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Class IV bicycle facilities (protected bicycle lanes) are currently being installed throughout the 

downtown area as part of the Better Bikeways project. Protected bike lanes have been implemented 

along the following roadways:  

 

• West San Fernando Street, between South Almaden Boulevard and Tenth Street 

• Second Street, between San Carlos Street and William Street 

• Third Street, between St. James Street and Reed Street 

 

The Guadalupe River Trail, an 11-mile Class I bicycle path that extends from Curtner Avenue to 

Alviso, can be accessed along both West San Fernando Street and Park Avenue, approximately 700 

feet west of the site. Existing bicycle facilities are shown in Figure 4.17-1.  

 

Pedestrian Facilities 

Crosswalks and pedestrian signal heads are located at all signalized intersections within the project 

area. The majority of crosswalks at signalized intersections in the vicinity of the site consist of high 

visibility crosswalks, enhancing pedestrian visibility and safety while crossing the intersections. 

 

An approximately 50-foot wide pedestrian paseo is located south of the project site and provides a 

direct connection between San Carlos Street and Park Avenue. In addition, a crosswalk is located 

across Park Avenue which provides access to the paseo from the project site’s south frontage. The 

existing sidewalks and paseos provide adequate pedestrian connectivity and safe routes to 

surrounding land uses. Overall, the existing network has good connectivity and provides pedestrians 

with safe routes to transit and other services and points of interest in the downtown area. 

 

Existing pedestrian facilities are shown on Figure 4.17-2.  

 

Transit Services 

Train services in the project area is provided by the VTA, Caltrain, ACE, and Amtrak. Existing 

transit facilities are shown in Figure 4.17-3. The project site is located approximately 600 feet north 

of the Convention Center Light Rail Station and approximately 0.75-mile from the San José Diridon 

Station. 

 

Bus Service 

The downtown area is served by multiple local bus lines. Existing bus lines (within approximately a 

quarter mile of the project site) are listed in Table 4.17-1 below. The nearest bus stops are located on 

South First Street, San Carlos Street, and Santa Clara Street.  

  





EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES FIGURE 4.17-2
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EXISTING TRANSIT FACILITIES FIGURE 4.17-3
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Table 4.17-1: Existing Bus Service Near the Project Site 

Route Route Description 
Headway 

(min) 

Frequent Route 22 Palo Alto Transit Center to Eastridge Center 15 

Frequent Route 23 
DeAnza College to Alum Rock Transit Center via Stevens 

Creek 
12-15

Local Route 64A McKee & White to Ohlone-Chynoweth Station 30 

Local Route 64B McKee & White to Almaden Expressway & Camden 30 

Frequent Route 66 North Milpitas to Kaiser San José 12-15

Frequent Route 68 San José Diridon Station to Gilroy Transit Center 15-20

Frequent Route 72 Downtown San José to Senter and Monterey via McLaughlin 5-20

Frequent Route 73 Downtown San José to Senter and Monterey via Senter 10-15

Express Route 168 Gilroy/Morgan Hill to San José Diridon Station 15-40

Express Route 181 San José Diridon Station to Warm Springs BART Station 15-20

Rapid Route 500 San José Diridon Station to Downtown San José 15-20

Rapid Route 522 Palo Alto Transit Center to Eastridge Transit Center 10-15

Rapid Route 523 Berryessa BART to Lockheed Martin via De Anza College 15-20

Hwy 17 Express 

(Route 970) 
Downtown Santa Cruz/Scotts Valley to Downtown San José 

20-35

Light Rail Transit Service 

The VTA currently operates the 42.2-mile VTA light rail line system extending from south San José 

through downtown to the northern areas of San José, Santa Clara, Milpitas, Mountain View, and 

Sunnyvale. The San Antonio LRT station is located less than 700 feet of the project site on Paseo de 

San Antonio. The Convention Center LRT station is located less than 600 feet from the paseo that 

runs between Park Avenue and San Carlos Street. The San José Diridon Station (approximately 0.75-

mile west from the site) is located along the Mountain View–Winchester LRT line and serves as a 

transfer point to Caltrain, ACE, and Amtrak services. 

Caltrain Service 

Commuter rail service between San Francisco and Gilroy is provided by Caltrain and is accessible 

from the San José Diridon Station. Trains stop frequently at the San José Diridon Station between 

4:28 AM and 10:30 PM in the northbound direction, and between 6:31 AM and 1:38 AM in the 

southbound direction. Caltrain provides passenger train service seven days a week and provides 

extended service to Morgan Hill and Gilroy during weekday commute hours.  

Altamont Commuter Express Service 

The ACE provides commuter passenger train service between Stockton, Tracy, Pleasanton, and San 

José during commute hours, Monday through Friday. Service is limited to four westbound trips in the 

morning and four eastbound trips in the afternoon/evening with headways averaging 60 minutes. 

ACE train stops at the San José Diridon Station between 6:32 AM and 9:17 AM in the westbound 

direction, and between 3:35 PM and 6:38 PM in the eastbound direction.  
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Amtrak Service 

Amtrak provides daily commuter passenger train service along the Capital Corridor between the 

Sacramento region and the Bay Area, with stops in San José, Santa Clara, Fremont, Hayward, 

Oakland, Emeryville, Berkeley, Richmond, Martinez, Suisun City, Davis, Sacramento, Roseville, 

Rocklin, and Auburn. The Capital Corridor trains stop at the San José Diridon Station eight times 

during the weekdays between approximately 7:38 AM and 11:55 PM in the westbound direction. In 

the eastbound direction, Amtrak stops at the San José Diridon Station seven times during the 

weekdays between 6:40 AM and 7:15 PM. 

