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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Acronym/Abbreviation Definition

ADWF average dry weather flow

APE Area of Potential Effect

BAAQMD Bay Area Air Quality Management District
BMP Best Management Practice

CARB California Air Resources Board

DPR California Department of Parks and Recreation
FEMA _Faderal Emergency Management Agency
HPD _« rliciric Property Directory

co 4 carbe | monoxide

CO2E & carbr | dioxide equivalent

GHG VW gl houd .,‘das

gpd A allonst ,rwas water per day

LOS levat of - rwce }

mgd mituion gal ol erday

MLD Most Like f Descendar"

NAHC Native A! erlcan : ,.uta ) Comm|SS|on

NO nitrogen oxls . /

NPDES National Pollutant L, ,harge o jination System
NWIC Northwest Informati’ n Ce ,' n

OHP State Office of HISIUI'IC Jesu fatlon

O3 ozone v

PMao particulate matter less than 10 mlcrons y
PMzs particulate matter less than 2.5 micro# p
RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Bo o

SCH State Clearinghouse

SFBAAB San Francisco Bay Area Air Basm
SFBRWQCB San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
SLF Sacred Lands File

SO« sulfur dioxide

SWPPP Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

TAC toxic air contaminant

TMDL Total Maximum Daily Load

UCMP University of California Museum of Paleontology
VOC volatile organic compound

WWTP Wastewater Treatment Plant
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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: The environmental factors checked below
would be potentially affected by this Project, involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant
Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Greenhouse Gas Emissions Public Services
Agricultural and Forestry Hazar.ds e Hisearmous Recreation
Materials
Resources
X | Air Quality .l X | Hydrology/Water Quality Transportation/ Traffic
Biological Res#' .ces 5y Land Use/Planning A | Bl Guiturzl Resdroes
X | Cultural Resourcedime® | 4 Mirial Utilities/Service Systems
' -\ Resol zes
Energy X = Wildfire Hazards
X | Geology/Soils : éop_u e ',';u’ch)_“,jing X Mandatory Findings of
h b W : Significance

DETERMINATION: On the basis of this initial evl:"' Jéti___c_)'

| find that the proposed Project COULD NOT have a 5|gn|f|cant effect on t| environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. -

| find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effr * on the environment, there X
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the_ rolect have been made byor
agreed to by the Project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed Project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects
that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed Project, nothing further is required.

Rita Sohal, Union School District Date
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. INTRODUCTION

This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) has been prepared by the Union School
District (USD or District), 5175 Union Avenue, San Jose, CA 95124, pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.), CEQA Guidelines (Title
14, Section 15000 et seq. of the California Code of Regulations). It provides documentation to
support the conclusion that the proposed Maintenance and Operations Building (“M&O building” or
“the Project”), with mitigation idantified herein, would not cause a potentially significant impact to the
physical environment. The« .opc 2d site is located on an undeveloped portion of the District's
Cinnabar School campuf' . San J¢ .

This IS/IMND descnbeé 2e locat ' of, ¢ .« )Project site, the Project sponsor's objectives, and the
details of the proposed Projee. Thed wironriantal Checklist Form included as Appendix G of the
CEQA Guidelines serves as the bs’is fo. the en’ ronmental evaluation contained in the IS/MND. The
Checklist Form examines the spécific po’§~ nuc~roject-level physical environmental impacts that may
result from the construction and opera’ in of the. s 2 osed new and expanded facilities onsite.
Mitigation measures have been identific J tos ]-a‘ 1y potentially significant impacts that would
otherwise occur with development and ope.atlon g tI : new f?‘*ilities to a less-than-significant level.

The District will serve as the “lead agency” (the pu ic ag P that MYs the principal responsibility for
carrying out and/or approving a Project) for the propo d PI'OJL t The § werning board of the District
is responsible for ensuring that the environmental review and documenta' a meet the requirements
of CEQA. The draft IS/MND is subject to review and comment by I 'Jpon ole agencies and the
public during a statutory public review period (30 days). Any necess’ 'y revisions will be incorporated
in the Final ISIMND.

The Draft Initial Study will be circulated for a 30-day public and agency review period. Should the
District approve the Project, it will file a “Notice of Determination” for posting by the County Clerk
and the State Clearinghouse. The filing of the notice and its posting starts a 30- day statute of
limitations on court challenges to the CEQA review of the Project.

Organization of the IS
This document is organized into the following sections:

SECTION | — INTRODUCTION: Provides background information about the Project name, location,
sponsor, and the date this Initial Study was completed.

SECTION Il - PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Includes a Project background and detailed
description of the proposed Project.

SECTION Il — INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION: Reviews the proposed Project
and states whether the Project would have potentially significant environmental effects.
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SECTION IV - MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: States whether environmental effects
associated with development of the proposed Project are significant, and what, if any, added
environmental documentation may be required.

SECTION V — REFERENCES: Identifies source materials that have been consulted in the
preparation of the IS.

SECTION VI - REPORT PREPARERS: I|dentifies the firms and individuals who prepared the
IS.

b
N

APPENDICES: Includes 1 "','-nhica‘.i“*e\ports, the Comments and Responses Addendum and
Mitigation Monitor]ng_eff; Reporting Program.

y 2
. \\
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. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Name: Union School District Maintenance and
Operations Building

Project Location: ‘ 5670 Camden Avenue,
¢ San Jose, CA.

Project Applicant and{ :ad Ager L;y

Contact: Union School District
».Ms. Rita Sohal, Assistant Superintendent of Business
< arvices
“». 5 75 Union Avenue
I "“5an Jose, CA 95124
/ (408)27, 3010 ext. 44202
General Plan Designation: - CI’[}, af ‘,fan Jo_sfl"%enerai Plan 2040, Public/Quasi Public
Zoning: Cityﬁ“;fl S,?";;"bse ZLZ. ing Ordinance, Planned Development,
Multipled ssiacsce
Project Approvals: USD approval of new bujl .
Date Initial Study Completed: October 14,2019 & y

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Location

The project site is located in the southern portion of San Jose, near Blossom Hill Road and Camden
Avenue, in Santa Clara County. (See Figure 1). The project is proposed on an approximately 32,000
sq. ft. (0.69 acre) parcel on the existing Cinnabar School campus, at the northeast corner of
Camden Avenue and Singletree Way. Local access to the site from Camden Avenue via the
school's existing parking lot. Regionally, the project site is accessed from State Route 85, via
Camden Avenue.

Existing Conditions and Land Uses

The proposed new building and parking lot would be constructed on an under-developed site
that is part of the existing Cinnabar School campus. The school is currently leased to the
Beacon School who subleases a portion to the Champion School. As shown in Figure 2, the
project site is the southern portion of a larger parcel housing the schools.

3
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Surrounding Land Uses

The Cinnabar School campus is bounded on the north by single-and multi-family residences; on the
south by Singletree Way and, across that street, multi-family residences and a PG&E substation;
on the east by multi-family residences; and west by the four-lane Camden Avenue, and, across that
street, single-family houses. The Maintenance and Operations (M&O) building site is bounded by
school buildings to the north, the school baseball field to the east, Singletree Way to the south, and
Camden Avenue to the west (see Figures 2 and 3).

Proposed New Building ar .. "?e Improvements
The proposed M&O b dlng is deﬂ |bed below and the site and floor plans are shown below on
Figure 4. &

The project includes constructior‘ ‘a 500 s Jare foot, one-story (plus small mezzanine) M&O
building and associated parklngJ and hi o ﬂpe improvements. The building dimensions would
be approximately 50-feet wide by 125-f¢  wide, withs i “‘op plate” height of 16 feet, and a maximum
peak roof height of about 22 feet. It wc 'd coa f'.u tw apprommately 950-sq. ft. shop spaces (for
maintenance and grounds shops), abol. 3850 . of r‘arkmg/vehmle maintenance space,
restrooms, a meeting room, offices, an electrical oom e ng room, reception area, and a
break room. The mezzanine would be about 50 £ ot wid hy 15 1ut long, at the southern end of
the building. It would be used for storage. A slop‘in{- 2-14- \gt-hlgl. xwning would extend about
25 feet from the northern end of the building, surrounded by privacy fe “ing The building would
house 9 employees (5 maintenance staff and 4 grounds staﬁ) TI“ Ui ing would face away
from the existing school, towards Singletree Way. &

Associated improvements include a new parking lot with 11 épaces plus paving of 8 parking
spaces in the existing dirt lot immediately southeast of the proposed building.

Site access would be provided via the existing access from Singletree Way exiting through the
school drive on Camden Avenue at the western edge of the site.

Staffing. No staff would be added to the District due to the project. Nine District employees would
be relocated from the existing M&O facilities currently located at 5175 Union Avenue, San Jose.

Operational Characteristics. The proposed M&O Building would be the District's central location
for the Maintenance and Operations Department. The 9 employees would report to the project site at
6:30 AM to prepare District vehicles for dispatch to the District’s schools and the District Office. The
M&O employees engage in landscaping and grounds maintenance, carpentry, plumbing, electrical
work, heating and ventilation, and painting. Some fabrication work would be undertaken onsite,
although a majority of the Department’s work takes place at the individual school sites. Employees
would return to the project site at approximately 2:30 PM to return the District vehicles and equipment,
and finish by 3:00 PM to depart in their personal vehicles. There would also be two administrative/
administrator staff on site from 7 AM to 5 PM.
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Equipment and materials to be stored at the facility includes (by use):

Warehouse

Furniture Inventory - Surplus storage; current site needs
Curriculum Inventory - Surplus; site needs (on pallets)
Document Storage

Equipment Storage - Tractor, forklift, pallet inventory
Vehicle Storage - Delivery van; Science Camp van

Grounds

IVIowerSupp!les )4) 554 dllor* t.._"ql fuel drums; oil; filters; blades

Mower Maintenance - Fuel l_ blade ssharpening; deck cleaning/hosing down; oilffilter
changes ; F

Pesticide/Fertilizer Storage (of Dau ulg) B
Pesticide Application Equrpmer - 50 Gal" ~v nk (on pallet); backpack sprayers
Washing Machine/Dryer N g I |

Equipment Storage - Large mower L moy = backup small mower, tractor
attachments (backhoe bucket, forks, aera* ) bl? 4 Shc. aener

Vehicle Storage - 6 trucks, 3 trailers

Maintenance

Equipment: Welder, Argon gas tank, (2) torches, (2) table s« ,..«"s", band saw, chop saw, drill
press, line sprayer, (2) key cutting machines, cement{ ;iinder, trencher, (3) plumbing
snakes, plumbing camera, pipe locater, gas sniffer, jack'hammer, asphalt cutter

Man-lift, equipment-lift
Miscellaneous toilets, urinals, sinks, refrigerators, ovens
Playground parts (borders, stakes, misc. pieces, etc.)

Building materials: paint, light bulbs, lens covers, ceiling tiles, plumbing fittings, HVAC
filters, floor tiles, signage, lock hardware, conduit, pipe, safety barriers

Hazardous Materials Disposal Storage - fluorescent light bulbs, batteries, paint, oil (hold
for pickups)

Vehicle Storage - 6 trucks
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Energy Conservation Features. The building would comply with California Title 24 regulations,
which include requirements for energy conservation and green building design.

Tree Removal. No trees would be removed as a result of the project.

Hardscape. The project W(‘"-J "VG approximately 6,500 square feet of new building area and
25,000 square feet of asr Lt pawn\

Grading and Earthwo. Mlnlm’ Jradlr ‘n_d topographic changes would occur as a result of the
project as the site is relativ . N
y St =)

Drainage. The project would ‘esult i 2 impervious surfaces being created on the site.
Drainage would be directed into an ¢ ~site blo-rn‘ 4 _ion storm drain system that would allow
percolation of runoff on-site and discharg®, |ntn HTL eX|s ;lg Clty of San Jose storm drain system on
Camden Avenue. ’ &

Fencing and Lighting. The building area woulc‘ ,e fe o W|th a. O-foot high privacy fence with
a 25-foot wide sliding gate off the proposed new p _aing lot: There v 1uId be security lighting at
the building entrances. There also would be lights to illuminate the M&f 1rd in the early morning
and early evening so that maintenance crews can work. Wall lig® ,Ls on e north side of the
building would illuminate the area between the new building and 4 existing school campus. The
neighbors are on the south side of the building so the wall lights will not affect them. Pole lights
would be used to illuminate the yard to the east and west of the new building. The pole lights
would be shielded so that they do not spill light into the streets or onto neighboring properties.

Schedule and Timing

This Project would be constructed in one phase. It is anticipated that construction would begin in
May 2020 and would take approximately 9 months to complete, ending in January 2021.

Construction Details

Equipment Use. Equipment used during construction would vary by phase, but would include
excavators, backhoes, dump trucks, graders, compactors, water trucks, and similar equipment.

Construction Hours. Typical construction hours would be 7:00 am to 4:30 pm, weekdays only.

Construction Workers. There would be 12 construction workers onsite on an average day.

10



IS/IMND for the Proposed Union School District Maintenance and Operations Building

Land Use Entitlements and other Agency Approvals

USD Approvals. The School District is a local agency with independent discretionary authority over
the site’s land use for education-related purposes. The District would take approval actions for the
Project at a noticed USD Board of Trustees Meeting.

Other Approvals. The project does not house students or teachers, so it does not require Field Act
compliance, and is exempt from review by the Division of the State Architect. Because the project is
proposed on USD property, it is exempt from City of San Jose land use regulations. It is, however,
required to comply with Title 24 and the California Building Code.

Staging Areas. Construct (i stage 1 would be adjacent to the existing parking lot.

)
M

11
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lll. INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

The initial study checklist recommended by the CEQA Guidelines is used to describe the potential
impacts of the proposed Project on the physical environment.

