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The Proposed Project includes a Tentative Map to subdivide the 16.9-acre parcel into 51 single-family lots, a 3.4-acre 
multi-family parcel, a 0.06-acre remainder parcel, and 0.04-acre parcel to contain an existing agricultural well. Although 
the only entitlement being sought at this time is a Tentative Map, the applicant intends to build 51 single-family and 11 
accessory dwelling units on the lots created by the proposed Tentative Map. The applicant also intends to construct 25 
multi-family units on the 3.4-acre parcel. An agricultural well on the 0.04-acre parcel is proposed to remain in place to 
supply water for all onsite landscaping and other outdoor uses. The Project also includes grading of the site, construction 
of the extensions of Adams Street and Starr Avenue, construction of local residential streets and installation of utility 
lines.

The following are potentially significant environmental effects anticipated as a result of the Project: aesthetics and light 
and glare, biological resources, cultural and paleontological resources, geology, soils and seismicity, hazards and public 
safety, noise and vibration, and transportation and traffic.
 
Mitigation Measure AES-1 requires lighting design guidelines be developed for the Proposed Project and that Proposed 
Project lighting be designed to minimize glare and light spillover. Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, and Mitigation 
Measure AES-1 addresses impacts to nesting birds, birds of prey, and special-status bat species. Mitigation Measure 
BIO-3 would ensure no net loss of wetlands or other protected waters of the U.S. or state and would reduce impacts to 
less than significant. Mitigation Measure CUL-1 would ensure the proper procedures and protocol are in place in the 
event a resource is identified. Mitigation Measure CUL-2 provides specific procedures to follow in the event human 
remains are identified. Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would ensure design-level geotechnical reports have the appropriate 
scope and include recommendations necessary to mitigate potential seismic hazards. Mitigation Measure GEO-2 outlines 
the steps to follow in the event any paleontological resources are uncovered during site disturbance. Mitigation Measure 
HAZ-1 would ensure that if soils located within the Project site contain pesticides that exceed certain thresholds, such 
soils would be removed and/or remediated prior to any site disturbance or occupancy. Mitigation Measure NOI-1 would 
substantially lessen construction noise upon adjacent residences by requiring administrative controls, engineering 
controls, and/or installation of sound abatement. To mitigate the Proposed Project’s impact related to VMT, 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) strategies and Proposed Project design features were evaluated to 
determine feasibility for the Proposed Project. There are no feasible mitigation measures available to substantially reduce 
or lessen the impact of the Proposed Project to less than significant.
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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

Concerns raised from public agencies and the public include impacts to the property from potential flooding, traffic and 
circulation impacts, increased water demand, and impacts to cultural resources. All of these concerns are addressed in 
the EIR.

- San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board
- California Department of Fish and Wildlife