4.17.2  Impact Discussion 

New 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

Impact 

Same Impact 

as Approved 

Project 

Less Impact 

than 

Approved 

Project 

Would the project: 

1) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance

or policy addressing the circulation

system, including transit, roadways,

bicycle lanes and pedestrian facilities?

2) For a land use project, conflict or be

inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines

Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

3) Substantially increase hazards due to a

geometric design feature (e.g., sharp

curves or dangerous intersections) or

incompatible land uses (e.g., farm

equipment)?

4) Result in inadequate emergency access?

Similar to the site development evaluated in the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR, the proposed 

project, by itself, would result in less than significant transportation impacts, as described in the 

following discussion. 

Would the project conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation 

system, including transit, roadways, bicycle lanes and pedestrian facilities? 

Pedestrian Facilities 

There are sidewalks located along all project frontages on Market Street, West San Fernando Street, 

South Almaden Boulevard, and Park Avenue. Additionally, there are crosswalks available at all 

signalized intersections in the vicinity of the site.  

An approximately 50-foot wide pedestrian paseo is located south of the project site and provides a 

direct connection between San Carlos Street and Park Avenue. A crosswalk is located across Park 

Avenue which provides access to the paseo from the project site’s south frontage. Access to the 
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Convention Center LRT Station is provided via a signalized crosswalk along San Carlos Street that is 

located approximately 250 feet east of the paseo. Another crosswalk exists that provides access to the 

Paseo de San Antonio Walk from Plaza de César Chávez.  

 

The existing pedestrian facilities in the area provide pedestrians with connections between the project 

site and surrounding land uses. Implementation of the proposed project would not conflict with any 

policies or plans regarding pedestrian facilities or decrease the safety of these facilities.  

 

Bicycle Facilities  

 

There are Class II striped bicycle lanes along South Almaden Boulevard and Park Avenue and Class 

IV protected bicycle lanes are being implemented along West San Fernando Street as part of the 

City’s Better Bikeways program. The Guadalupe River Trail is located approximately 700 feet west 

of project site’s South Almaden Boulevard frontage. Implementation of the proposed project would 

not conflict with any policies or plans regarding bicycle facilities or decrease the safety of these 

facilities.  

 

Transit Facilities  

The project site is in close proximity to major transit services that would support multi-modal travel 

to and from the project site. The nearest bus stops are located along First Street, San Carlos Street, 

and Santa Clara Street. The Mountain View–Winchester and Alum Rock–Santa Teresa LRT lines 

operate along San Carlos Street and along First and Second Streets, north of San Carlos Street. 

 

The San Antonio and Convention Center LRT Stations are located less than 700 feet and 600 feet of 

the project site, respectively. Implementation of the proposed project would not conflict with any 

policies or plans regarding transit facilities or decrease the safety of these facilities.  

 

Airport Operations 

The project would have a less than significant impact on air traffic patterns. See Section 3.4 Hazards 

and Hazardous Materials of the SEIR for a discussion of project compliance with federal aviation 

regulations.  

[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)] 

 

Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision 

(b)? 

 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) states that, in general, land use projects such as the proposed 

project, that are within one-half mile of either an existing major transit stop or a stop along an 

existing high quality transit corridor should be presumed to result in a less than significant 

transportation impact. The project site is located approximately 0.75-mile from the San José Diridon 

Station, approximately 600 feet north from the Convention Center Light Rail Station, and all the 

streets within one block of the project site, are served by bus transit. 

 

The proposed project is located within the downtown area which does not exceed commercial VMT 

per job and residential VMT per capita (refer to Figures 3.15-6 and 3.15-7 of the Downtown Strategy 
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2040 FEIR). The Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR concluded that full build out of the Downtown 

Strategy 2040 Plan would result in low VMT and would have the lowest VMT of any plan area in the 

City. The City has policies that require TDM measures for reductions in parking within the 

downtown. In addition, BART and High-Speed Rail connections, upgrades to Caltrain services, and 

the Better Bikeways project would provide additional transportation options for the downtown area. 

Implementing the land use density and diversity as envisioned by Downtown Strategy 2040 would 

facilitate VMT reductions as well. Based on the above, the project would not result in a significant 

VMT impact and would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 

subdivision (b). [Same Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact)] 

 

The project would substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

 

Site Access and Driveway Design 

The applicant proposes two full-access driveways along West San Fernando Street, one full-access 

signalized driveway along South Almaden Boulevard, one unsignalized driveway on South Almaden 

Boulevard, and one right-in, right-out reversible driveway along Market Street (inbound only during 

the AM Peak Hour and outbound only during the PM Peak Hour). Based on the site plan, the project 

applicant would install signals at the Almaden Avenue/West San Fernando Street and San Pedro 

Street/West San Fernando Street intersections. The proposed two-way driveways would be required 

to meet the City’s 32-foot width requirement. The Complete Streets Design Guidelines allow for a 

minimum width of 12 feet at driveways located within the Downtown area. Project driveways that do 

not meet the City’s standard guidelines would be subject to City review and approval. The one-way 

reversible driveway on Market Street would be approximately 14 feet wide, consistent with the 

Complete Streets Design Guidelines. 

 

The traffic report analyzed access to the West San Fernando Street, South Almaden Boulevard, and 

Market Street driveways. Based on the recommendations of the report, the applicant will work with 

the City to develop site access improvements and design. 

 

Site Distance 

Adequate sight distance should be provided at the project driveway in accordance with the American 

Association of State Highway Transportation Officials (AASHTO) standards to avoid collisions and 

provide drivers with the ability to exit the driveway. Market Street and West San Fernando Street 

have a posted speed limit of 25 miles per hour (mph) and 30 mph, respectively. The AASHTO 

stopping sight distance for a roadway with a posted speed limit of 30 mph is 200 feet. A driver 

making a right-turn from the Market Street and San Fernando project driveways must be able to see 

155 feet to the north along Market Street and 155 feet to the west along West San Fernando Street in 

order to avoid a collision. In addition, drivers making a right-turn from the South Almaden 

Boulevard driveway must be able to see 200 feet to the south in order to avoid a collision. 

