor have environmental conditions 
changed such that, new environmental impacts would be expected to emerge or previously 
identified impacts would become more severe. 
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13. Cultural and Tribal Resources 

Cultural and Tribal 

Resources 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Cause a substantial 

change to the 

significance of a 

historical resource, 

defined as physical 

demolition, 

destruction, 

relocation, or 

alteration of the 

resources or its 

immediate 

surroundings such 

that the significance 

of a historical 

resource would be 

materially impaired; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.13-

1 

No No No No feasible 

mitigation 

measure 

b. Cause substantial 

adverse change in the 

significance of an 

archaeological 

resource pursuant to 

§15064.5; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.13-

2 

No No No N/A 

c. Directly or indirectly 

destroy a unique 

paleontological 

resource or site or 

unique geologic 

feature; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.13-

3 

No No No N/A 

d. Result in a significant 

disturbance to human 

remains, including 

those interred 

 2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.13-

4 

No No No N/A 
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Cultural and Tribal 

Resources 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

outside of formal 

cemeteries; or 

e. Cause a substantial 

adverse change in the 

significance of a tribal 

cultural resource. 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.13-

5 

No No No N/A 

 

Historical Resources (Criterion 13a) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would result in 
impacts to historic resources that would be significant and unavoidable. This determination 
is due to the presence of the Gandolfo Ranch, eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Properties, that is identified for development of residential or park uses under the 
INSP. Development of this large agricultural property as proposed would require the parcel 
to be subdivided into separate lots and roads. The subdivision and development of the 
property as part of the INSP would result in the demolition, destruction, relocation, and/or 
alteration of the historical resource such that the significance of the resource would be 
significantly materially impaired. The INSP Amendment does not contain any changes to the 
development potential designation of or development policies pertaining to Gandolfo Ranch, 
and therefore not result in an environmental impact significantly different from that 
identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Archaeological Resources, Paleontological Resources, and Human Remains (Criteria 
13b-d) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
archaeological and paleontological resources and human remains would be less than 
significant. Although implementation of the INSP may result in actions that could adversely 
affect archaeological resources, paleontological resources, and human remains, the INSP 
contains policies to require project-level archaeological review of sites that require site-
specific environmental review, consultation with paleontologists when necessary, and 
protection and preservation of any human remains discovered during project activities. 
These policies would not be changed under the INSP Amendment; environmental impact 
would thus not change compared to that identified in the 2018 EIR. 
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Tribal Cultural Resources (Criterion 13e) 

After consultation with the NAHC and seven Native American tribes were contacted, pursuant 
to AB 52 and SB 18, the 2018 EIR concluded that the adoption and implementation of the 
INSP would have no impact on tribal cultural resources. The INSP Amendment contains no 
features that would alter this conclusion. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, 
implementation of the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of any 
impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, nor would it result in new significant impacts related to 
cultural and tribal resources that were not identified in the 2018 EIR. The 2018 EIR did not 
identify any feasible mitigation measures pertaining to these resources. Development 
occurring under the INSP Amendment would be required to comply with City regulations 
designed to promote soil and land stability and associated development safety. Since the 
approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, nor have environmental conditions 
changed such that, new environmental impacts would be expected to emerge or previously 
identified impacts would become more severe. 

14. Agricultural Resources 

Agricultural Resources 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Convert Prime 

Farmland or Unique 

Farmland to non-

agricultural use; 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.14-

1 

No No No No feasible 

mitigation 

measure 

b. Conflict with an 

existing zoning for 

agricultural use, or a 

Williamson Act 

contract; or 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.14-

2 

No No No No feasible 

mitigation 

measure 

c. Result in changes in 

the existing 

environment which, 

due to their location 

2018 FEIR, 

Impact 3.14-

3 

No No No N/A 
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Agricultural Resources 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

or nature, could 

result in conversion 

of Farmland to non-

agricultural use. 

 

Conversion of Prime Farmland (Criterion 14a) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would have a 
significant and unavoidable impact on the conversion of Prime Farmland into non-
agricultural use. This evaluation is due to the presence of several sites throughout the 
Planning Area that are designated as Prime Farmland and designated as sites for future urban 
development under the INSP.  

Individual projects under the INSP would be required to address impacts on agricultural 
lands. While these policies would reduce impacts, there would still be a significant and 
unavoidable impact related to the conversion of Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide 
Importance, or Unique farmland. 