1. Aesthetics

Would the Project:

Environmen issue

Potentially
Significant

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

_ Impact
a) Have a substantial = 'verse effa’ . | 4 )

>

on a scenic vista? g & Y X

b) Substantially damage scenic & ;
resources, including, but not” |
limited to, trees, rock /e, L
outcroppings, and historic fif | X
buildings within a state scenic A _ < 4
highway?

c) In nonurbanized areas, V| MR
substantially degrade the existing Vi QO 4
visual character or quality of v » -
public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage y 4 X
point). If the project is in an g
urbanized area, would the project
conflict with applicable zoning
and other regulations governing
scenic quality?

d) Create a new source of
substantial light or glare, which
would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Discussion

a, b) The project site and vicinity are in a mostly flat urbanized area adjacent to existing school
facilities, roadways, and houses. As shown in Figures 5-9, below, the site is vacant,
fenced, and covered with gravel and construction debris. Two isolated, medium-sized
trees can be seen on the north side of the site. The dominant features in views from the
site are single- and multi-family residences, the school campus and baseball fields, and
a PG&E substation. Distant views of the hills to the south, east, and west are also
available from the project area. There are no view corridors to unique or large-scale
natural or dramatic scenic features within the project viewshed.

12
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= < - :“\ .rf'\\‘-f s e > 2 ¢ &N
Figure 5: View to the Northwest from { e ner of the site.

R

O Tl
e

Figure 6: View frorn the Cinnabar School Parking lot looking west across the site.
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Figure 7: View towards the sit
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Flgure 8: V iew of slbuthern portlon of the site Iookmg southeast.
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Figure 9: View of northern edge of thé\“éj‘t’j,sOOR._’q ea\st{wg\_)m Camden Avenue and

Singletree Way ’ ) N

/l.

V4 9

The proposed building and parking lot would not affect viex from or to nearby hillsides or
ridgelines. Views of the proposed building from the <j;,..'§ting townhouses to the south
across Singletree Way from the site would be limited or blocked by new perimeter fencing
and the intervening streetscape. The project also would be visible from a few
residences directly across Camden Avenue. The project site but would not be prominent
in those views because of the distance and because all of those houses have solid
fences along Camden Avenue. The project would be most visible from the school
buildings and baseball field but, no scenic views would be affected.

y
i
4

There are no rock outcroppings, historic buildings, or scenic highways on or immediately
adjacent to the project site. There are also no designated scenic highways with views of
the site. Therefore, the Project would have no impact on scenic vistas or scenic resources.

As shown in Figures 3-7, the Project site is within an urbanized area. Although the site is not
under City of San Jose planning jurisdiction, plan compliance can be used as an indicator of
impact significance. The project site is zoned Planned development - Multiple-Family
Residence and the project is consistent with the zoning. The project would not conflict with
any City of San Jose ordinances or policies governing scenic quality. Since there would be
no conflicts, the project would have no impact on visual-quality-related plans or policies.

15
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d) The Project would include security lighting for the proposed new building however, this
lighting would be shielded and would not be expected to generate significant sources of light
visible to existing and future residents west and north of the site. Therefore, light and glare
impacts would be less than significant.

X
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Il. Agricultural and Forestry Resources

Would the Project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as< awn on the
maps prepared pursuantd the Sarmland
Mapping and Monitoris® “Prograri of the
California Resource! agency, to { n-
agricultural use? ;)

b) Conflict with existing z¢ ing for
agricultural use, or a Wiiic.ison A«
contract? Y 9

c) Conflict with existing zoning for{ Jr caus |

Public Resources Code section ,
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by © /

timberland zoned Timberland Production

(as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in | |

Public Resources Code section 4526), @

d) Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

Discussion

a-e) The project site is designated Public/Quasi-Public in the San Jose Envision 2040 General
Plan (City of San Jose, 2011) and Multiple-Family residential in the City’s Zoning map (City of
San Jose 2019) The project site is on an existing school campus in a heavily urbanized area, and
contains no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Williamson
Act contracted lands, active agricultural operations, or forest. No trees would be removed as part
of the project. The project would not result in the conversion of farmland or forestland to non-
agricultural uses. For these reasons, there would be no impact on agricultural and forestry

resources.
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lll.  Air Quality

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the Project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with Significant No
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the & X
applicable air quality plat .

b) Resultin a cumulativ’ ;
considerable net jz* ‘ease of
any criteria for whic sthe :
Project region is non-ciainad it
under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality S 4
standard? b e

¢} Expose sensitive recepfors to [ g
substantial pollutant £ N X
concentrations? A "

d) Result in other emissions (such
as those leading to odors)
adversely affecting a £5
substantial number of people? N & O

Background

According to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAA_C”,,‘D), the Project site is located in
the Bay Area's Santa Clara Valley climatic sub-region. High sui.iner temperatures promote ozone
formation. Ozone precursors from local sources are confined by mountainous terrain and precursors
from sources in San Francisco, San Mateo, and Alameda counties are carried by prevailing winds into
the Santa Clara Valley. In addition, on summer days, when vertical dispersion is limited by warmer air
aloft (i.e., a temperature inversion), ozone can be recirculated by southerly drainage flows in the late
evening and early morning and by the prevailing northwesterly winds in the afternoon. A similar
recirculation pattern occurs in the winter, affecting levels of carbon monoxide and particulate matter
generated by motor vehicles, fireplaces/woodstoves, etc. This diurnal movement of the air up and down
the valley increases the ambient levels of pollutants significantly.

Ozone and suspended particulate matter (i.e., two types of the latter - particulate matter less than
ten microns in diameter [PM10] and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter [PMzs])
are of particular concern in the Bay Area, which is currently designated “nonattainment” for state
and national ozone ambient air quality standards, for the state PM1o standards, and for state and
national PMzs standards; it is “attainment” or “unclassified” with respect to all the other major air
pollutants. The BAAQMD maintains a number of air quality monitoring stations, which continually
measure the ambient concentrations of major air pollutants throughout the Bay Area. The closest
station to the Project site, where ozone is monitored, is at 306 University Avenue in Los Gatos,
about 4 miles southwest of the Project site; other pollutants are monitored at the 158 Jackson
Street station in San Jose, about 8 miles north of the Project site. The data collected show
18
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violations of the ozone and PM2s particulate standards on at most a few days per year over the
last three years, see Table AQ-1.

Table AQ-1: Local Ambient Air Quality Monitoring Summary

Maximum Concentrations and
Air Quality Number of Days Standards Exceeded

Pollutant Standard 2016 2017 2018
Ozone
Maximum 8-hour concentration (ppm) 65 75 67
# Days 8-hour national/Ca* =nia standard 70 ppb 0 3 0
exceeded & 9
Nitrogen Dioxide (" JZ) . i
Maximum 1-h0ur":-\_ incentrationd Jpb) 4 : 51 68 86
# Days national 1-hoc. “*9'*5' «d ex “eded | 100 ppb 0 0 0
Suspended Inhalable Palrtlc:ul = ’PMm) )
Maximum 24-hour concentrz! un (pg/g_ R 41 70 122
# Days national 24-hour standard exr‘ eded | 150 ug'm® 0 0 0
# Days California 24-hour standard [ -ul.l('- n? 0 6 4
exceeded h b, W
Suspended Fine Particulates (PM, 5) A
Maximum 24-hour concentration (ug/m?) Yy 4 “;|' _2‘.-,5 49.7 133.

& r a v 9
# Days national 24-hour standard exceeded | 35¢ym3 | ) 0 . 6 15
Notes:

Ozone is monitored at the BAAQMD station at 306 University Av .-u'é in
Los Gatos (about 4 miles southwest of the Project site); other ,' JIiutants

are monitored at the 158 Jackson Street station in San Jose (about 8

miles north of the Project site).

pg/m?® = micrograms per cubic meter
ppb = parts per billion.

Source: BAAQMD Air Quality Summary Reports hitp://www.baagmd.gov/about-air-quality/air-
guality-summaries

The Santa Clara Valley contains a dense concentration of stationary industrial/commercial air pollution
sources and is crossed by several major freeways and State highways, but stationary sources become
relatively sparse in the foothill areas of the surrounding mountains. The only notable stationary sources
near the Project site (according to BAAQMD permit files) are an emergency diesel-powered generator
(Verizon Wireless at 1552 Singletree Way) and a gas station (ARCO at 5755 Camden Avenue); SR
85 passes about a mile north of the Project site and SR 17 passes about 3 miles west.
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Analysis Methodology and Significance Criteria

The air quality analysis addressing this Initial Study checklist items was performed using
the methodologies and significance thresholds recommended in CEQA Air Quality
Guidelines (Guidelines; BAAQMD, May 2017, Table 2-1). The air pollutant impacts
evaluated in the items a and b discussion below are from precursors to ozone formation
(i.e., reactive organic compounds [ROG] and nitrogen oxides [NO,]) and small-diameter
particulate matter (i.e., PM1o and PMzs).

According to th_ge",a"u.fffe[ines, any Project would have a significant potential for
obstructing a_irr"'].'dality P 'n implementation or making a cumulatively considerable
contributiong’ a regional/ r quality problem if its pollutant emissions would exceed any
of the threshc.s preseif =d ind Jhle AQ-2 during construction or operation.

= / 1 L\ --\W\
TABLE AQ-2: CEQ/ AirQuality Significance Thresholds for Air Pollutant
| Emissions
ok —
i /l_j'_ =) Operational
Constgflin | A Maximum
Average Daily ' 'Averas{ Daily Annual
Pollutant (Ibs./day) J  (irdayly (tonslyear)
Reactive Organic Gases ¥ /N
(ROG) 54 ¥ 10
Oxides of Nitrogen .
(NOx) & O
Inhalable Particulate
29
Matter (PMro) 82 (exhaust) 8 18
Fine Inhalable
Particulate Matter 54 (exhaust) 54 10
(PMzs)
PM1o/PMzs (Fugitive
a
Dust) BMPs N/A N/A
Notes: BMPs = Best Management Practices
N/A = Not Applicable
2 If BAAQMD Best Management Practices (BMPs) for fugitive dust control are implemented
during construction, the impacts of such residual emissions are considered to be less than
significant.
Source: Bay Area Air Quality Management District, May 2017, CEQA Air Quality Guidelines.
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In addition to the major air pollutants (as identified above), many other chemical
compounds, generally termed toxic air contaminants (TACs), pose a present or potential
hazard to human health through airborne exposure. A wide variety of sources, stationary
(e.g., dry cleaning facilities, gasoline stations, and emergency diesel-powered
generators, etc.) and mobile (e.g., motor vehicles, construction equipment, etc.), emit
TACs. The health effects associated with TACs are quite diverse. TACs can cause
adverse health effects from long-term exposure (e.g., cancer, birth defects, neurological
damage, asthma, bronchitis, or genetic damage) and/or from short-term exposure (e.g.
eye watering, respiratory irritation, running nose, throat pain, and headaches). Most of
the estimated carcin '.u_l‘.nic/chronic health risk in California can be attributed to relatively
few airborne cops ounds. the most important being particulate matter from diesel-fueled
engines (DPM The Ca[if(" '1ia Air Resources Board (CARB) has identified DPM as being
responsible . = about TP Jerc¢-" 't of the cumulative cancer risk from all airborne TAC
exposures in Caifarni’

The Guidelines establis . a rei ant Jne of influence for an assessment of project-level
and cumulative health risk frof J\'l AC exposure to an area within 1,000 feet of a project
site. Project construction-re! .ed or__ P _,d ! operational TAC impacts to sensitive
receptors within the zone tha: g™ o 'an}”',i)f the following thresholds are considered
significant: W

e An excess cancer risk level of n" e th 10 inci= mllllon

e A non-cancer hazard index greafer an 134 4

e Anincremental increase of greater than 0. 3 mlcrogran wner cubic meter (ug/m®)
for annual average PM2 s concentrations. ik

. Y
7

Cumulative impacts from TACs emitted from freeway! state highways or high-volume
roadways (i.e., the latter defined as having traffic volumes of 10,000 vehicles or more
per day or 1,000 trucks per day), and from all BAAQMD-permitted stationary sources
within the zone to sensitive receptors within the zone that exceed any of the following
thresholds are considered cumulatively significant:

e A combined excess cancer risk level of more than 100 in one million.

e A combined non-cancer hazard index greater than 10.0.

e A combined incremental increase in annual average PMzs concentrations
greater than 0.8 pg/m?.

Project and cumulative TAC impacts are evaluated in the item c discussion below.

Discussion

a)

The BAAQMD's current Clean Air Plan: Spare the Air, Cool the Climate (2017 Plan),
focuses on two closely-related goals: protecting public health from air pollutant exposures
and reducing Bay Area emissions of heat-trapping gases (termed greenhouse gases
[GHG]) that promote global climate change (Project GHG impacts will be addressed in

Section VIII below).
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Key elements in the 2017 Plan control strategies having particular applicability to the
Project, are:

Conirols on Transportation Sources:

¢ Direct new development to areas that are well-served by transit, and conducive to
bicycling and walking.

The Project site is served by the Santa Clara Valley Transit Authority (VTA) (i.e., bus
lines #65, #328, ang-#_SBO) that connect it to downtown San Jose and other Santa

Clara County compf iuitjies.
& o

Controls onAl.ildings ai ¥ Energy Sources:

e Expari the produg":;h of low-carbon, renewable energy by promoting on-site
technolog_‘ s suaitas rrL solar, wind and ground-source heat pumps.

« Promote energy ang ' ater eﬂ‘ii"“islency in both new and existing buildings.

» Promote the swit{ . from ‘aturd ‘gas to electricity for space and water heating in
Bay Area buildings. ||

i

Project construction will comj‘;& Wit ::.]é C[‘_;Green (Title 24) statewide building energy code, a

control strategy promoted by the 2017217 .

The Project would construct a new office/ 1aint{ ince fac\"j‘;ty with supporting parking lot
that would accommodate the maintenance -eds Cithe Urfia School District (USD). It
would not have the potential to substantially increase regior: f‘~.housing, employment,
and/or population levels in Santa Clara County or the Bay Are*f': .wmgv_ .are the bases of the
2017 Plan regional emission inventories and control strated cs.