 

Based on the proposed site plan, vehicles exiting would be able to see approaching traffic at least 200 

feet from the project driveways. As a result, the project driveways would meet AASHTO minimum 

stopping sight distance standards. The project would not substantially increase hazards due to a 
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geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., 

farm equipment).  

 

[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)] 

 

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

 

The City requires consistency with applicable fire department standards for emergency access before 

building permits are approved. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less than significant 

emergency vehicle access impact. [Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant 

Impact)] 

 

 Operational Transportation Issues Not Covered Under CEQA 

The following discussion is included for informational purposes only because the City of San José 

has policies that address existing transportation conditions. 

 

Trip Generation Estimates 

Vehicle trips generated by the proposed project were estimated using the rates for “General Office 

Building” (Land Use Code 710) and “Shopping Center” (Land Use Code 820) published in the 

Institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 10th Edition (2017).  

 

The proposed project would qualify for a location-based adjustment. Based on the City’s VMT 

Evaluation Tool, the project site is located within an urban high-transit area. Urban high-transit areas 

have high density, good accessibility, high public transit access, low members of single-family 

houses, and middle-aged and older housing stock. Office developments within urban high-transit 

areas have a vehicle mode share of 69 percent; therefore, a 31-percent reduction was applied to trips 

generated by the proposed project.  

 

A mixed-use development with complementary land uses such as office and commercial would result 

in a reduction of external site trips since a portion of the trips would not be entering or exiting the 

site. Based on VTA’s recommended mixed-use reduction, a maximum three-percent trip reduction 

may be applied for the office and commercial uses, based on the office component. For the AM and 

PM peak hours, however, a three-percent reduction of office trips exceeds the total number of trips 

generated by the commercial use. Therefore, a 50-percent reduction of retail trips during the AM and 

PM peak hours was applied. 

 

A summary of the project trip generation estimates is shown below.  
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Table 4.17-2: Project Trip Generation Estimates  

Land Use Daily 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

In Out Total In Out Total 

Proposed Land Uses 

General Office Building 

Office – Retail Internal 

Reduction 

Location Based 

Reduction 

35,371 3,623 590 4,213 668 3,508 4,176 

<614> <6> <10> <16> <32> <30> <62> 

<10,775> <1,121> <180> <1,301> <197> <1,078> <1,275> 

Shopping Center 

Office – Retail Internal 

Reduction  

Location Based 

Reduction 

1,227 19 12 31 60 64 124 

<614> <10> <6> <16> <30> <32> <62> 

<104> <2> <1> <3> <5> <5> <11> 

Existing Land Uses 

General Office Building N/A <260> <10> <270> <153> <154> <307> 

Total Net Project Trips N/A 2,243 395 2,638 311 2,273 2,584 

 

Based on the trip generation table above, the project would generate approximately 2,638 net new 

daily trips (2,243 inbound trips and 395 outbound trips) during the AM Peak Hour and 2,584 net new 

daily trips (311 inbound trips and 2,273 outbound trips) during the PM Peak Hour. 

 

Truck Operations 

Truck delivery/loading areas are proposed via one two-way driveway along South Almaden 

Boulevard and two one-way drive aisles adjacent to each of the West San Fernando Street. The 

proposed plan set provided by the applicant does not provide detail of the waste bin area. If trash 

compactors are proposed, adequate turnaround space should be provided for the trucks. Smaller 

waste bins would need to be wheeled out to West San Fernando Street since trucks would not enter 

the enclosed loading area along West San Fernando Street. The South Almaden Boulevard loading 

area would not be enclosed which allows for larger trucks to enter the loading area. 

 

Based on the City of San José off-street loading standards (Section 20.70.420 of the City’s Municipal 

Code), offices with 100,000 to 175,000 square feet of total gross floor area shall provide one loading 

space. One additional loading space shall be included for each 100,000 square feet of total gross floor 

area exceeding 175,000 square feet. The proposed project would be required to provide a total of 36 

off-street loading spaces. Per Section 20.70.450.B of the City’s Municipal Code, the Director of 

Planning, Building and Code Enforcement may reduce the number of loading spaces if the Director 

finds that sufficient on-street loading space within the public right-of-way. All off-street loading 

spaces shall be designed to be no less than 10 feet wide, 30 feet long, and 15 feet high. 

 

A total of 12 loading spaces would be provided on-site with eight spaces located within the northern 

(West San Fernando Street) loading area and four spaces located in the western (South Almaden 

Boulevard) loading area. The project would be inconsistent with the City’s requirement for off-street 

loading spaces and should work with the City to identify the required off-street loading spaces. 
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Bicycle Parking 

The proposed project would be required to provide one bicycle parking space per 4,000 square feet of 

office space. Bicycle parking should consist of at least 80 percent short-term and at-most 20 percent 

long-term spaces. Additionally, the proposed ground floor retail would be required to provide two 

short-term bicycle parking spaces and one long-term bicycle parking space. The project would be 

required to provide a total of 775 bicycle parking spaces (620 short-term and 155 long-term parking 

spaces). The project would provide 776 long-term bicycle parking spaces and thirty short-term 

bicycle parking spaces, which meets the total minimum number of bicycle parking spaces required.  

 

Vehicle Parking 

Based on the City’s downtown zoning regulations parking requirement (Table 20-140 of the City’s 

Municipal Code), the project is required to provide 2.5 off-street parking spaces per 1,000 square feet 

of office use. Based on the City’s parking requirements, the project would be required to provide 

7,718 off-street parking spaces. No parking spaces would be required for the ground floor retail. 