The INSP Amendment does not contain any changes to the designated development potential 
of those parcels designated as Prime Farmland. Nor does it contain any changes to the INSP 
policies pertaining to development impacts to agricultural lands. Therefore, the 
environmental impact of the INSP Amendment would not be substantially different from that 
identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Zoning for Agricultural Use (Criterion 14b) 

The 2018 EIR determined that the impact of the adoption and implementation of the INSP on 
agriculturally zoned land would be significant and unavoidable. This is due to the presence 
of parcels that allow for agricultural uses in the northern portion of the Planning Area, both 
of which would be zoned for Transition Residential under the INSP. These land designations 
are not changed under the INSP Amendment, and the resulting environmental impact is thus 
unchanged from that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conversion of Farmland to Non-Agricultural Use (14c) 
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The 2018 EIR determined that the adoption and implementation of the INSP would have a 
less-than-significant impact of the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses. The areas 
of Unique Farmland and Farmland of Statewide Importance in the periphery of the 
northwestern part of the Planning Area are located immediately north of lands designated as 
Business Park and Residential Transition under the INSP. However, these land use 
designations are proposed where there are existing townhomes and condominiums, offices, 
business parks, and industrial uses, where people already live and work. Therefore, the INSP 
would not result in a new threat to existing, active farmland. The INSP Amendment does not 
make any changes in land use designation of farmland, compared to that analyzed in the 2018 
EIR. The environmental impact of the INSP Amendment is thus not anticipated to be 
substantially different from that identified in the 2018 EIR. 

Conclusion 

Based on an examination of the analysis, findings, and conclusions of the 2018 EIR, 
implementation of the INSP Amendment would not substantially increase the severity of any 
impacts identified in the 2018 EIR, nor would it result in new significant impacts related 
agricultural resources that were not identified in the 2018 EIR. The 2018 EIR did not identify 
any feasible mitigation measures pertaining to preservation of agricultural resources. 
Development occurring under the INSP Amendment would be required to comply with City 
regulations designed to promote soil and land stability and associated development safety. 
Since the approval of the INSP, no new information has emerged, nor have environmental 
conditions changed such that, new environmental impacts would be expected to emerge or 
previously identified impacts would become more severe. 

Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

a. Have the potential to 

degrade the quality of 

the environment, 

substantially reduce 

the habitat of fish or 

wildlife species, cause 

a fish or wildlife 

population to drop 

below self-sustaining 

levels, threaten to 

N/A No No No N/A 
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Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

eliminate a plant or 

animal community, 

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. Have impacts which 

are individually 

limited, but 

cumulatively 

considerable? 

(“Cumulatively 

considerable” means 

that the incremental 

effects of an 

individual project are 

considerable when 

viewed in connection 

with the effects of 

past projects, the 

effects of other 

current projects, and 

the effects of 

probably future 

projects). 

N/A No No No N/A 

c. Have environmental 

effects which cause 

substantial adverse 

effects on human 

N/A No No No N/A 
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Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 

Would the project: 

Where 

Impact Was 

Analyzed in 

2018 INSP 

FEIR 

  

Do Proposed 

Changes 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do Any New 

Circumstances 

Involve New 

or 

Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Any 

Substantially 

Important 

New 

Information 

Requiring 

New Analysis 

or 

Verification?

Do Plan FEIR 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address/Resolve 

Impacts? 

beings, either directly 

or indirectly? 
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Would the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of rare of endangered plant or 
animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

Less than Significant Impact. Buildout under the INSP Amendment would not reduce 
habitat for wildlife species, threaten to eliminate plant and animal communities, reduce the 
number of rare plants, or disturb important examples of California history and/or prehistory 
to an extent greater than that identified in the 2018 EIR conducted for the INSP. Additional 
analysis in the SEIR is not required. 

Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable?  

Less than Significant Impact. The INSP Amendment would not, in conjunction with other 
development occurring in the Isabel Neighborhood and City of Livermore, result in significant 
cumulative environmental impacts to an extent greater than that identified in the 2018 EIR 
of the INSP. Further analysis in the SEIR is not required. 

Does the project have environmental effects which cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Less than Significant Impact. Buildout under the INSP Amendment would not have a 
greater potential to result in substantial adverse effects on human beings than that analyzed 
for the INSP in the original EIR. Further analysis in the SEIR is not required. 
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