Compliance with BAAQMD-approved CEQA thresholds of significance is another
condition for determining Project consistency with 2017 Plan control measures. Thus, the
Project would have less than significant air quality impacts because it meets all
BAAQMD CEQA emission thresholds (as addressed in the ltems b discussion below).

The BAAQMD Guidelines recommend quantification of Project construction and
operational emissions and their comparison to the CEQA significance thresholds. For this,
the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod, Version 2016.3.2) was used.
CalEEMod was run using the model's “light industrial” source category for the proposed
maintenance and operations building and the “parking lot” source category for the
proposed parking lot. The model's default emission estimates for these sources are
compatible with Project-specific specifications for daily motor vehicle trips and facility
energy use.

Table AQ-3 shows the estimated exhaust air-pollutant emissions for all Project phases
from construction equipment, haul/delivery trucks and worker commute vehicles. Tables
AQ-4 and AQ-5 show the operational air-pollutant emissions from all Project stationary
and mobile sources in the first year of operation (assumed to be 2020). All tables include
comparisons with the BAAQMD CEQA significance thresholds. As can be seen, this

22



IS/IMND for the Proposed Union School District Maintenance and Operations Building

impact would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Table AQ-3: Project Construction Pollutant Emissions
(Maximum Pounds per Day)

fif

gy

ROG  NOx  PMi __ PMas
Phase Ibs./day
Demolition 0.99 8.63 0.62 0.53
Site Preparation 0.74 8.93 0.94 0.41
Grading | 0.99 8.63 1.37 0.95
Building Cong’ Lctic) 1.01 10.22 0.69 0.58
Paving " A2 097 | 727| 054| 041
Archite{ iral Coating/ | 14.77 1,69 0.13 0.12
Peak Daii, Fotal .~ | 1477| 1022| 137| 095

| Significance Thresha » "\ 54 54 82 54
Significant Impaci ? | No No No No

Table AQ-4: Project Opéf '_f..-u’mi‘\quf,utant Emissions - Year 2020

(pounds | day)d .

Emission Source Category ROG |/ A b P!\n1u PMzs
Area 0.16 |4 <0010 <91 <0.01
Energy 0.01 0.05 <04y <0.01
Mobile 0.08 0.33 L2807 008
Total Project 0.25 038 |4 029 0.08
Significance Thresholds 54 54 © 82 54

Significant Impact? No No No No

Table AQ-5: Project Operational Pollutant Emissions - Year 2020
(tons per year)

Emission Source Category ROG NOx PMio PM2s
Area 0.03 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Energy < 0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Mobile 0.01 0.04 0.04 0.01
Total Project 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.01
Significance Thresholds 10 10 15 10
Significant Impact? No No No No
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The Project site is in a residential area of south San Jose. The closest existing residents
face the site along the south side of Singletree Way about 150 feet south of Project site
center (which would be the maximally exposed sensitive receptor [MESR] to Project
construction TAC emissions); other existing residents face the site along the west side of
Camden Avenue a few hundred feet to the west. The Cinnabar School and its outdoor
athletic fields are adjacent to the site to the north and northeast.

A screening health risk assessment (HRA) for TAC and particulate exposures to nearby
sensitive receptors fror" Project construction activities was conducted following guidelines
established by the Caion a Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA
2015) and the BI‘ QMD (2 ‘ ).

Cancer risk i |s 9 Drobab' = of gt 'Aloping cancer from a lifetime exposure (i.e., 70 years)
to carcinogenic Sl .ces .he I '°|Ih00d of other adverse chronic health impacts
unrelated to cancer are,_r‘ oas. 'ed u= |g a hazard index (HI) defined as the ratio of a
project’s incremental ari..ual TA{_ g _entration to a published reference exposure level
(REL) as determined by OEHH/ (which for R2M is 5 ug/m3). Project incremental cancer
risks and HI were estimated Dy an< ",.ng sstablished DPM toxicity factors to the
construction equipment exhaust #0M C! nce tratlone estlmated by the SCREEN3 model
(Lakes Environmental).

r. .""

As shown in Table AQ-6, the cancer risk/frof Pn,‘ act conc"uctlon DPM at the existing
adjacent residential uses most exposed to 1ACs from' Prolect ¢ mstruction would be 3.65
additional cancer cases per million people exposed, which is bgf sw {2e project-level CEQA
threshold for cancer risk. The HI from Project construction M would be 0.094, which is
well below the BAAQMD threshold for chronic hazard f_',dut the modeled annual PMzs
concentration from Project construction would be 0.471 ug/m3, which substantially
exceeds the Project-level CEQA threshold (0.3 ug/m?®).

Implementation of mitigation measure AQ-1 would assure that annual average PMas
concentrations at the existing adjacent residential receptors due to Project construction
would be well below the CEQA PMazs threshold (and would substantially reduce cancer
risk and chronic hazard, as well), as also shown in Table AQ-6. With this mitigation
measure, this impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

After it is operational, the Project would not include substantial stationary TAC emission
sources nor add substantial mobile TAC emission sources (i.e., by BAAQMD definition,
daily incremental traffic volumes of 10,000 or greater) to local streets.
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As also shown in Table AQ-6, the cumulative TAC exposure at the MESR would be
considerably below the BAAQMD cumulative thresholds for cancer risk, chronic hazard
and annual PM.s concentration.

To reduce the exposure of local sensitive receptors to PM1o and PMas in the fugitive dust
released during Project construction, the BAAQMD Guidelines also require that all Bay
Area construction projects implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control
fugitive dust emissions. Thus, the following basic control measures must be
implemented by the Rroject construction contractor:

BAAQMD Regx fleJd DU‘SN Control Measures: The construction contractor shall reduce

construction ated air p_,r" .utant emissions by implementing BAAQMD's basic fugitive

dust control Iiipasures, i Cludir s
o Al é-iiﬁbge.d A iices (

\ e 1., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded
areas, ar’ Jnpav
i |

o nf 2ss roads) shall be watered two times per day.

A

| ’ g
o All haul trucks tr;" ’ispori[irg.ﬂf-j 1 sand, or other loose material off site shall
be covered. Y _gi8 A
o Allvisible mud or dirt track;::ré I.fontp""" Jjachnt public roads shall be removed
using wet power vacuum / ‘eefd’ . sepers (pleast once per day. The use
of dry power sweeping is prok Jited. 0, |

o All vehicle speeds on unpaved surfaces shgl“’,Jé"'...“'ﬂjted to 15 miles per
hour. y 4 '

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

o A publicly visible sign shall be posted with the telephone number and
person to contact at the Union School District regarding dust complaints.
This person shall respond and take corrective action with 48 hours. The
BAAQMD'’s phone number shall also be included to ensure compliance
with applicable regulations.
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Table AQ-6: Project and Cumulative TAC Impacts on Maximally Exposed Sensitive
Receptor (MESR) in the Project Site Vicinity

Chronic

BAAQMD Cancer Hazard PM.5

Source # Facility Address Risk Index Concentration
From Local Permitted Stationary TAC Sources*

15104 (Em\gig:s:y\léi;e]:::tor) 1552 Singletree Way 0.0092 <0.0001 <0.0001
110679 ARCO Gas &4 n||'t 5755 Camden Avenue
(Gasolinaf ispensing 0.9548 0.0047 0
4 cility) i

From Major Local Road.. avs** 4 _

Blossom Hill Road - ¥ 1.65 0.041
Camden Avenue & _ / 13.70 0.3220
From Project Sources*** | <%

Project Construction TAC Impacts before o __‘i"g_gti'_‘:"'-i-” 3.65 0.0943 0.4715
Project-Level Significance Thresholds g > v { 4 10 1.0 0.3
Significant Project Construction Impact before mitigatiq;‘ V' [Q\No No Yes
Project Construction TAC Impacts after mitigation &, 40 ‘O | 183 | 0.0473 0.2367
Significant Project Construction Impact after mitigation? < No No No
From Cumulative Sources (after Project Mitigation) :
Cumulative Sources TAC Impact 14 [5.052 0.600
Cumulative Significance Thresholds ¥ 100 10 0.8
Significant Cumulative Impact? No No No

*The BAAQMD's Stationary Source Screening Analysis Tool and Emergency Generator/Gasoline Dispensing
Facility Distance Multiplier Tool were used to estimate the maximum cancer risk, hazard index, and PM2s

concentration at the existing residences just south of the Project site.

“*The BAAQMD'’s Roadway Screening Calculator was used to estimate maximum cancer risks, hazard indexes,
and PM2.5 concentrations at the closest existing residences just south of the Project site.
“**Project construction cancer risk, chronic hazard and PMz s increments were estimated by the SCREEN3
dispersion model using Project construction equipment TAC emission estimates from the CalEEMod model.
Project construction cancer risk, chronic hazard and PM2.5 would be reduced by about 50% by requiring that
Project construction equipment have at least Level 2 diesel particulate filters.

d) Project operation would not introduce substantial sources of odor emissions to the area.
However, the Project's diesel-powered construction equipment would emit odorous
exhaust that could impact existing local residents. But since the Project construction
activities would be short-term (i.e., about 9 months total) and most local odor-sensitive
receptors (i.e., the existing low-density residential neighborhoods) are at distances greater
than a few hundred feet from the site center, construction odor emissions would not affect
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a substantial number of people for a substantial time, nor be substantially objectionable to
any particular receptor while construction is underway. Therefore, this impact would be
less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure AQ-1. The Project construction contractor shall implement
the following measures to further reduce construction-related diesel particulate
exhaust emissions:

All off-road & "'aa,;."\ent greater than 25 horsepower (hp) and operating for more
than 20 tg* - hours '\ er the entire duration of construction activities shall meet the
followir® requireme; s:

o AllengiGs shd’ be eduipped with at least a CARB Level 2 Verified Diesel
Emissions £ onupl Stral gy (VDECS) device.

Ll i
My AR,
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IV. Biological Resources

Would the Project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with | Significant
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact No Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any specit »
identified as a candidated .en< jixze,
or special status spegi® 5'in locai 'r X
regional plans, poli«’ s or 13|
regulations, or by 3 Californiad | 4.
Department of Fish & sl Wildli€ Jor M0,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Sc..ice? V¢ @

b) Have a substantial adverse effe’.” |[h, &
on any riparian habitat or other | |
sensitive natural community | e
identified in local or regional plans, ||/ a7
policies or regulations or by the ‘P X
California Department of Fish and \ v o
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife N
Service? A

c) Have a substantial adverse effect ' 4 Q. 4
on federally protected wetlands J
(including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or X
impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree X
preservation policy or ordinance?

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?
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Discussion

a-f)  The project site is a gravel-covered portion of a developed school campus in a completely urbanized
neighborhood. There are two medium-sized trees on the southern edge of the site, and it has been
used for parking. There are no wetlands or riparian features on the site.

There is no potential for special-status species to inhabit the site. The trees provide minimal nesting
habitat, and larger, taller trees exist directly across Singletree Way from the site. The site is not within
any Habitat Conservation Plan or Natural Communities Conservation Plan area. Because of the lack
of biological resources o f «a.tat on the site, the project would not conflict with any local policies or
policies protecting thos'. resourc s.

. <]
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V. Cultural Resources

Would the project:

Background

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with Significant No
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Cause a substantial adverse ghange
in the significance of a hic l X
resource pursuant to Sr :
15064.57 4 ' '\
b) Cause a substantia!’ Jverse chan’ -
in the significance o\ hn £ «’ X
archaeological resourc. i fant ’;rr" " \
Section 15064.57? - % I
c) Disturb any human remains, S &
including those interred outside of || 8 X
dedicated cemeteries? |

This analysis considers the project’s impact to hif OI’IC" = d arch \ologlcal resources, and
human remains on the project site. A detailed culfur ‘resou es ass asment has been
conducted for the site by Solano Archaeological Services (SAS, Auguc ' 2019) That
assessment included a literature review, database search, and mter e p-plestrian survey. It
found no evidence of any cultural resources, historic or archaeolr cal on the site.

Discussion

a)

Archival research, an intensive archaeological survey, and coordination with the Native
American community did not result in the identification of any prehistoric, ethnographic, or
historic-era cultural sites, features, artifacts, or other properties within or immediately
adjacent to the project site. Consequently, the project site contains no historical resources
as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. therefore, the project would have a less-
than-significant impact on historical resources. No mitigation is necessary.

An intensive archaeological inventory of the project area was conducted, and no cultural
resources were encountered. However, it is important to note that surface pedestrian
surveys cannot always determine what archaeological resources might be present in
subsurface contexts. Such buried resources have the potential to be California Register
of Historic Resources (CRHR) -eligible and as such any impacts to them would be
considered a potentially significant impact. Mitigation Measures CULT-1 would reduce this
potentially significant impact to a less-than-significant level.

Although no prehistoric or historic-era human remains have been identified within ornear
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the project site, it is possible that presently undocumented human interments may be
uncovered during excavation activities. This potentially significant impact would be a
potentially significant. Implementation of Mitigation Measures CULT-2 would reduce this
impact to a less-than-significant level.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure CULT-1: Archaeological Deposits. If an inadvertent discovery of cultural
materials (e.g. unusualmounts of shell, animal bone, bottle glass, ceramics, structure/building
remains, etc.) is made’ .urir_woroject-related construction activities, ground disturbances in the area
of the find will bes alted ana a qualified professional archaeologist will be notified regarding the
discovery. The< "6haeo!ogis'J shall determine whether the resource is potentially significant as per
the CRHR and dev g’ﬁp _an" -a’brie"' etigation.