 

Based on 20.90.220.A.1 of the City’s Municipal Code, the project may receive up to a 50-percent 

reduction in the required off-street parking spaces with a development permit or a development 

exception if no development permit is required. For an off-street parking reduction of up to 20 

percent, the following provisions must be met: 

 

• The structure or use is located within two thousand feet of a proposed or an existing rail 

station or bus rapid transit station, or an area designated as a neighborhood business district, 

or as an urban village, or as an area subject to an area development policy in the city's general 

plan or the use is listed in Section 20.90.220.G; and 

• The structure or use provides bicycle parking spaces in conformance with the requirements of 

Table 20-90. 

 

The project site is located within the downtown core and is within 600 feet of the Convention Center 

LRT Station. The proposed project would also meet the City’s bicycle parking requirement. 

Therefore, the project would qualify for a 20-percent reduction in off-street parking spaces. The 

required number of parking spaces would be reduced from 7,718 spaces to 6,175 spaces. Therefore, 

the 6,230 parking spaces proposed would meet the City’s off-street parking requirement for office 

use.  
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 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

4.18.1   Environmental Setting 

 Regulatory Framework  

State 

Assembly Bill (AB) 52, effective July of 2015, established a new category of resources for 

consideration by public agencies when approving discretionary projects under CEQA, called Tribal 

Cultural Resources (TCRs). AB 52 requires lead agencies to provide notice of projects to tribes that 

are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area if they have requested to be 

notified. Where a project may have a significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, consultation is 

required until the parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect on a tribal cultural 

resource or when it is concluded that mutual agreement cannot be reached.  

  

 Under AB 52, a TCRs are defined as follows: 

• Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value 

to a California Native American tribe that are also either: 

o Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of 

Historic Resources59   

o Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources 

Code Section 5020.1(k) 

• A resource determined by the lead agency to be a TCR.  

 

4.18.2   Impact Discussion 

 
New 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

Impact 

Same 

Impact as 

Approved 

Project 

Less 

Impact than 

Approved 

Project 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse 

change in the significance of a tribal cultural 

resource, defined in Public Resources Code 

Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 

cultural landscape that is geographically 

defined in terms of the size and scope of the 

landscape, sacred place, or object with 

cultural value to a California Native 

American tribe, and that is: 

     

 
59 See Public Resources Code section 5024.1. The State Historical Resources Commission oversees the 

administration of the CRHR and is a nine-member State review board that is appointed by the Governor, with 

responsibilities for the identification, registration, and preservation of California's cultural heritage. The CRHR 

“shall include historical resources determined by the commission, according adopted procedures, to be significant 

and to meet the criteria in subdivision (c) (Public Resources Code, Section 5024.1 (a)(b)).  
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1) Listed or eligible for listing in the 

California Register of Historical 

Resources, or in a local register of 

historical resources as defined in Public 

Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)? 

     

2) A resource determined by the lead 

agency, in its discretion and supported by 

substantial evidence, to be significant 

pursuant to criteria set forth in 

subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 

Section 5024.1? In applying this criteria, 

the significance of the resource to a 

California Native American tribe shall be 

considered. 

 

     

Similar to the development evaluated in the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR, the proposed project 

would result in less than significant tribal cultural resources impacts, as described below.  

 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 

resource that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in 

a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)? 

 

Guadalupe River is located approximately 0.1 mile west of the project site, which is considered a 

highly sensitive area for prehistoric and archaeological deposits, including tribal cultural objects. No 

other tribal cultural features, including sites, features, places, cultural landscapes or sacred places 

have been identified based on available information. In addition, any prehistoric surface features or 

landscapes have been modified due to development of the project site (including the underground 

parking) and area. 

 

Assembly Bill 52 requires lead agencies to complete formal consultations with California Native 

American tribes during the CEQA process to identify tribal cultural resources that may be subject to 

significant impacts by a project. Where a project may have a significant impact on a tribal cultural 

resource, the lead agency’s environmental document must discuss the impact and whether feasible 

alternatives or mitigation measures could avoid or substantially lessen the impact. This consultation 

requirement applies only if the tribes have sent written requests for notification of projects to the 

Lead Agency. In 2017, the City had sent a letter to tribal representatives in the area to welcome 

participation in consultation process for all ongoing, proposed, or future projects within the City’s 

Sphere of Influence or specific areas of the City. The Ohlone Tribe submitted a request in July of 

2018 for notification of projects requiring a Negative Declaration, a Mitigated Negative Declaration, 

or an Environmental Impact Report that would involve ground-disturbing activities within the 

downtown area of the City of San José. The tribal representatives for the Ohlone Tribe, and other 

tribes known to have traditional lands and cultural places within the City of San José, were sent the 

Notice of Preparation for the proposed project on August 8, 2019. No response or request for 

consultation was received. Any subsurface artifacts found on-site would be addressed consistent with 

the standard measures identified in the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR. Therefore, the proposed 

project would have a less than significant impact on tribal cultural resources. [Same Impact as 

Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)] 
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Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 

resource that is determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 

evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 

Section 5024.1? 

 

See response above. [Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)] 
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 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

The following analysis is based, in part, on a Water Supply Assessment60 prepared by San José 

Water (SJW) in January 2020. A copy of this report is provided in Appendix J of this document.  