Mitigation Measure CULT Hu, an R /_:nains. In accordance with the California Health and Safety
Code, if human remains are unco =icu during ground disturbing activities all such activities in the
vicinity of the find shall be ha ed |mm9r‘ s y and the District or the District's designated
representative shall be notified. ™ el ot sh, ~immediately notify the Santa Clara Sheriff/Coroner
and a qualified professional archaeouoglst .\\Hr ,:;heriff_!-’" aroner is required to examine all discoveries
of human remains within 48 hours of receivin’ notica® Jr a'(} goovery on private or state lands (Health
and Safety Code Section 7050.5[b]). If the ¢ rons® i ,‘°rm|nt—, »that the remains are those of a Native
American, he or she must contact the Natived \merica. Herlta\ Commission by phone within 24
hours of making that determination (Health and Safety Code Ser .2, 7050[c]). The responsibilities
of the District for acting upon notification of a discovery of b lee ronerican human remains are
identified in detail in the California Public Resources Cod{ “Section 5097.9. The District or their
appointed representative and the professional archae;logust will consult with a Most Likely
Descendent (MLD) determined by the NAHC regarding the removal or preservation and avoidance
of the remains and determine if additional burials could be present in the vicinity.
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VI. Energy
Would the Project:
Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant Significant Significant No
Environmental Issue Impact with Impact Impact
Mitigation
a) Result in potentially significant
environmental impact due tod steful,
inefficient, or unnecessany )y | A X
consumption of energy4 sources,
during project constpd non or ,:'
operation? &
b) Conflict with or obstruct SQtated .ocal
plan for renewable energy or enero A X
efficiency? ' )

Discussion

a)

The project would not result in wég'eful N ‘“*ff'jjént or nnecessary consumption of energy,
given (1) the relatively small size of the p ;Ject " A __'1 sq. ft. office/vehicle/equipment
maintenance facility for the USD (whi¢ = woif ¢ rgpla(, »similar uses now operating
elsewhere in San Jose), and (2) Project ¢ mplia.be with'”"‘:‘\tate of California energy
conservation regulations, and City of San Jose energy conq Jatlon policies (per the
Climate Smart San Jose Plan; San Jose' Green Vision [20(‘ E v sion San Jose’ 2040
General Plan [November 2011], see discussion below) 'erefore this impact would be
less than significant. '

The California State Building Standards Commission adopted updates to the California
Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen), which went into effect in January 2011.
CALGreen contains requirements for construction site selection, storm water control
during construction, construction waste reduction, indoor water use reduction, material
selection, natural resource conservation, and site irrigation conservation. CALGreen
provides for design options allowing the designer to determine how best to achieve
compliance for a given site or building condition. CALGreen also requires building
commissioning, which is a process for verifying that all building systems, like heating and
cooling equipment and lighting systems, are functioning at their maximum efficiency.
CALGreen provides the minimum standard that buildings need to meet in order to be
certified for occupancy but does not prevent a local jurisdiction from adopting more
stringent requirements. CALGreen is intended to (1) reduce GHG emissions from
buildings; (2) promote environmentally responsible, cost-effective, healthier places to live
and work; and (3) reduce energy and water consumption.
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The San Jose’ Green Vision (2007) and Envision San Jose’ 2040 General Plan (November
2011) contain the following policies regarding energy efficiency. (Although the site has
been withdrawn from City jurisdiction, conformance with City policies may be used in
developing CEQA significance criteria.):

e Goal MS-1 - Green Building Policy Leadership. Demonstrate San José's
commitment to local and global Environmental Leadership through progressive use of
green building policies, practices, and technologies to achieve 100 million square feet
of new or retrofittec areen buildings by 2040.

e Goal MS- 2 --"j-nergy C¢ 1servation and Renewable Energy Use. Maximize the use
of green ¢ 'lldll‘lg prag .es in new and existing development to maximize energy
efficiency anc. "onSP dtlor ne 0 maximize the use of renewable energy sources.

The Project would be bu*' .JI 'wccord wth California's CALGreen standards and, thus,
would not conflict with £ wision | - Jse’ 2040 energy conservation policies. Therefore,
this impact would be less than [ gnificant, o,
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VIl. Geology and Soils

Would the Project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Directly or indirectly cause
potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk offhss,
injury, or death involving® =

i) Rupture of a known thquake ||
fault, as delineatec an the mostd
recent Alquist-Priolo " Jacthaus® =
Fault Zoning Map, issueu oy the

based on other substantial <
evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42,

State Geologist for the area ord’ ™ "

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iif) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liguefaction?

iv) Landslides?

. -

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or
the loss of topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil
that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on-
or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soll, as
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating
substantial director indirect risks to life
or property?
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Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with Significant
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact No Impact
e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks
or alternative waste-water disposal
systems where sewers are not X
available for the disposal of
wastewater?

f) Directly or indirectly destrox»
unique paleontological e Surc yor X
site, or unique geolog® eature”

Background

This analysis considers the ﬁroj__er 'd-r.l_wtenti.éf)' ""mpacts on geologic and paleontological features
and conditions on the project si... | I
A geotechnical study of the site w Qr_en.’__'_.,'q" fi " the site by Cornerstone Earth Group
(Geotechnical Investigation, USD Maintef Ziicciand Jperations Building, 5670 Camden Avenue,
San Jose, California, August 21, 2019). The disct 'ﬁs’ions k¢ .are based on the findings of that
study. y A&

Geologic Conditions .2 g
Regional geologic mapping indicates that the site is underlain by I—!F"ix,—c"ene (last 11,000 years) and
Pleistocene (11,000 to 2 million years old) alluvial deposits, wb”';i"typically include moderately to
poorly sorted and bedded sand, gravel, silt and clay. In the geﬁeral area of the site, the various
published maps show the site as underlain by Pleistocene alluvial fan deposits, which are
characterized by unsorted boulders, gravel, sand, silt, and soil.

Exploratory soil borings have been conducted on the site to determine subsurface geologic
conditions. Borings encountered 1-4 feet of undocumented fill consisting of poorly graded gravel
with sand, dense clayey sand with gravel, and medium dense silty, clayey sand with gravel.
Beneath these fill materials layers of mixed sand, silt, and gravel were encountered. To depths
of about 8.5 feet, underlain by dense clayey sand with gravel to the maximum boring depths of
20 and 30 feet. Groundwater was not encountered in any of the borings, however, based on other
available information, groundwater depths of 18-27 feet to the south of the project site, and 10-15
feet to the north of the site were estimated by Cornerstone’s geologists.

Soils on the site were considered moderately corrosive.
Seismic Conditions
The site is located in the seismically active San Francisco Bay Area. While no faults underlie the

site, nearby active faults include the San Andreas Fault, approximately 7 miles southwest of the
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site; the Calaveras Fault, about 13.5 miles northeast of the site, and the Hayward Fault, about 16
miles east of the site. The Monte Vista-Shannon Fault is located less than a mile southwest of the
site. Major earthquakes potentially affecting the project site are possible on all of these faults.
Due to their proximity to the site, the San Andreas, Calaveras, and Hayward faults have the
greatest likelihood of generating very strong seismic shaking on the site. Studies indicate that the
highest probability of a Richter Magnitude 6.7 or above earthquake in the Bay Area would be on
those faults, with a 33%, 26%, and 22% likelihood of a major earthquake on the Hayward,
Calaveras, and San Andreas Faults, respectively by 2043. During such an earthquake, the
danger of fault rupture on the project site would be slight, but very strong ground shaking would
occur. The site is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. Cornerstone found no
evidence of faulting on the sn*r *d concluded that fault rupture is not a significant geologic hazard
on the site. In addition, ng _vider, \ of liquefaction or ground deformation was recorded from the
1989 Loma Prieta earr" Jake. ( \

There is no Iandsllde hr_. ; v thF‘ ',u’ ae to its gentle slopes and distance from mapped
landslides. Similarly, no tsunami QiR f*he hal ards occur on the site because of its distance from
the Bay and ocean (16 miles ind fr01 *HP Cay).

Discussion ff ;‘ 5

a) i. Based on available published géalogic rmatlor He project site is not located within

an Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone/ |he of entlc. ‘or fault rupture on the side is
therefore considered to be low and no in, ,act qu occur \(‘omerstone 2019)
ii. The site would be subject to very-strong ground shakmr .hthe event of a major
earthquake on any of the regional fault zones. This shakif, coulr., ‘damage improperly
constructed buildings and cause ground failures that als “could affect the structure and
infrastructure (these ground failures are discussed below). This impact is potentially
significant but can be reduced to a less-than-significant level with implementation of
Mitigation Measure GEO-1, below.

iii. Cornerstone evaluated the site for liquefaction potential and determined that it could be
subject to total settlement of up to 0.75 inches, with differential settlement up to about 0.5
inches on the site. Cornerstone evaluated the site for liquefaction potential and determined
that it could be subject to total settlement of up to 0.75 inches, with differential settiement
up to about 0.5 inches on the site. Cornerstone also evaluated the potential for lateral
spreading on the site and determined it to be low.

The impact associated with liquefaction and differential settlement hazards would be
reduced to a less-than-significant level by implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-

2, below.

iv. The nearly level site does not contain any slopes that would be subject to landslide
hazards.
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d)

f)

The site is generally flat and mostly covered by gravel, which is not highly susceptible to
erosion. After project construction, runoff from the site would be increased and, if
discharges to open ground are concentrated, some erosion could occur. All project runoff
would be directed to a bio-retention system and then to existing City storm drain systems,
therefore this impact is considered less than significant.

Please see response to item a) iii, above. This impact would be reduced to a less-than-
significant level by implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-2, below.

Expansive soils shii 1 ali hswell with fluctuations in moisture content and are capable of
exerting significa® . expansi, ) pressures on building foundations, interior floor slabs, and
exterior flatwe .. Distress [ om expansive soil movement can include cracking of brittle
wall coverings (2lucco, # ustend '4; wall, etc.), cracked door and/or window frames, and
uneven floors and ciacked 5 5s. Fia; ork pavements, and concrete slabs-on-grade are
particularly vulnerable tof \amz 2 fror ' soil swelling and shrinking highly plastic and/or
expansive soils were not obser =‘u uy Cornerstone during their subsurface exploration.
Therefore, the risk of expansn/ 'soil affer" .« the proposed improvements is low. The
impact would be less than sigi, flC" - {

The proposed project would be served by .e Clt‘  se 2r system and would not include
any septic systems. Therefore, no |mpa wo aecur Wi 1 respect to adequacy of site
soils for septic systems.

Because the foundation work would occur primarily within thr .eas ¢ recent fill, therefore
potential impacts to paleontological resources would be off |31dered Iow

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure GEO-1: The project structures and foundations shall be designed in
accordance with the most recent version of the California Building Code. Recommended
seismic coefficients provided in the Cornerstone report shall be included in the project
design.

Mitigation Measure GEO-2: The project's site clearing, site preparation, subgrade
preparation and stabilization, fill, drainage, and foundation systems shall be designed and
constructed per the specifications set forth on the project geotechnical report (Cornerstone
2019).
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Vill. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Would the Project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with Significant No
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may X
have a significant impact on the
environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan,
policy or regulation adopte’ ¢ ithe X
purpose of reducing tha® .missic. » of
greenhouse gases?4 = B

Background . > 4 N

Greenhouse gases (GHGs) ared ;.ho‘s"-,-.\“e_rjg_:_,! _}ases that capture and retain a portion of the heat
radiated from the earth after it has been/ ‘e':—;ucd by the sun. The primary GHGs are carbon dioxide
(CO2), methane (CHa), and nitrous oxid /(N20), 9.2@;'_§'._ﬁ"j'and water vapor. While GHGs are natural
components of the atmosphere, CO2," CHaat q N2f, are also emitted in substantial quantities
from human activities and their accumuiation iatt atmosmhere over the past 200 years has
substantially increased their concentrations. This / /scum‘_tﬂf'f dorpf GHGs has been implicated as
the driving force behind global climate change. /= "f_» ’

Human emissions of CO; are largely by-products of fossil fuel combus an, whereas CHs results
from off gassing associated with organic decay processes in agriditui, landfills, etc. Other
GHGs, including hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and sulfur exafluoride, are generated by
certain industrial processes. The global warming potential of SHGs are typically reported in
comparison to that of CO2, the most common and influential GHG, in units of “carbon dioxide-
equivalents” (COze).

There is international scientific consensus that human-caused increases in GHGs have and will
continue to contribute to global warming. Potential global warming impacts in California may
include, but are not limited to, loss in snowpack, sea level rise, more extreme heat days per year,
more high ozone days, more large forest fires, and more drought years. Secondary effects are
likely to include a global rise in sea level, impacts to agriculture, changes in disease vectors, and
changes in habitat and biodiversity.

Discussion

a) The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is the primary agency
responsible for air quality regulation in the nine-county San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.
As part of that role, the BAAQMD has prepared CEQA Air Quality Guidelines that provide
CEQA thresholds of significance for operational GHG emissions from land use projects
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(i.e., 1,100 metric tons of COze per year, which is also considered the definition of a
cumulatively considerable contribution to the global GHG burden and, therefore, of a
significant cumulative impact), but has not defined thresholds for project construction GHG
emissions. The Guidelines methodology and thresholds of significance have been used in
this Initial Study’s analysis of potential GHG impacts associated with the Project.

The CalEEMod model was used to quantify GHG emissions associated with Project
construction activities (for informational purposes), as well as long-term operational
emissions produced by, Project motor vehicles, energy and water use, and solid waste
generation. CaIEEI}_/":'J v porporates GHG emission factors for motor vehicles, electricity
from central elec*-':_' ,"utilities and water use and solid waste generation.

The estlmatedL nstructios JHC mssmns are 68.3 metric tons of COze (for whichthere is
no BAAQMD CEu 5 d|1|f|C' ce th shold). The Project’'s estimated operational GHG
emissions are presented in® e GHG . The Project's GHG operational emissions would
be 106.0 metric tons per’, ear, w; 5 _,ubstantlally below the BAAQMD threshold of 1100
metric tons. Therefore, this imp; twould be lr sthan significant.

iF

Table GHG-1: Project Operatié-?wf..‘-\S‘h,_'_ﬂenr .,.’use Gas Emissions (Metric Tons Per Year)

Project GHG Source c¥: , y \ Ha ~ N0 COze
Area < 0.01 < 0.01 PR, <0.01
Energy Use 2594 <001 4 <001  26.06
Motor Vehicles 3856 <0.0{ <0.01 38.59
Solid Waste Disposal 1.64 0.10 < 0.01 4.05
Water Use 2.84 0.05 < 0.01 4.42
Total 73.13

Significance Thresholds 1100

Significant Impact? No

Assembly Bill 32 (AB32), the California Global Warming Solutions Act, requires the CARB
to lower State GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020—a 25% reduction statewide with
mandatory caps for significant GHG emission sources. AB32 directed CARB to develop
discrete early actions to reduce GHG while preparing the Climate Change Scoping Plan
in order to identify how best to reach the 2020 goal. Statewide strategies to reduce GHG
emissions to attain the 2020 goal include the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), the
California Appliance Energy Efficiency regulations, the California Renewable Energy
Portfolio standard, changes in the motor vehicle corporate average fuel economy (CAFE)
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standards, and other early action measures that would ensure the state is on target to
achieve the GHG emissions reduction goals of AB 32.