 

4.19.1   Environmental Setting 

 Regulatory Framework  

State and Regional 

Urban Water Management Plan 

Pursuant to The State Water Code, water suppliers providing water for municipal purposes to more 

than 3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000 acre-feet (approximately 980 million gallons) of 

water annually must prepare and adopt an urban water management plan (UWMP) and update it 

every five years. As part of a UWMP, water agencies are required to evaluate and describe their 

water resource supplies and projected needs over a 20-year planning horizon, water conservation, 

water service reliability, water recycling, opportunities for water transfers, and contingency plans for 

drought events. The City of San José adopted its most recent UWMP in June 2016.  

 

Wastewater 

The San Francisco Bay RWQCB includes regulatory requirements that each wastewater collection 

system agency shall, at a minimum, develop goals for the City’s Sewer System Management Plan to 

provide adequate capacity to convey peak flows.  

 

Assembly Bill 939  

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, or Assembly Bill 939 (AB 939), 

established the Integrated Waste Management Board, required the implementation of integrated 

waste management plans, and mandated that local jurisdictions divert at least 50 percent of solid 

waste generated (from 1990 levels), beginning January 1, 2000, and divert at least 75 percent by 

2010. Projects that would have an adverse effect on waste diversion goals are required to include 

waste diversion mitigation measures. 

 

Assembly Bill 341  

Assembly Bill (AB) 341 sets forth the requirements of the statewide mandatory commercial 

recycling program in the Public Resources Code. All businesses that generate four or more cubic 

yards of garbage per week and multi-family dwellings with five or more units in California are 

required to recycle. AB 341 sets a statewide goal for 75 percent disposal reduction by the year 2020.  

 

 
60 Please note that the project size and square footage of demolition has increased by approximately 1.2 acres and 

57,729 square feet, respectively, since the Water Supply Assessment (WSA) was completed. The increase would not 

result in a substantive change to the conclusions of the WSA. Walsh, Jake. Director of Capital Planning & Asset 

Management, San José Water Company. Personal communications. February 5, 2020. 
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Senate Bill 1383 

Senate Bill (SB) 1383 establishes targets to achieve a 50 percent reduction in the level of the 

statewide disposal of organic waste from the 2014 level by 2020 and a 75 percent reduction by 2025. 

The bill grants CalRecycle the regulatory authority required to achieve the organic waste disposal 

reduction targets and establishes an additional target that not less than 20 percent of currently 

disposed edible food is recovered for human consumption by 2025. 

 

City of San José 

Envision San José 2040 General Plan  

The 2040 General Plan includes the following policies for the purpose of reducing or avoiding 

impacts associated with utilities and service systems. 

 

General Plan Policies - Utilities & Service Systems 

Policy MS-3.1  Require water-efficient landscaping, which conforms to the State’s Model Water 

Efficient Landscape Ordinance, for all new commercial, institutional, industrial, and 

developer-installed residential development unless for recreation needs or other area 

functions. 

Policy MS-3.2  Promote use of green building technology or techniques that can help reduce the 

depletion of the City’s potable water supply as building codes permit. For example, 

promote the use of captured rainwater, graywater, or recycled water as the preferred 

source for non-potable water needs such as irrigation and building cooling, 

consistent with Building Codes or other regulations. 

Policy MS-3.3  Promote the use of drought tolerant plants and landscaping materials for non-

residential and residential uses. 

Policy MS-19.1  Require new development to contribute to the cost-effective expansion of the 

recycled water system in proportion to the extent that it receives benefit from the 

development of a fiscally and environmentally sustainable local water supply. 

Policy MS-19.4 Require the use of recycled water wherever feasible and cost-effective to serve 

existing and new development. 

Policy IN-1.5 Require new development to provide adequate facilities or pay its fair share of the 

cost for facilities needed to provide services to accommodate growth without 

adversely impacting current service levels. 

Policy IN-3.3 Meet the water supply, sanitary sewer and storm drainage level of service objectives 

through an orderly process of ensuring that, before development occurs, there is 

adequate capacity. Coordinate with water and sewer providers to prioritize service 

needs for approved affordable housing projects. 

Policy IN-3.4 Maintain and implement the City’s Sanitary Sewer Level of Service Policy and 

Sewer Capacity Impact Analysis (SCIA) Guidelines to: 

• Prevent sanitary sewer overflows (SSOs) due to inadequate capacity so as to 

ensure that the City complies with all applicable requirements of the Federal 

Clean Water Act and State Water Board’s General Waste Discharge 

Requirements for Sanitary Sewer Systems and National Pollutant Discharge 
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General Plan Policies - Utilities & Service Systems 

Elimination System permit. SSOs may pollute surface or ground waters, 

threaten public health, adversely affect aquatic life, and impair the recreational 

use and aesthetic enjoyment of surface waters. 

• Maintain reasonable excess capacity in order to protect sewers from increased 

rate of hydrogen sulfide corrosion and minimize odor and potential 

maintenance problems. 

• Ensure adequate funding and timely completion of the most critically needed 

sewer capacity projects. 

• Promote clear guidance, consistency and predictability to developers regarding 

the necessary sewer improvements to support development within the City. 

Policy IN-3.5 Require development which will have the potential to reduce downstream LOS to 

lower than “D”, or development which would be served by downstream lines 

already operating at a LOS lower than “D”, to provide mitigation measures to 

improve the LOS to “D” or better, either acting independently or jointly with other 

developments in the same area or in coordination with the City’s Sanitary Sewer 

Capital Improvement Program. 

Policy IN-3.9 Require developers to prepare drainage plans that define needed drainage 

improvements for proposed developments per City standards. 

Policy IN-5.1  Monitor the continued availability of long-term collection, transfer, recycling and 

disposal capacity to ensure adequate solid waste capacity. Periodically assess 

infrastructure needs to support the City’s waste diversion goals. Work with private 

Material Recovery Facilities (MRF) and Landfill operators to provide facility 

capacity to implement new City programs to expand recycling, composting and 

other waste processing.  