The State Building Standards Commission adopted updates to the California Green
Building Standards Code (CALGreen), which went into effect in January 2011. CALGreen
contains requirements for construction site selection, storm water control during
construction, construction waste reduction, indoor water use reduction, material selection,
natural resource conservation, and site irrigation conservation. CALGreen provides for
design options allowm the designer to determine how best to achieve compliance for a
given site or bUIldII" conu, "on CALGreen also requires building commissioning, which is
a process for Ve ylng that} Al building systems, like heating and cooling equipment and
lighting systed 5, are funct ‘ning,at their maximum efficiency. CALGreen provides the
minimum standg\‘}that b .|d|nf' 1. ﬁd to meet in order to be certified for occupancy but
does not prevent a local Jurl'-‘ tlon er, b adoptlng more stringent requirements. CALGreen
is intended to (1) reducs’ SHO) °m|5f ons from buildings; (2) promote environmentally
responsible, cost—effectl\fe heal \n;. places to Ilve and work; and (3) reduce energy and
water consumption. | ,’ P

The BAAQMD'’s Spare the Air, IL;uo!'ff -.C‘ nate (?‘\17 Plan), focuses on two closely-
related goals: protecting public health frg i air pfiuisat ~exposures and protecting the
climate. Consistent with the GHG reducti¢ tarr ik adoptt by the State of California, the
2017 Plan lays the groundwork for a Iong—te  efforiin redud Bay Area GHG emissions
40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 and 80 percent below 1% f‘ levels by 2050.

The 2017 Plan defines an integrated, multipollutant contrg strategy to reduce emissions
of particulate matter, toxic air contaminants (TACs), of sne precursors and greenhouse
gases (GHG).

The 2017 Plan GHG control strategy is based on the following key priorities:
e Reduce emissions of “super-GHGs"” such as methane, black carbon and
fluorinated gases.
¢ Decrease demand for fossil fuels (i.e., gasoline, diesel and natural gas).
o Increase efficiency of the energy and transportation systems.
o Reduce demand for vehicle travel, and high-carbon goods and services.
e Decarbonize the energy system.
o Make the electricity supply carbon-free.
o Electrify the transportation and building sectors.

Thus, the Project would not conflict with the goals and policies of AB32 and the CCAP.
The project would have a less-than-significant impact related to this issue.

The Project site is accessible by VTA bus routes. The Project would be required to obtain
building permits for construction, which would ensure compliance with CALGreen (Title 24).
Thus, the Project would not conflict with the goals and policies of AB32 and the Bay Area'’s
2017 Plan. The project would have a less-than-significant impact related to this issue.
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IX.

Would the Project:

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, oz’
disposal of hazardous ma’ ‘iai.

b) Create a significant h¢ .ard to the |
public or the enviro: nent throug!’ '
reasonably foreseeab, Jupset .d

accident conditions involvi.y ine &
release of hazardous materials i .
the environment? y

c¢) Emit hazardous emissions or
handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is
included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or
the environment?

e) For a Project located within an
airport land use plan or, where such
a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the Project
result in a safety hazard or
excessive noise for people residing
or working in the Project area?

f) Impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

a) Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires?
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Background

Discussion

a) As described in the project description section, some construction-related hazardous
materials (lubricants, cleaners, paints, sealants, etc.) would be stored and used on the site
during project construction. These include four 55-gallon diesel fuel drums, pesticides and
fertilizers, welding gas tanks, and stored hazardous materials from the schools
(fluorescent light bulba, batteries, paint, oil, etc.) that are awaiting pick up. Building
materials also would® e ¢ wed in the building. A 40-cubic yard dumpster would be housed
in the paved pa £.ng lot, ~long with twelve trucks and three trailers. All potentially
hazardous ma’ ,rlals would e stored in contained areas and would be stored and used
according to the ) dlrectll" Tb A ‘)\re this impact would be less than significant.

During project operatlcmq Caric) qoﬂs Jels solvents, paints, and cleaners may be in use
in the building. While theése mate 1o Lould be hazardous if released, they would be stored
as required by law and used in c‘ cordance wiSmanufacturers’ requirements. In addition,
all storage and work with these ! .ater" ' wou' be done in the proposed work bays. These
bays would include spill containftent ark Qg chmenfsfacilities and clean-up supplies. All
workers would be trained in emergency ; 3spopf ':-'”p. ‘cedures. Therefore, operational
impacts would be less than significant. £ 4 )

Y 4 Y
Y

b,d) The site is not included on a list of hazéfaous materials s’i'é_-.‘x__compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962 (Cortese List)'. Therefored o irijpact would occur.

c) Two schools, Champion School and Beacon Schooi, are housed in the
former Cinnabar School buildings, adjacent to the project site. However, as described
under response to questions IXb and d, above, construction and operation of the project
would not emit hazardous materials outside of the contained work bays and indoor storage
areas. Therefore, the project would have a less-than-significant potential to significantly
affect children or adults at the school.

e) The project site is not within an Airport Land Use Plan area, or within two miles of a public
or public-use airport or a private airstrip. Therefore, it would not present a hazard to air
safety, and no impact would occur.

f) Construction and operation of the project are not expected to interfere with the City of San
Jose's Emergency Preparedness Plan or Emergency Response Plan. There would be
approximately 9 workers at the site, as well as adequate parking and emergency access
space. The building would be constructed with fire safety and hazardous material storage
equipment as required by State and Federal law. It would be sprinklered and constructed
under current applicable building codes. It would not in any way adversely affect roadways

! https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?global_id=43990007
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or traffic congestion in the project area. Therefore, it would not adversely affect emergency
response or access. No impact would occur.

The project is in the flat, developed Santa Clara Valley floor. It is completely surrounded by
fully developed urban lands, and the nearest wildfire-hazard areas are several miles west
of the site, in the Santa Cruz Mountains. Therefore, the project would have no impact with
respect to wildfire hazards.
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X.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Would the Project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surfacz or
groundwater quality? i

b) Substantially decreass"j-"oundwat‘)é;;

supplies or interfeg’ substantially’ Jith

o

groundwater rechary jysuch that e pafist
may impede sustainab: Qpafdwatd © )

management of the basin? y ¢

b

Substantially alter the existing‘drainag{ -

pattern of the site or area, including th sugh
the alteration of the course of a streal jor _
river or through the addition of impervicg™"
surfaces, in a manner which would:

i)

i)

i)

iv)

result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site;

substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in
flooding on-or off-site;

create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff; or

impede or redirect flood flows?

d)

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche
zones, risk release of pollutants due to
project inundation?

Conflict with or obstruct implementation
of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management

plan?
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Discussion

a, ¢, ) Under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act, the U.S. EPA has established regulations through
the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater program to control
stormwater discharges, including those associated with construction activities. The NPDES
stormwater permitting program regulates stormwater quality from construction sites. The
State Construction General Permit (CGP) requires the development and implementation of a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and the use of appropriate best
management practicgs"?MPs) for erosion control and spill prevention during construction.
Dischargers whosgf",.ojébu\_ disturb one or more acres of soil or whose Projects disturbless
than one acre b":' dre part 0 '; larger common plan of development that in total disturbs one
or more acres, . e required! » obtain coverage under the CGP for Discharges of Stormwater
Associated with C* R A ';Vi’ty‘:CGP Order 2009-0009-DWQ).

City of San José storn’ ater ‘\llutl | is regulated under the jurisdiction of the San
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quallty Control Board, Region 2 (Regional Board), the
enforcement arm of the State u’Vater Pa0y ces Control Board (Water Board). The
Regional Board issues a Nationalf’c. ltan* Jlscharge Elimination (NPDES) Municipal
Regional Permit (MRP) to the City of Sa ase ap’ 75 other co-permittees that covers
stormwater activities for most of the Bay » -'l'mlt'[v. s in Santa Clara County, such
as the City of San José and the Santa Cu ra ) duley 'Vater L)l"trlct formed an association
called the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution" ‘Preventi. . Program (SCVURPPP)
to meet MRP permit regulations by sharing resources and « 'ﬂ.ﬂia..,j\._r‘ating on projects of
mutual benefit. The MRP permit governs a variety of activiti s in the City of San José such
as industrial and commercial businesses, new and red{ elopment projects, construction
sites, storm drain operation and maintenance, creek rﬁonitoring, pesticide applications,
and illegal dumping of water and other pollution in the City’s storm drain.

The Project site is relatively flat and mostly covered with crushed gravel and bare earth.
Development of the proposed Project would require disturbance and light grading, as
described in the Project Description. Minimal topographic changes would occur as a result of
the project.

During construction activities, there would be a potential for surface water to carry sediment
from on-site erosion and small quantities of pollutants into the City’s stormwater system and,
ultimately, San Francisco Bay. Soil erosion may occur along Project boundaries during
construction in areas where temporary soil storage may be required. Small quantities of
pollutants may enter the storm drainage system, potentially degrading water quality. The
project would include a storm-water bio-retention system that would filter out most of these
pollutants.

Construction of the proposed Project also would require the use of gascline and diesel-
powered heavy equipment. Chemicals such asgasoline, diesel fuel, lubricating oil, hydraulic
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oil, lubricating grease, automatic transmission fluid, paints, solvents, glues, and other
substances would be used during construction. An accidental release of any of these
substances could degrade the water quality of the surface water runoff and add additional
sources of pollution into the drainage system.

The proposed Project would be required to comply with the State CGP. The District would be
required to develop and implement a SWPPP that identifies appropriate construction BMPs
in order to minimize potential sedimentation or contamination of storm water runoff generated
from the Project site. The SWPPP would identify the risk level for erosion and sedimentation
and how much momtonng of potential pollutants is required. Implementation of a SWPPP as
required would ensur 4B the construction of the proposed Project would not violate any
water quality stang” ds or v\ ste discharge requirements and reduce potential impacts to a
less-than-signif’ dnt Ievel a‘ jescrlbed in Mitigation Measure HYD-1.

y

As required under " g »rater esouses Control Board Order No. R2 2009-0074, the City
of Novato requires regulate' e '-'cts sL has this one, to prepare a Stormwater Control Plan
(SWCP). The SWCP wot.d |nclu g « “construction stormwater treatment measures such
as bio-retention facilities and s Jrce control'fﬂ BMPs. The SWCP also would address
ongoing maintenance of those fi ﬂltle‘: o2

Y a2 - ;
. y e

Prior to the issuance of grading permits or bL." ing pef"" wwwhichever occurs first), the Project
would be required to obtain coverage un/ :r thr ~tate C 2P (NPDES General Permit for
Stormwater Discharges Association with (,on uctio f-\ctlvﬁy ‘Order 2009-0009 DWQ) by
preparing a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) ang »ubmitting it along with a
notice of intent, to the San Francisco Bay RWQCB. The SWi P & all identify a practical
sequence for BMP implementation and mauntenance alte restoratlon contingency
measures, responsible parties, and agency contacts. Th\«.oWPPP would include but not be
limited to the following elements:

o Temporary erosion control measures would be employed for disturbed areas.

o No disturbed surfaces would be left without erosion control measures in place during
the winter and spring months. Cover disturbed areas with soil stabilizers, mulch, fiber
rolls, or temporary vegetation.

o Sediment would be retained on site by a system of sediment basins, traps, or other
appropriate measures. Drop inlets shall be lined with filter fabric/geotextile.

o The construction contractor would prepare Standard Operating Procedures for the
handling of hazardous materials on the construction site to eliminate or reduce
discharge of materials to storm drains. This may include locating construction-related
equipment and processes that contain or generate pollutants in a secure area, away
from storm drains and gutters, and wetlands; parking, fueling, and cleaning all
vehicles and equipment in the secure area; designating concrete washout areas; and
preventing or containing potential leakage or spilling from sanitary facilities.
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o BMP performance and effectiveness would be determined either by visual means
where applicable (e.g., observation of above-normal sediment release), or by actual
water sampling in cases where verification of contaminant reduction or elimination
(such as inadvertent petroleum release) is required by the RWQCB to determine
adequacy of the measure.

o Inthe event of significant construction delays or delays in final landscape installation,
native grasses or other appropriate vegetative cover would be established on the
construction site as soon as possible after disturbance, as an interim erosion-control
measure throughout the wet season.

The project would ,sult" new impervious surfaces being created. Drainage would be
directed intoan g’ site storm Irain bio-retention system which, in high flows, would discharge
into the City's s r___m drain s tem. » Camden Avenue. The District would coordinate any new
connections with LG he,n""",a'r"é‘; poacts to runoff would be less than significant.

Potentially contaminated¢ .|0ff iy ¥ thf lew impervious areas would occur. Implementation
of the Construction General Pel mt reqwrements described above, as well as Mitigation
Measures HYD-1 and HYD-2, be :w wouls o ‘e the other water quality impacts described
above to a Iess-i:han-sngnlflcam!*P R j

Water is provided by the San Jose Water G npar- NhIC| slies on local groundwater wells
for 40% of its supply, imported water from i.qe Sd aalara Va.le\f Water District for 50% of its
supply, and local mountain surfade  runow’ X ‘fO% of its supply
(https://www.sjwater.com/customer-care/help- lnformatlon/water ey v-faqs) M&O facility
staff would be relocated from elsewhere in San Jose as a rest = of the prOJect, so there would
be no net increase for water demand. The project would(._i""' .ude low-flow fixtures and water-
conserving landscaping, which would provide water supply efficiencies. No groundwater wells
or other supplies would be required. Therefore, the proposed Project would not contribute to
depletion of groundwater supplies and no impact would occur to groundwater. Similarly, the
project would not affect any groundwater management plan.