Policy IN-5.3  Use solid waste reduction techniques, including source reduction, reuse, recycling, 

source separation, composting, energy recovery and transformation of solid wastes 

to extend the life span of existing landfills and to reduce the need for future landfill 

facilities and to achieve the City’s Zero Waste goals.  

Policy IP-17.161 Use San José’s adopted Green Vision as a tool to advance the 2040 General Plan 

Vision for Environmental Leadership. San José’s Green Vision is a comprehensive 

fifteen-year plan to create jobs, preserve the environment, and improve quality of 

life for our community, demonstrating that the goals of economic growth, 

environmental stewardship and fiscal sustainability are inextricably linked. Adopted 

in 2007, San José’s Green Vision, adopted in 2007, establishes the following 

Environmental Leadership goals for the City through 2022: 

5. Divert 100 percent of the waste from our landfill and convert waste to energy; 

Although the City has one of the highest waste diversion rates of any large city 

in the nation, many waste reduction opportunities remain. If San José and other 

local cities achieve no further waste reduction efforts over the next 15 years, 

solid waste landfill space in the region could reach capacity. 

 
61 Policy IP-17.1, as shown, is modified in this list to reflect only those items relevant to the discussion of solid 

waste. 
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General Plan Policies - Utilities & Service Systems 

Policy IN-4.6 Encourage water conservation and other programs which result in reduced demand 

for wastewater treatment capacity. 

 

 Existing Conditions 

Water Supply 

 

Water service is provided to the City of San José by three water retailers, SJW, the City of San José 

Municipal Water System, and the Great Oaks Water Company. Water service to the project site is 

provided by SJW. The service area of SJW is 139 square miles, including most of the cities of San 

José and Cupertino, the entire cities of Campbell, Monte Sereno, Saratoga, the Town of Los Gatos, 

and parts of unincorporated Santa Clara County. Potable water provided to the service area is sourced 

from groundwater, imported treated water and local surface water. The estimated water use of the 

existing buildings on-site, is approximately 31,310 gallons per day (gpd).  

  

Wastewater 

 

Wastewater from the City of San José is treated at the San José-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater 

Facility (the Facility) which is administered and operated by the City Department of Environmental 

Services. The Facility treats an average of 110 million gallons of wastewater per day and serves 1.4 

million residents. 71F

62 The City generates approximately 69.8 million gallons per day (mgd) of dry 

weather sewage flow. The City’s capacity allocation at the Facility is approximately 108.6 mgd, 

leaving the City with approximately 38.8 mgd of excess treatment capacity.  

 

The General Plan FEIR (as amended) states that average wastewater flow rates are approximately 70 

to 80 percent of domestic water use and 85 to 95 percent of business use (assuming no internal 

recycling or reuse programs). For the purposes of this analysis, wastewater flow rates are assumed to 

be 85 percent of the total on-site water use. The estimated wastewater generation rate for the existing 

development on the project site is 26,614 gpd.  

 

Storm Drainage 

 

The project site is located within an urbanized area served by an existing storm drainage system. The 

project site currently consists of approximately 307,858 square feet of impervious surface area.  

 

Storm drain lines serving the project site (located in West San Fernando Street, South Almaden 

Boulevard, Park Avenue, and Market Street) are owned and maintained by the City of San José. The 

City’s stormwater drainage system is comprised of a network of inlets, manholes, pipes, outfalls, 

channels, and pump stations that collect, convey, and discharge runoff to receiving water bodies. The 

primary receiving water body for the site is the Guadalupe River, which eventually discharges to the 

South San Francisco Bay. 

Solid Waste  

 

 
62 City of San José. San José-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility. Accessed December 18, 2019. 

http://www.sanjoseca.gov/?nid=1663. 

http://www.sanjoseca.gov/?nid=1663
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Santa Clara County’s Integrated Waste Management Plan (IWMP) was approved by the California 

IWMB in 1996 and was reviewed in 2004 and 2007. Based on the IWMP, the County has adequate 

landfill capacity. In October 2007, the San José City Council adopted a Zero Waste Resolution which 

set a goal of 75 percent waste diversion by 2013 and zero waste by 2022. The City landfills 

approximately 700,000 tons per year of solid waste including 578,000 tons per year at landfill 

facilities in San José. The total permitted landfill capacity of the five operating landfills in the City is 

approximately 5.3 million tons per year. According to the IWMP, the County has adequate disposal 

capacity beyond 2030.63  

 

All residential solid waste in San José is landfilled at Newby Island Sanitary Landfill (NISL). The 

City has an existing contract with NISL through December 31, 2020 with the option to extend the 

contract for as long as the landfill is open. The estimated closure date for NISL is 2041.64 The City 

has an annual disposal allocation for 395,000 tons per year. As of December 2019, NISL had 

approximately 14.6 million cubic yards of capacity remaining.65 

 

The existing development on the project site is estimated to generate 6,107 pounds of solid waste per 

day.66 

 

4.19.2   Impact Discussion 

 

New 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

New Less than 

Significant 

with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

Impact 

Same Impact 

as Approved 

Project 

Less Impact 

than 

Approved 

Project 

Would the project:      

1) Require or result in the relocation or 

construction of new or expanded water, 

wastewater treatment or stormwater 

drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 

telecommunications facilities, the 

construction or relocation of which 

could cause significant environmental 

effects? 

     

2) Have insufficient water supplies 

available to serve the project and 

reasonably foreseeable future 

development during normal, dry and 

multiple dry years? 