This site is not located in a mapped flood hazard zone (FEMA Flood Hazard Map Panel No.
06085C0382H, effective on 05/18/2009, accessed July 10, 2019), and is located in a Zone D
area, described as “areas in which flood hazards are undetermined but possible”.
Cornerstone recommends that the project civil engineer verify base flood elevations.
(Cornerstone 2019).

The site is not in a mapped tsunami runup zone. Because the project site is not mapped
within a mapped flood hazard zone, flooding-related impacts of the project (such as impeding
flood flows or flood-related release of pollutants) would be unlikely. The project would have
no impact on flood-related hazards.

The project site is not within the area of inundation from potential failure of Anderson Dam
(https://www.valleywater.org/sites/default/files/Anderson%20Dam%20Inundation%20Maps
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%202016.pdf). Therefore, the project would not impede flood waters nor increase flood
hazards from that source.

Seiches and tsunamis are seismically induced large waves of water. Because of the distance
of the site from any large water body and the elevation of the site well above sea level, there
is no potential for a tsunami to affect this part of San Jose. Therefore, the proposed Project
would have no impact to future occupants of the project due to inundation by seiche, tsunami
or mudflow.

Mitigation Measu_!_;r-"f-' ¥V \

Mitigati’ 0 }Measuref ¥YD-1 Prior to the issuance of grading permits for the proposed
Project, ‘he Pro- Pt er‘ -pers shall prepare a Stormwater Control Plan. The
Stormwater ¢ uol B 4 shan. dentlfy pollution prevention measures and practices
to prevent polluted no.. ‘rom le ,vmg the Projectsite.

\'*\- >

Mitigation Measure H) fﬁz The D-f' lct shall maintain in perpetuity the post-
construction BMPs listec nthp ,.mv ter Operations and Management Plan. The
District shall make char.s.—,-s C A dlfC&]tIO"\S to the BMPs to ensure peak
performance. The District shall be respo oiehfor costs incurred in operating,
maintaining, repairing, and replaciy’ the - '35 The Wlstnct shall conduct inspection
and maintenance activities and comp' & annt } reponm \

Sy
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Xl. Land Use and Planning

Would the Project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than

Significant with

Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Physically divide an established
community?

X

b) Conflict with any applicable laf huse
plan, policy, or regulation « “an

agency with jurisdictiond

Project (including, by’

coastal program, or zo. 2
ordinance) adopted for the r,mpose
of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

certhe )
‘.ot limited tg |
the general plan, sp<_ific plan, Ior y

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

4 .

The proposed building and parking lot would be located within: 0 urbanized area on an
existing school campus. Because the project would redev "op )site with a use that
generally consistent with nearby land uses and the haza{ ous materials, noise, and air
quality assessments indicate that the project would not: "/Ave significant impacts, the project
would not have the potential to create substantial conflicts between uses or divide an
established community. There would be no impact.

The project site is designated as Public/Quasi Public in City of San Jose General Plan 2040,
and zoned Planned Development, Multiple Residence by the City of San Jose Zoning
Ordinance. The proposed use that would support the USD’s schools is consistent with the
General Plan and Zoning designations. The Project would have no impact on plan

Discussion
a)
b)
conformance.
c)

The Project site is not located within the boundaries of a habitat conservation plan or a natural
community conservation plan; therefore, the Project would not conflict with any habitat plans
and there would be noimpact.
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XIl.

Mineral Resources

Would the Project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with | Significant No
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a

known mineral resource that would be of X

value to the region and the - ‘ents of
the state?

b) Result in the loss of ava ,mhty of; \
locally important mine ] resource' |

recovery site delinea onalocaty’ AL X

general plan, specific p. *orr-‘ rlan R
use plan? y 4 b N

Discussion P

a, b)

The Project site a developed sch;éifj'f';e'm,?}x_\s i,:r-"‘ an urbap area, and is not identified in the City
of San Jose's General Plan as a site con’tf .ing mi'-"' resources that would be of local,
regional, or statewide importance; therefd :, th' —“i'OjeCl % not considered to have any
impacts on mineral resources. The PrOJect bItF‘ Jalsor 'Jt3|de e \any areas designated by the
State Mining and Geology Board as contalnlng reglonally S|gn1f G at PCC—grade aggregate
resources (used in concrete). The Project site does not conta[r ny % Jpwn mineral deposits
or active mineral extraction operations. Therefore, there M uld be no impact to mineral
resources. '
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XIll. Noise

Would the Project result in:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant Significant with Significant | No
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact impact

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambig\noise
levels in vicinity of the proi¢ in< »cess
of standards establishes” 1 the loc:
general plan or noisg’ .dinance, or |
applicable standard. af other ager es? o,

b) Generation of excessive groundbor = i)
vibration or groundborne noise{_vels? '| e X

c) For a Project within the vicinity of a s
private airstrip or an airport land use J] il /
plan or, where such a plan has not :
been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport,
would the Project expose people
residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

Background

Sound is created when vibrating objects produce pressure variations that move rapidly outward
into the surrounding air. The more powerful the pressure variations, the louder the sound
perceived by a listener. The decibel (dB) is the standard measure of loudness relative to the
human threshold of perception. Noise is a sound or series of sounds that are intrusive,
objectionable or disruptive to daily life. Many factors influence how a sound is perceived and
whether it is considered disturbing to a listener; these include the physical characteristics of sound
(e.g., loudness, pitch, duration, etc.) and other factors relating to the situation of the listener (e.g.,
the time of day when it occurs, the acuity of a listener's hearing, the activity of the listener during
exposure, etc.). Environmental noise has many documented undesirable effects on human health
and welfare, either psychological (e.g., annoyance and speech interference) or physiological (e.g.,
hearing impairment and sleep disturbance).

The Project site is located in southern San Jose, in a predominantly residential area close to the
foothills of the Santa Cruz Mountains. Noise-sensitive receptors abound near Project site
including the existing residential neighborhoods to the west across Camden Avenue and to the
south across Singletree Way (the latter being the closest residential uses, about 150 feet from
Project site center). The Cinnabar School and its outdoor sports fields are adjacent to and
north/northeast of the Project site.
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The Project site and vicinity were surveyed (July 8, 2019) to observe influential local noise sources
and to measure typical daytime noise levels that future Project site occupants (mostly USD
employees) would be exposed to, as reported in Table NOI-1.

TABLE NOI-1: Noise Measurement Data and Survey Observations

Measurement Location Lmin Lgo Leg L1o Lmax Observations
Motor vehicle traffic is
In front of existing the predominant noise
residential south of Project source; midday traffic on
site, south side of V N Singletree Way very
Singletree Way. y 4. Y 474 57.6 56.2 77.4 | light; most of the
y 4 A 1 contribution to average
Begin 11:07 y 4 |3 noise level came from
< V AR traffic passing on
\ W AV a N Camden Avenue, the
T g X few peak events from
> . ") vehicles passing on
y - Singletree.
| D _ Motor vehicle traffic is
At western boundary of f- / Py the predominant noise
Project site facing g a8 F source; midday traffic on
Camden Avenue. 46.7 ' Q.60 721 76.3 | Camden Avenue is
y moderate; higher
Begin 11:25 rF & S average and peak noise
g O\ <> levels due to more
g A N €. | frequent vehicle
o ¥ | passage and their being
< =loser to the meter.

The unit of measurement for table entries is the decibel (dB), the standaz’ .neasu. < of a sound’s loudness
relative to the human threshold of perception. Decibels are said to be A¢ .veighted (dBA) when corrections
are made to a sound’s frequency components during a measu{ .nent to reflect the known, varying
sensitivity of the human ear to different frequencies. The Equivalent Sound Level (L) is a constant
sound level that carries the same sound energy as the actual time—varying sound over the measurement
period. Statistical Sound Levels - Lin, Loo, L1o @and Lmax - are the minimum sound level, the sound level
exceeded 90 percent of the time, the sound level exceeded 10 percent of the time and the maximum
sound level, respectively; all as recorded during the sampling times, which for the two cases above was
ten minutes.

CEQA noise and vibration issues are typically addressed in relation to the policies and standards
set in the applicable General Plan or City Municipal Code.

For the Project, the applicable planning code is Envision 2040 San Jose General Plan (Adopted
2012; Amended 2018). Its Chapter 3 Environmental Leadership, Environmental
Considerations/Hazards section defines the following policies and standards to maintain/achieve
acceptable noise exposures.

» Policy EC-1.1. “Locate new development in areas where noise levels are appropriate for the
proposed uses. Consider federal, state and City noise standards and guidelines as a part of
new development review.”
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The General Plan specifies Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Community Noise in San
José that use the Lgn metric? and define the following standards for existing land uses
proximate to the Project site:

For residential and schools:

o “Normally Acceptable” — L4n < 60 dBA
o “Conditionally Acceptable” — Lan > 60 dBA, but < 75 dBA
o ‘“Unacceptable”—Lan > 75 dBA

For office/comm¢ cial lehd uses:

4 |45
o “Nof ially Accepf Ole” = Lan < 70 dBA
o “Conarpnallud -cep’ Jicii= Lo > 70 dBA, but < 80 dBA
o "Unaccep‘raoie"—.-"'. > 80 aiA

e Policy EC-1.7. "Requ:re constrL mm operat.rons within San José to use best available
noise suppression devices and| 'chmque° ,'f.‘.- limit construction hours near residential
uses per the City’s Municipal ‘codes = ae C s considers significant construction noise
impacts to occur if a project locaied wic inl ,00 feetof residential uses or 200 feet of
commercial or office uses would:” 3

o ‘“Involve substantial noise qeneratmq al .vities', wch as’q vilding demolition, grading,
excavation, pile driving, use of impact equ:pment or bu:!d i x framing) continuing for
more than 12 months.” &y

For such a construction project with “substantial noise ¢ :,nérating activities”

“... a construction noise logistics plan [is required] that specifies hours of construction,
noise and vibration minimization measures, posting or notification of construction
schedules, and designation of a noise disturbance coordinator who would respond to
neighborhood complaints ...”

According to the San Jose Municipal Code (Title 20 — Zoning, Section 100.450 - Hours
of construction within 500 feet of a residential unit):

“Unless otherwise expressly allowed in a development permit or other planning
approval, no applicant or agent of an applicant shall suffer or allow any construction
activity on a site located within 500 feet of a residential unit before 7:00 a.m. or after
7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, or at any time on weekends.”

¢ Policy EC-2.3. “Require new development to minimize continuous vibration impacts to
adjacent uses during demolition and construction ... A continuous vibration limit of 0.20

2| 4o, is @ 24—hour average sound level (Leq) with a 10—decibel “penalty” added to sound levels occurring at night
between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.

53



IS/IMND for the Proposed Union School District Maintenance and Operations Building

in/sec PPV [peak particle velocity] will be used to minimize the potential for cosmetic
damage at buildings of normal conventional construction. Equipment or activities typical
of generating continuous vibration [at or above the vibration limit] include, but are not
limited to, excavation equipment, static compaction equipment, vibratory pile drivers, pile-
extraction equipment, and vibratory compaction equipment.”

Discussion

a)

Potentially disturbing noise increments associated with development can occur
temporarily during proifst construction and/or permanently after construction if the project
would introduce n__es';-s’U‘L“'*’a\ntial noise sources to the site or in its vicinity.
y |

The Federal€ ughway Ag iinistt;ation (FHWA) Roadway Construction Noise Model
(RCNM) was usig to_edinatef NeQnoise levels at various distances from the locus of
construction work ﬁ'rﬁdljced'_/ 'l‘_a typiC M working group of Project construction equipment
(i.e., a dump truck, a basf.i0e af"'fl._a‘_r‘ _ine) likely to be used for the Project buildings, as
shown in Table NOI-2, | Y

| i
=y B

Table NOI-2: Modeled Project' Qr: =52 uctio’ 'Noise Levels

-

Distance from Area of Average Constry ‘ion Dy “ime "_l” _ Maximum Construction
Construction Activity Noisel eveld " 4 _ Daytime Noise Level
(feet) Lq: (B 4. Lmax (dBA)
25 84 . U
50 78 &y 9V =
100 72 75
200 66 69

Source: Federal Highway Administration, Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM).

To protect existing adjacent residents from substantial Project construction noise
intrusions, the following measures shall be implemented as part of the project:

¢ Mitigation Measure NOI-1: The following Best Management Practices shall be

incorporated into the construction documents to be implemented by the Project
contractor:
o Provide enclosures and noise mufflers for stationary equipment, shrouding or
shielding for impact tools, and barriers around particularly noisy activity areas on the
site.
o Use quietest type of construction equipment whenever possible, particularly air
COMpressors.
o Provide sound-control devices on equipment no less effective than those provided by
the manufacturer.
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b)

o Locate stationary equipment, material stockpiles, and vehicle staging areas as far as
practicable from sensitive receptors.

o Prohibit unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines.

Require applicable construction-related vehicles and equipment to use designated
truck routes when entering/leaving the site.

o Designate a noise disturbance coordinator at the Union School District who shall be
responsible for responding to complaints about noise during construction. The
telephone number of the noise disturbance coordinator shall be conspicuously posted
at the construction site. Copies of the project purpose, description and construction
schedule shall alzo be distributed to the surrounding residences.

After Project cons JC'[IOI‘] |~ ':omplete no substantial noise level increase will occur from
Project operaf naI source; | in this case exclusively motor vehicle traffic. The noise
increment adde by the & rodl i “an of the motor vehicles from the 1500 sq. ft. of new
offlcelmamtenancb qErIe to ,al st ats would have minimal noise impact (i.e., a fraction
of a dBA). 4 B

|\ ;
General Plan Policy EC-2 3 n ‘es that eawnment or activities capable of generating
continuous vibration at or al ve _that u2f infsec PPV damage threshold include
“excavation equipment, static con,ﬂdctu,‘ eqd .meeng‘, vibratory pile drivers, pile-extraction
equipment, and vibratory compaction equi; nent.’s oS '<h equipment will be required for
Project construction. Project construction’ a 64 1 .Sq. ih haintenance/office building will
not require demolition of existing on-site strus qres ri: substédial excavation/compaction
activities, nor any form of pile driving. Thus, the potentlal for P[fc =t construction vibration
impact is less than significant. y 4

The Project site is about 8 miles south of San Jose's N ieta International Airport. It is far
outside the airport’s existing or future 65 dBA daily average noise contours, which is the
usual metric for determining the potential for substantial aircraft noise impact on new
noise-sensitive uses. Thus, the potential for annoyance to future Project site occupants
from aircraft operation at Mineta International Airport is less than significant.
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XIV. Population and Housing

Would the Project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with Significant No
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

a) Induce substantial population
growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposinu ”\‘ry
homes and businesses) 4

4

necessitating the constructiord ;i Lt/
replacement housing elsewhere? I

indirectly (for example“ arough %
extension of roads ¢ other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numosie of 4~ B
existing people or housing, & | b ) X

Discussion s v

a)

b)

The proposed District M&O building woulr iot af ‘lv lncrt. Jse population growth because
there is no housing component and would not .dlrect. ncreas\ Housmg (through increased
demand) because the Project would not, in itself, generate an’ pew demand. No new
permanent jobs would be generated by the project — all of the ,_JC|I|tyf‘_f)ased employees are
currently employed by the District and would be relocat_e'-'_,.,ﬁfto this building from existing
facilities. The site and surrounding areas have been or & ¢ developed with urban land uses
and no extensions of roads or other infrastructure would be required that would indirectly
induce growth. Therefore, the project would not induce new development on nearby lands,
and no impact would occur.

The Project site is a vacant uninhabited site on a school campus. The proposed project
would not displace existing housing or people, so there would be noimpact.
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XV. Public Services

Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the following
public services:

s “otentially Less Than Less Than
Si_ nificant Significant with Significant
Environmental Issue < In hact Mitigation Impact No Impact
a) Fire protection? & ) | X
b) Police protection? & 4 3 X
c) Schools? - & S X
d) Parks? Fa B X
e) Other public facilities? < e ‘ X
.l >
Discussion
y
a) The City of San Jose Fire Department ; ,JFD)« .ov.es fire protection and

emergency medical services for the Proj¢ ot sif@ e SJF.]--s\tation nearest to the site is
Station 17, at 5170 Coniston Way. Stéti.f_".f 17 1<)approamately 01.25 miles north
of the site. Implementation of the project may result in a sligi‘ nincreased demand for
fire protection services. However, the project is located on a# * e in e ighly developed
area already served by the Fire Department. Operations, "‘JUId be relocated from other
nearby sites, so net fire protection demand would not iticrease. The project would not
require the provision of or need for new or physically altered facilities to continue to
serve the project site. As a result, the project would not result in a substantial adverse
physical impact nor would it substantially affect response times for fire services. The
project’s impact related to the provision of fire services would be less than significant.

The City of San Jose Police Department (SJPD) provides police protection services for
the Project site. The SJPD currently provides police protection to the Project area and
would continue to provide service when the new building is constructed. The Project
plans would be reviewed by the SIPD for safety provisions. Full emergency access to the
site would be provided. Because there would be minimal demand for police protection
services, the impact would be less than significant.
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The proposed facilities would not increase the population or otherwise increase demands
for school services. Therefore, the Project would have no impact on schools.

As described above, the proposed Project would not result in an increase in residents and
therefore, would not increase demand for any parks facilities. For this reason, the project
would be expected to have no impact on recreational facilities

No other public faciliti
be no impact to o

s would be required by the proposed Project. Therefore, there would
ilities. ‘
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XVI. Recreation

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Would the Project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities
such that physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelarated?

b) Does the Project include recra’ .. al
facilities or require the con’ . uction r
expansion of recreation’ racilities | |
which might have an{ ,verse physv 1
effect on the environme +? y

o

Discussion

|
Iy
{ie

) I

a) As described in response to q =st|on 7. md  Public Services, above, the Project
would have no impact on parks &
deterioration of the facility would occur or & ,acceIP o N

b) The project is a workshop, operations, anu p'f \lng wrea. |t wwuld not construct any

PFOTNGL rs reatlonal facilities such that physical

recreational facilities. The Union Little League fields, Just south “the site, would not be

affected by the project. Therefore, no impact would occur. ;
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XVIl. Transportation/Traffic

Would the Project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Conflict with an applicable plan,

ordinance or policy establishis
measures of effectivenessd’ 1 the
performance of the circy tion
system, taking into ad ountall |/
modes of transportad 2 including 4

v/

mass transit and non-nJarizedt " | 4
travel and relevant componernits of &

the circulation system, inc[uding‘[!r-'”,_-’
not limited to intersections, strees,
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 and
travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the
county congestion management
agency for designated roads or
highways?

c)

Result in a change in air traffic
patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards

due to design features (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency
access?
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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?

Discussion

a, b, d) Primary vehicular acs ;ss e and from the site would be via the existing driveway on Singletree

Way. The proje_r_:._’r""j ould gene ate about 40 daily trips from the 9 employees (at 4 trips per day
per employee;| r'th a small ¢ mber.of additional trips (under 20/day) generated by other USD
personnel visiting (e sita 'Jellw S atc. Peak-hour trips would be under 20 trips in the AM
and PM peak hours. Ihls lf | of trai.» would not have the potential to significantly affect
traffic conditions on Singl¢ ‘ee \v\ v, G/ nden Avenue, or any of the local or regional feeder
streets that site workers may trav on These trips would be relocated from trips to and from
the existing M&O facilities elsew' irein weq _,a' ‘Jose, so vehicle miles traveled are likely to
not change substantially from exl-"-f bl .-cf@:\ls. " e mlnlmal increase in traffic from the project
would have no impact to any local or reglo. conger » management plans.

The project would use the existing drivéua‘_v' 4‘..1 \‘:, qletrée". ‘Nay, which has good sight
distances and does not impose any hazardous condidons. 1i % minimal traffic from the
proposed Project also would minimize any hazards associated w 'pi ﬂct access. Therefore,
project traffic and safety impacts would be less thansignifig :it

Mineta San Jose International Airport is located approximately 8 miles north of the Project
site. The proposed Project would not extend into the protected air space, would not create
aviation safety hazards for persons residing or working in the Project vicinity, and would not
be subject to airport noise issues. Therefore, it would have no impact on air traffic patterns.

The Projects have been designed to allow adequate emergency access. The City of San
Jose Fire Department (SJPD) would review the Project plans for adequacy of emergency
access. Any temporary lane closures during project construction would be subject to City of
San Jose review approval. Therefore, the Project would include adequate emergency access
to the site and surrounding area. Impacts would be less thansignificant.

The Project would have no effect on existing bus, bicycle and pedestrian access; therefore
it would not conflict with any adopted plans, policies, or programs that address alternative
transportation, and there would be no impact.
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XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources

Would the project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with Significant No
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

a) Would the project cause a significant
adverse change in the signi©hance of
a tribal cultural resource £ inc hin
Public Resource Codef zction "
21074 as either a sit’ teature, pli e

cultural landscape® at is ¥y |a X
geographically definchin termd 5f & 70,
the size and scope of ti.c i dscap |
sacred place, or object with culf® . ¥
value to a California Native A _rican | .4/
tribe, and that is: J l ’ —-_—

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the g 4
California Register of Historical L b W
Resources, or in a local register of Qlly
historical resources as defined in y 4 : X
Public Resources Code section & % ‘
5020.1(k), or ‘

ii) A resource determined by the lead 'L
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 criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code section 5024.1, the lead
agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

Background

Solano Archaeological Services (SAS) has prepared a technical memorandum summarizing the
background research, Native American community outreach, and findings for the project. This
included consultation with local Native American representatives regarding Tribal Cultural
Resources. A cultural resources assessment of the site identified no known cultural resources on
the site. (See Cultural Resources discussion for a summary of that study.)
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Discussion

a)i., ii. On July 3, 2019, SAS emailed a letter and a map depicting the project area and surrounding
vicinity to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC). On behalf of the City, the letter
requested a Sacred Land File search of the project area, facilitation of AB 52 consultation,
and a list of Native American consultants who should be contacted about the proposed Project
(see Attachment B of the Cultural Resources Report for Native American consultation
documentation). On July 8, 2018, Ms. Gayle Totton, Associate Governmental Program
Analyst for the NAHC, replied in an emailed letter that the Sacred Lands File search was
completed with negativa “ests. Ms. Totton also supplied a list of local Native Americans to
inform about the Pro' o reque, * information on unrecorded cultural resources that may exist
in the project aread .id gather o cial Project recommendations. On July 12, 2019, SAS mailed
letters to the follow:. o Natlvc-" mer' -\s identified by the NAHC:

o Valentine Lopez, Chair — 1ah IVIu wn Tribal Band

o lIrenne Zwierlein, Cha.’ '—/Amc’ .\_,_‘_‘_’_, .un Tribal Band of Mission San Juan Bautista

o Ann Marie Sayers, Chair — In an Canvr\—, o _.tsun Band of Costanoan

o Charlene Nijmeh, Chair — Muwr L ‘hlor Indian Irlbe of the San Francisco Bay Area
o Katherine Erolinda Perez, Chair — North alley ,Ku'j Tribe

o Andrew Galvan, Chair — The Ohlone Ii iian ".‘"lb > :

On July 22, and 28, SAS contacted the above trlbal contacts wa '« mail to gather their input
about the Project. On July 22, Ms. Katherine Erolinda Perez emai’ L. sk to SAS stating that
she had no information regarding Native American tribal reg ‘Jrces in the project area but
asked that the cultural resources report include an inadver it discovery clause. That clause
is incorporated into this Initial Study as Mitigation Measures CULT-1 1 and CULT-2. If any
additional substantive information or inquiries are received from other tribal representatives,
that information will be provided as an addendum to the cultural resources report.
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XIX. Utilities and Service Systems

Would the Project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant | Significant with Significant No
Environmental Issue Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

a) Require or result in the relocation
or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewatd
treatment or storm watey’ vaii. e,
electric power, naturai’ as, or "\ X
telecommunications acilities, the.
construction or re\" xation of whit { | &
could cause significals, a0 L0

i s £ B
environmental effects? V-4 4 N

b) Have sufficient water supplies€ I Sy
available to serve the projectand | |
reasonably foreseeable future [ | )
development during normal, dry g a5 &
and multiple dry years? L\ b YW |

c) Result in a determination by the &y - :
waste-water treatment provider, ' AV & N 4
which serves or may serve the O A Y
project that it has adequate : ' ) N
capacity to serve the project’s V a W
projected demand in addition to " 4l b 4
the provider's existing
commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of
state or local standards, or in
excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair X
the attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and
local management and reduction
statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

Background

The city of San Jose provides wastewater collection, treatment, and disposal services for the

project area. Wastewater is treated at The San José-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility,

which is the largest advanced wastewater treatment facility in the western United States. The

Facility is jointly owned by the cities of San José and Santa Clara and is managed and operated

by the City of San José's Environmental Services Department. The Facility serves 1.4 million

residents and over 17,000 businesses in eight cities and four sanitation districts:
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« Cities of San José, Santa Clara, Milpitas

o Cupertino Sanitary District (Cupertino), West Valley Sanitation District (Campbell, Los
Gatos, Monte Sereno, and Saratoga)

o County Sanitation Districts 2-3 and Burbank Sanitary District (both unincorporated)

Water supplies are provided by the San Jose Water Company, which relies on local groundwater
wells for 40% of its supply, imported water from the Santa Clara Valley Water District for 50% of
its supply, and local mountain surface runoff for 10% of its supply
(https://lwww.sjwater.com/c: " mer-care/help-information/water-supply-fags).
Discussion S
a, b, c) The project woulcizaner’ o wal ew ter that would be treated by the Regional Wastewater
Facility. However, the projes’ astewa ' generation would be relocated from the District's
existing facilities in Sang’.se, s, ‘her) would be no net increased wastewater treatment
demand. A new development p ;ecx is reqmred to pay a sewer connection fee, provide
the fee structure for the msta atlon and.or hection of sanitary sewers, regulate the
discharge of waters and wastes itad \ubhr .ewer systems As aresult, the project would
have a less-than- significant impact relely! . to was® vater treatment facilities.

Similarly, Project water use would be re!(. ated -o vthe ex shng facilities in San Jose,
resulting in no or minimal net increase in Sa (@ wate demanL

The project area is developed, and no substantial expansm .or ei’u—é.‘nsions of utility
services would be required.

d, e) The Green Team of San Jose provides recycling, organics (green waste), and garbage
collection services to the project area. The Green Team disposes of non-recyclable or
compostable garbage disposed of at the Zanker Road Landfill. Because the Project
building would replace the District's existing M&O facilities in this area of San Jose, there
would be no net increase in solid waste generation as a result of the project, and there
would be no impact on solid waste.
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XX. Wildfire Hazards

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity

zones, would the Project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or &
emergency evacuation plag’ -

b) Due to slope, prevailip-'"",.«inds, and |
other factors, exacerL 32 wildfire righ .
and thereby expose prc; st occusf s | 4
to pollutant concentrations™ .. a y X
wildfire or the uncontrolled spread a© /| i's

a wildfire? ) fon 48

v

¢) Require the installation or [
maintenance of associated | |
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel » 4
breaks, emergency water sources, - . V N
power lines or other utilities) that may L V & X
exacerbate fire risk or that may result Fidvd " & \
in temporary or ongoing impacts to &
the environment? '

&

d) Expose people or structures to
significant risks, including downslope y v
or downstream flooding or landslides, X
as a result of runoff, post-fire slope &
instability, or drainage changes?