     

 
63 Santa Clara County. Five-Year CIWMP/RAIWMP Review Report. June 2016.  
64 North, Daniel. General Manager, Republic Services. Personal communications. November 14, 2019. 
65 Ibid. 
66 CalRecycle. “Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates.” Accessed December 18, 2019. 

https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteCharacterization/General/Rates. Solid waste generation was estimated at a 

rate of six pounds per 1,000 square feet per day for office space. 

https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteCharacterization/General/Rates
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New 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

New Less than 

Significant 

with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

Impact 

Same Impact 

as Approved 

Project 

Less Impact 

than 

Approved 

Project 

Would the project:      

3) 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? 

     

4) Generate solid waste in excess of State 

or local standards or in excess of the 

capacity of local infrastructure, or 

otherwise impair the attainment of solid 

waste reduction goals? 

     

5) Be noncompliant with federal, State, 

and local management and reduction 

statutes and regulations related to solid 

waste? 

     

      

Similar to the site development evaluated in the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR, the proposed project 

would result in less than significant utilities and service systems impacts, as described below.  

 

Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, 

wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications 

facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects? 

 

Water Supply  

The proposed development would use approximately 375,825 gpd of water, a net increase of 

approximately 344,515 gpd of water. The Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR concluded that with 

implementation of existing regulations and adopted General Plan policies, full build out under the 

Downtown Strategy 2040 would not exceed the available water supply.  

 

Water services to the project site would be served by SJW. Sufficient water supplies are available to 

serve the project during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. The project would not require or result 

in the expansion of the existing water conveyance system or the construction of new infrastructure. 

The proposed project would include lateral connections to water lines in the streets immediately 

adjacent to the site; lateral utility connections would occur during trenching and would not result in 

significant impacts to the water supply.  
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Wastewater Treatment Facilities  

Implementation of the project would generate approximately 319,451 gpd67 of wastewater, a net 

increase of approximately 292,837 gpd of wastewater. The proposed project would connect to the 

City’s existing sanitary sewer system. The project would comply with all applicable Public Works 

requirements to ensure sanitary sewer lines would have capacity for sewer services required by the 

proposed project. The proposed project would dispose of wastewater at the Facility which has 

adequate capacity to accommodate the increased demand created by the project. Since the proposed 

development is consistent with planned growth in the downtown area, the project would not exceed 

the City’s allocated capacity at the Facility. The project would not result in the relocation or 

construction of facilities. 

 

Electric Power, Natural Gas and Telecommunications 

The project would utilize existing utility connections to connect to the City’s electric, natural gas, 

and telecommunications systems. Although the project would increase the demand on existing 

facilities in the City, relocation of existing or construction of new facilities would not be needed to 

serve the proposed project. As a result, the proposed project would have a less than significant 

impact on these facilities.  

 

[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)] 

 

Would the project have insufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably 

foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

 

Water demand could exceed water supply with implementation of the General Plan during dry and 

multiple dry years after 2025. Future water demand from full build out of the downtown in 2040 

would be approximately 7,533 acre-feet per year (AFY) which represents a 3.19 percent increase 

over the system wide 2013 water production of 146,776 acre-feet. Although the projected water 

demand from full build out of the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR is large, San José Water concluded 

that the increase was already accounted for in San José Water’s 2015 UWMP. With implementation 

of the CALGreen requirements and the City’s Private Sector Green Building Policy, there would be 

sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and any reasonably foreseeable future 

development in downtown. [Same Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact)] 

 

Would the project 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? 

 

The proposed project would be consistent with the development assumptions in the Downtown 

Strategy 2040. Development allowed under the Downtown Strategy 2040 would not exceed the 

City’s allocated capacity at the Facility; therefore, implementation of the project would have 

adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the Facility’s existing 

commitments. [Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)] 

  

 
67 Assumes wastewater is equal to 85 percent of total potable water use on-site.  
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Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the 

capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

 

The proposed project would generate approximately 22,709 pounds of solid waste per day68,69, a net 

increase of 16,602 pounds of solid waste per day compared to existing conditions. As discussed in 

the Existing Conditions section above, NISL had approximately 14.6 million cubic yards of capacity 

remaining in December 2019. Additionally, future projects are required to provide on-site recycling 

facilities, develop a construction waste management plan, salvage at least 50 percent of non-

hazardous construction/demolition debris (by weight), and implement other waste reduction 

measures consistent with CALGreen requirements. The estimated increases in solid waste generation 

from future development would be avoided through implementation of the City’s Zero Waste 

Strategic Plan. The Zero Waste Strategic Plan, in combination with existing regulations and 

programs, would ensure that the proposed project would not result in significant impacts on solid 

waste disposal capacity in excess of state or local standards or in excess of NISL capacity. [Same 

Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)] 

 

Would the project be noncompliant with federal, State, and local management and reduction 

statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 

 

Per CALGreen requirements, future projects (including the proposed project) would be required to 

provide on-site recycling facilities, develop a construction waste management plan, salvage at least 

50 percent of nonhazardous construction/demolition debris (by weight), and implement other waste 

reduction measures. The estimated increases in solid waste generation from future development 

would be avoided through implementation of the City’s Zero Waste Strategic Plan. The Zero Waste 

Strategic Plan, in combination with existing regulations and programs, would ensure that the 

proposed project would not result in significant impacts on solid waste disposal capacity in excess of 

State or local standards or in excess of NISL capacity. [Same Impact as Approved Project (Less 

Than Significant Impact)] 

  

 
68 CalRecycle. “Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates.” Accessed December 18, 2019. 

https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteCharacterization/General/Rates.  
69 Solid waste generation was estimated at a rate of six pounds per 1,000 square feet per day for office space and five 

pounds per 1,000 square feet per day for commercial space. 

https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteCharacterization/General/Rates
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 WILDFIRE 

4.20.1   Environmental Setting 

Based on the Fire Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ) Map, the project site is not located within a FHSZ 

area.70  

 

4.20.2   Impact Discussion 

 

New 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

Impact 

Same Impact 

as Approved 

Project 

Less 

Impact than 

Approved 

Project 

If located in or near State responsibility areas 

or lands classified as very high fire hazard 

severity zones, would the project: 

 

   

 

1) Impair an adopted emergency response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

     

2) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and 

other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, 

and thereby expose project occupants to, 

pollutant concentrations from a wildfire 

or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

     

3) Require the installation or maintenance 

of associated infrastructure (such as 

roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 

sources, power lines or other utilities) 

that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 

result in temporary or ongoing impacts 

to the environment? 