Discussion

a, b, c¢) The project site is adjacent to developed urban uses and the nearest wildfire-hazard areas
are several miles west of the site, in the Santa Cruz Mountains. Therefore, the project
would have no impact with respect to wildfire hazards, associated hazards, and
equipment /infrastructure needs.
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V.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant
Unless Mitigated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

a) Does the Project have the

potential to degrade the
quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wild" -
species, cause a fig or
wildlife populatiori®_ drop
below self-sustaining »vels,
threaten to eliminate a'v == o1
animal community,
substantially reduce the ,
number or restrict the range or
an endangered, rare or
threatened species or
eliminate important examples
of the major periods of
California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the Project have impacts

that are individually limited,
but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a
Project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the
effects of past Projects, the
effects of other current
Projects, and the effects of
probable future Projects)?

c) Does the Project have

environmental effects which
will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

As described in the Biological Resources section of this IS, here are no sensitive biological
resources on the site and no potentially significant biological resource impacts are
anticipated. The site is not likely to contain any known historic resources or prehistoric
resources, as discussed above in Section V. Cultural Resources. Compliance with the
mitigation measures for the unearthing of any unknown cultural resources would ensure all

67




IS/MND for the Proposed Union School District Maintenance and Operations Building

b)

potential impacts associated with cultural resources would be reduced to a less-than-
significant level.

The proposed Project would not result in cumulative impacts that could be cumulatively
considerable and potentially affect the general public and the environment. According to
data obtained from the City of San Jose website, there are no pending or recently
approved projects that could contribute to cumulative conditions. In addition, because the
Project would generate fewer than 40 ongoing daily trips that would significantly impact
traffic, the Project woul! Qot significantly affect cumulative noise, or air quality in the study
area or region, nogt ,oul\ _#hat level of traffic contribute in a cumulatively considerable
manner to any off ose img, \cts. It is further noted that the trips would be relocated from
trips to the D¥ ucts eX|st|r , M&O facilities. Therefore, no cumulative impacts would
occur. : &y

The proposed PrOJect Julu qot i \,rease long-term air pollutant emissions and
greenhouse gasses because it \ Dl ‘not add any net new workers — Project workers are
currently working at District fa utles eisp = e in San Jose. Mitigation measures for
emissions from construction e ,lsc , wou / "reduce any such emissions to less than
significant levels. The projects noise |n Y ;s also Jauld be less than significant. The
Project’s hazards to human health and saf y woI be . =s than significant, as described
in Section VIII of this Initial Study. The in, act TN be reuu(‘ed to less than significant
with mitigation measures identified in this déument. d
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UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

5175 Union Avenue, San Jose, CA 95124
Phone: 408-377-8010
www.unionsd.org

Denise Coleman
Superintendent

August 12, 2019

The Ohlone Indian Tribe
Andrew Galvan

P.O. Box 3388

Fremont, CA, 94539

RE: Request for Initiation of AB52 Consultation -- Cinnabar School Site M&O Building Project,
Santa Clara County, California

Dear Andrew Galvan:

The Union School District is proposing to conduct a CEQA level cultural resources inventory of an
approximate 0.7-acre project area located in Santa Clara County, for the proposed Cinnabar School
Site M&O Building Project (Project).

The Project proposes to construct an approximate 6500 square foot building and associated parking
infrastructure (18,000 square feet) to be used for operations and maintenance by Union School District.
The project is located at the corner of Camden Avenue and Singletree Way in the City of San Jose,
Santa Clara County. The project area also lies in the San Juan Bautista land grant, with an
approximated Township and Range of 8 South and 1 East, as depicted on the Los Gatos, California
USGS 7.5” topographic quadrangle map (see attached map).

The review of the Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Land File, the records search at the
Northwest Information Center at Sonoma State University, and the pedestrian survey conducted by
Solano Archaeological Services were all negative for prehistoric resources in the project area. We are
formally requesting AB 52 consultation so that we may address any issues or concerns you may have
for this Project. Additionally, if you have any official recommendations you would like to make in
regards to the Project and its undertaking, or have any questions about the Project, please feel free to
contact us.

Sincerely,

Vot (o

Denise Coleman, Superintendent

BOARD OF TRUSTEES Sheila Billings - Vickie Brown - Doug Evans - Jennifer Petroff - Thomas E. Rossmeiss]



UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT
5175 Union Avenue, San Jose, CA 95124

Phone: 408-377-8010

www.unionsd.org

Denise Coleman
Superintendent

August 12, 2019

Amah Mutsun Tribal Band
Valentin Lopez, Chairperson
P.O. Box 5272

Galt, CA, 95632

RE: Request for Initiation of AB52 Consultation -- Cinnabar School Site M&O Building Project,
Santa Clara County, California

Dear Valentin Lopez:

The Union School District is proposing to conduct a CEQA level cultural resources inventory of an
approximate 0.7-acre project arca located in Santa Clara County, for the proposed Cinnabar School
Site M&O Building Project (Project).

The Project proposes to construct an approximate 6500 square foot building and associated parking
infrastructure (18,000 square feet) to be used for operations and maintenance by Union School District.
The project is located at the corner of Camden Avenue and Singletree Way in the City of San Jose,
Santa Clara County. The project arca also lies in the San Juan Bautista land grant, with an
approximated Township and Range of 8 South and 1 East, as depicted on the Los Gatos, California
USGS 7.5” topographic quadrangle map (see attached map).

The review of the Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Land File, the records search at the
Northwest Information Center at Sonoma State University, and the pedestrian survey conducted by
Solano Archaeological Services were all negative for prehistoric resources in the project area. We are
formally requesting AB 52 consultation so that we may address any issues or concerns you may have
for this Project. Additionally, if you have any official recommendations you would like to make in
regards to the Project and its undertaking, or have any questions about the Project, please feel free to
contact us.

Sincerely,

bu-;.t Qv() T

Denise Coleman, Superintendent

BOARD OF TRUSTEES  Sheila Billings - Vickie Brown - Doug Evans - Jennifer Petroff - Thomas E. Rossmeiss!
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UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

5175 Union Avenue, San Jose, CA 95124
Phone: 408-377-8010
www.unionsd.org

Denise Coleman
Superiniendent

August 12, 2019

Amah MutsunTribal Band of
Mission San Juan Bautista
Irenne Zwierlein, Chairperson
789 Canada Road

Woodside, CA, 94062

RE: Request for Initiation of AB52 Consultation -- Cinnabar School Site M&O Building Project,
Santa Clara County, California

Dear Irenne Zwierlein:

The Union School District is proposing to conduct a CEQA level cultural resources inventory of an
approximate 0.7-acre project area located in Santa Clara County, for the proposed Cinnabar School
Site M&O Building Project (Project).

The Project proposes to construct an approximate 6500 square foot building and associated parking
infrastructure (18,000 square feet) to be used for operations and maintenance by Union School District.
The project is located at the corner of Camden Avenue and Singletree Way in the City of San Jose,
Santa Clara County. The project area also lies in the San Juan Bautista land grant, with an
approximated Township and Range of 8 South and 1 East, as depicted on the Los Gatos, California
USGS 7.5’ topographic quadrangle map (see attached map).

The review of the Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Land File, the records search at the
Northwest Information Center at Sonoma State University, and the pedestrian survey conducted by
Solano Archaeological Services were all negative for prehistoric resources in the project area. We are
formally requesting AB 52 consultation so that we may address any issues or concerns you may have
for this Project. Additionally, if you have any official recommendations you would like to make in
regards to the Project and its undertaking, or have any questions about the Project, please feel free to
contact us.

Sincerely,

. . ) i
D iy ¢ (f'/ﬁtit{f'n‘—

Denise Coleman, Superintendent

BOARD OF TRUSTEES Sheila Billings - Vickie Brown - Doug Evans - Jennifer Petroff - Thomas E. Rossmeissl



UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

5175 Union Avenue, San Jose, CA 95124
Phone: 408-377-8010

www.unionsd.o g

Denise Coleman
Superintendent

August 12, 2019

North Valley Yokuts Tribe

Katherine Erolinda Perez, Chairperson
P.O. Box 717

Linden, CA, 95236

RE: Request for Initiation of AB52 Consultation -- Cinnabar School Site M&O Building Project,
Santa Clara County, California

Dear Katherine Erolinda:

The Union School District is proposing to conduct a CEQA level cultural resources inventory of an
approximate 0.7-acre project arca located in Santa Clara County, for the proposed Cinnabar School
Site M&O Building Project (Project).

The Project proposes to construct an approximate 6500 square foot building and associated parking
infrastructure (18,000 square feet) to be used for operations and maintenance by Union School District.
The project is located at the corner of Camden Avenue and Singletree Way in the City of San Jose,
Santa Clara County. The project area also lies in the San Juan Bautista land grant, with an
approximated Township and Range of 8 South and 1 East, as depicted on the Los Gatos, California
USGS 7.5’ topographic quadrangle map (see attached map).

The review of the Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Land File, the records search at the
Northwest Information Center at Sonoma State University, and the pedestrian survey conducted by
Solano Archaeological Services were all negative for prehistoric resources in the project area. We are
formally requesting AB 52 consultation so that we may address any issues or concerns you may have
for this Project. Additionally, if you have any official recommendations you would like to make in
regards to the Project and its undertaking, or have any questions about the Project, please feel free to
contact us.

Sincerely,

LW ¥ W

Denise Coleman, Superintendent

BOARD OF TRUSTEES Sheila Billings - Vickie Brown - Doug Evans - Jennifer Petroff - Thomas E. Rossmeissl
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(#3%)  UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT
“\ y ';4;5 5175 Union Avenue, San Jose, CA 95124
BNl A Phone: 408-377-8010

g for EAC www.unionsd.org

Denise Coleman
Superintendent

August 12, 2019

Muwekma Ohlone Indian Tribe
of the SF Bay Area

Charlene Nijmeh, Chairperson
20885 Redwood Road, Suite 232
Castro Valley, CA, 94546

RE: Request for Initiation of AB52 Consultation -- Cinnabar School Site M&O Building Project,
Santa Clara County, California

Dear Charlene Nijmeh:

The Union School District is proposing to conduct a CEQA level cultural resources inventory of an
approximate 0.7-acre project area located in Santa Clara County, for the proposed Cinnabar School
Site M&O Building Project (Project).

The Project proposes to construct an approximate 6500 square foot building and associated parking
infrastructure (18,000 square feet) to be used for operations and maintenance by Union School District.
The project is located at the corner of Camden Avenue and Singletree Way in the City of San Jose,
Santa Clara County. The project area also lies in the Sen Juan Bautista land grant, with an
approximated Township and Range of 8 South and 1 East, as depicted on the Los Gatos, California
USGS 7.5 topographic quadrangle map (see attached map).

The review of the Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Land File, the records search at the
Northwest Information Center at Sonoma State University, and the pedestrian survey conducted by
Solano Archaeological Services were all negative for prehistoric resources in the project area. We are
formally requesting AB 52 consultation so that we may address any issues or concerns you may have
for this Project. Additionally, if you have any official recommendations you would like to make in
regards to the Project and its undertaking, or have any questions about the Project, please feel free to
contact us.

Sincerely,

Dot (g

Denise Coleman, Superintendent

BOARD OF TRUSTEES  Sheila Billings - Vickie Brown - Doug Evans - Jennifer Petroft - Thomas . Rossmeissl



UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

5175 Union Avenue, San Jose, CA 95124
Phone: 408-377-8010

www.unionsd.org

Denise Coleman
Superintendent

August 12, 2019

Indian Canyon Mutsun Band of
Costanoan

Ann Marie Sayers, Chairperson
P.O. Box 28

Hollister, CA, 95024

RE: Request for Initiation of AB52 Consultation -- Cinnabar School Site M&O Building Project,
Santa Clara County, California

Dear Ann Marie Sayers:

The Union School District is proposing to conduct a CEQA level cultural resources inventory of an
approximate 0.7-acre project area located in Santa Clara County, for the proposed Cinnabar School
Site M&O Building Project (Project).

The Project proposes to construct an approximate 6500 square foot building and associated parking
infrastructure (18,000 square feet) to be used for operations and maintenance by Union School District.
The project is located at the corner of Camden Avenue and Singletree Way in the City of San Jose,
Santa Clara County. The project area also lies in the San Juan Bautista land grant, with an
approximated Township and Range of 8 South and 1 East, as depicted on the Los Gatos, California
USGS 7.5" topographic quadrangle map (see attached map).

The review of the Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Land File, the records search at the
Northwest Information Center at Sonoma State University, and the pedestrian survey conducted by
Solano Archaeological Services were all negative for prehistoric resources in the project arca. We are
formally requesting AB 52 consultation so that we may address any issues or concerns you may have
for this Project. Additionally, if you have any official recommendations you would like to make in
regards to the Project and its undertaking, or have any questions about the Project, please feel free to
contact us.

Sincerely,

Mo @W

Denise Coleman, Superintendent

BOARD OF TRUSTEES  Sheila Billings - Vickie Brown - Doug Evans - Jennifer Petroff - Thomas F. Rossmeissl



APPENDIX B: COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ADDENDUM

The Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was circulated for public and agency review from October
15 through November 15, 2019.
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APPENDIX C: MITIGATION MONITORING AND
REPORTING PROGRAM
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APPENDIX C

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM — PROPOSED UNION
SCHOOL DISTRICT M&O BUILDING PROJECT

When adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration, CEQA Guidelines Section 15074(d) require that
Lead Agencies adopt a program for reporting on or monitoring the changes that it has required in
the project or made a condition of approval to mitigate or avoid significant environmental effects.

This monitoring program for Jtig stion measures identified by the Mitigated Negative Declaration
includes: ] )

A list of mitigatic measw s wif"'_-_ space for the completion date;

The full text of the 11 ¥ationd’ casurc: and

3. Monitoring details, inclug.g: ") enti . responsible for implementation, 2) timing of
implementation and moru.toring, | 1.2, monitoring verification.
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