     

4) Expose people or structures to 

significant risks, including downslope or 

downstream flooding or landslides, as a 

result of runoff, post-fire slope 

instability, or drainage changes? 

     

      

The project site is not located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire 

hazard severity zones; therefore, the project would not result in wildfire impacts. (No Impact) 

 

  

 
70 CALFIRE. “Wildland Hazard & Building Codes.” Accessed December 18, 2019. http://egis.fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/.  
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 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

 

New 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

New Less 

than 

Significant 

Impact 

Same Impact 

as Approved 

Project 

Less 

Impact than 

Approved 

Project 

1)   Does the project have the potential to 

substantially degrade the quality of the 

environment, substantially reduce the 

habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 

cause a fish or wildlife population to 

drop below self-sustaining levels, 

threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 

community, substantially reduce the 

number or restrict the range of a rare or 

endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 

important examples of the major periods 

of California history or prehistory?  

     

2)   Does the project have impacts that are 

individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? (“Cumulatively 

considerable” means that the 

incremental effects of a project are 

considerable when viewed in connection 

with the effects of past projects, the 

effects of other current projects, and the 

effects of probable future projects)? 

     

3)   Does the project have environmental 

effects which will cause substantial 

adverse effects on human beings, either 

directly or indirectly? 

     

      

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to 

drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially 

reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 

important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory? 

 

Implementation of the proposed project would result in a significant impact to air quality, biological 

resources, cultural resources, hazards and hazardous materials, land use and planning, and noise. The 

project’s impact on the identified resource sections are evaluated in detail in the SEIR. Responses to 

the impact statements above are discussed in Section 3.1 Air Quality, Section 3.2 Biological 

Resources, Section 3.3 Cultural Resources, Section 3.4 Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Section 

3.5 Land Use and Planning, Section 3.6 Noise, and Section 5.0 Significant and Irreversible 

Environmental Changes, in the SEIR. 

 

 

  



https://abag.ca.gov/our-work/land-use/pda-priority-development-areas
https://www.arcgis.com/home/webmap/viewer.html?useExisting=1&layers=199810930ef9465a9a1ae0315e5a7535&layerId=0
https://www.arcgis.com/home/webmap/viewer.html?useExisting=1&layers=199810930ef9465a9a1ae0315e5a7535&layerId=0
http://frap.fire.ca.gov/
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/Pages/Index.aspx
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/lca
https://www.dgs.ca.gov/BSC/Codes#@ViewBag.JumpTo
https://www.cdtfa.ca.gov/taxes-and-fees/MVF-10-Year-Report.pdf
https://efiling.energy.ca.gov/getdocument.aspx?tn=220615
http://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/gasbycounty.aspx
http://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/elecbycounty.aspx


https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2017_California_Gas_Report_Supplement_63017.pdf
https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2017_California_Gas_Report_Supplement_63017.pdf
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/
https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteCharacterization/General/Rates
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2014publications/CEC-200-2014-001/CEC-200-2014-001-SF.pdf
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments/planning-building-code-enforcement/planning-division/data-and-maps/demographics/population
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments/planning-building-code-enforcement/planning-division/data-and-maps/demographics/population
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments/planning-building-code-enforcement/planning-division/data-and-maps/demographics/population
http://www.sanjoseca.gov/?nid=1663
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search?AddressQuery=125%20south%20market%20street#searchresultsanchor
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search?AddressQuery=125%20south%20market%20street#searchresultsanchor


http://opendata.mtc.ca.gov/datasets/d97b4f72543a40b2b85d59ac085e01a0_0?geometry=-121.930%2C37.306%2C-121.898%2C37.312
http://opendata.mtc.ca.gov/datasets/d97b4f72543a40b2b85d59ac085e01a0_0?geometry=-121.930%2C37.306%2C-121.898%2C37.312
http://www.opr.ca.gov/ceqa/updates/sb-743/transit-oriented.html
http://www.opr.ca.gov/ceqa/updates/sb-743/transit-oriented.html
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/PLAW-110publ140/pdf/PLAW-110publ140.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/PLAW-110publ140/pdf/PLAW-110publ140.pdf
http://www.scvurppp-w2k.com/hmp_maps.htm
http://www.scvurppp-w2k.com/hmp_maps.htm
https://www.valleywater.org/sites/default/files/Anderson%20Dam%20Inundation%20Maps%202016.pdf
https://www.valleywater.org/sites/default/files/Anderson%20Dam%20Inundation%20Maps%202016.pdf
https://www.valleywater.org/sites/default/files/Lexington%20Dam%20Inundation%20Map%202016.pdf
https://www.valleywater.org/sites/default/files/Lexington%20Dam%20Inundation%20Map%202016.pdf
http://www.dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/E-5/


https://www.eia.gov/dnav/ng/ng_sum_lsum_dcu_SCA_a.htm
https://www.eia.gov/state/?sid=CA#tabs-2
http://pubs.usgs.gov/fs/2015/3009/pdf/fs2015-3009.pdf
http://www.afdc.energy.gov/laws/eisa
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David J. Powers & Associates, Inc.  

Environmental Consultants and Planners  
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Fiona Phung, Project Manager  
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