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Planning and Development Department
Land Use Planning Division

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT AN
INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THELAB PROJECT

Date: March 9, 2022
To: Public Agencies, Organizations and Interested Parties
From: City of Berkeley, Land Use Planning Division

Subject: Notice of Intent to Adopt an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Pursuant to the State of California Public Resources Code and the Guidelines for Implementation of
the California Environmental Quality Act, as most recently amended, this is to advise that the City of
Berkeley has prepared an Initial Study to evaluate the environmental effects of the project identified
below:

Project Title: TheLAB Project

Applicant: W-SW WBLS West Owner IX, L.P. and W-SW WBLS East Owner IX, L.P., c/o Steelwave
CDS, LLC, 999 Baker Way, Suite 200, San Mateo, CA 94404

Project Location: The approximately 3.02-acre Project site is made up of portions of two contiguous
blocks (the East Block and the West Block) in the City of Berkeley, Alameda County. The Project site
is bisected by Fourth Street and generally bordered by Allston Way to the north, Fifth Street to the
east, Bancroft Way to the south, and the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and Amtrak heavy rail
corridor to the west.

The East Block consists of four existing one- to two-story buildings with addresses at 2212 and 2216
Fifth Street and 2213 and 2221 Fourth Street (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers [APNs] 056-1958-00604,
056-1958-01401, and 056-1958-00400). The West Block consists of four separate parcels currently
occupied by a surface parking lot and six single-story buildings with addresses at 701, 703, 705,
705A, and 747 Bancroft Way and 2220 Fourth Street (APNs 056-1957-00701, 056-1957-00301, 056-
1957-00204, and 056-1957-00800).

Project Description: The Project sponsor is proposing to redevelop the East and West blocks to
create a “life sciences” campus oriented toward Fourth Street, through a combination of new
construction, increased open space, and enhancements to the public realm. The proposed Project
would result in the demolition of all existing buildings on the site and construction of a new research
and development (R&D) building and surface parking lot on the West Block (also referred to as 787
Bancroft Way) and an above-ground parking garage on the East Block (also referred to as 2213
Fourth Street), totaling approximately 283,810 gross square feet of building area and a total of 491
parking spaces.

Based upon the conclusions set forth in the Initial Study, the City of Berkeley proposes to adopt a
Mitigated Negative Declaration. The project site is on a list of sites as described by Government Code
65962.5 (LUST Site, State Water Resources Control Board).

Public Review Period: A 30-day public review period will begin on March 9, 2022. Written comments
must be mailed, submitted in person or via email to the contact person below no later than 5:00 p.m.
April 7, 2022.

1947 Center Street, 2nd Floor, Berkeley, CA 94704 Tel: 510-981-7410 Fax: 510-981-7420
E-mail: planning@ci.berkeley.ca.us




CEQA Project Status: An Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS-MND) has been prepared
for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. The IS-MND determined that the proposed project
would have no impact and therefore a Mitigated Negative Declaration is proposed. The Draft IS/MND
and all related analysis are available on the City’s website at:
https://www.cityofberkeley.info/Planning_and Development/Zoning Adjustment Board/

theLAB Phase |l and Phase Ill - 2213 Fourth_and 787 Bancroft.aspx.

Contact Person: Ashley James, Senior Planner

Address: Land Use Planning Division, 1947 Center Street, 2nd Floor, Berkeley, CA 94704
Telephone: (510) 981-7458

E-mail: AdJames@cityofberkeley.info
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' CITY OF CITY OF BERKELEY
LAND USE PLANNING
I N I T [ A L

S T U D Y

1.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

The following is a Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the proposed
project located at 2213 and 2221 Fourth Street, 2212 and 2216 Fifth Street, and 701-705A and 747
Bancroft Way (herein referred to as “TheLAB Project” or “proposed Project”). An overview of the
Project site location and existing characteristics is followed by a description of the proposed
development and a summary of requested approvals and entitlements. Copies of all materials
referenced in this report are available for review in the Project file during regular business hours at
the City of Berkeley (City) Planning and Development Department, Land Use Planning Division, as
well as on the City’s website at:

https://www.cityofberkeley.info/Planning_and Development/Zoning Adjustment Board/

theLAB Phase 1l and Phase Ill - 2213 Fourth and 787 Bancroft.aspx.

1. Project Title:
ThelAB Project

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:
City of Berkeley (City)
1947 Center Street, 2nd Floor
Berkeley, California 94704

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:
Ashley James, Senior Land Use Planner
Planning and Development Department
Land Use Planning Division
Phone: (510) 981-7458
Email: Alames@cityofberkeley.info

4. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

W-SW WBLS West Owner IX, L.P. and W-SW WBLS East Owner IX, L.P., c/o Steelwave CDS, LLC
(project sponsor)

999 Baker Way, Suite 200

San Mateo, California 94404

5. General Plan Designation:

City of Berkeley General Plan: Manufacturing/Manufacturing Mixed Use
West Berkeley Plan: Mixed Use-Light Industrial (MU-LI)/Mixed Use Residential (MU-R)

Q:\CBE1906.03 theLAB\PRODUCTS\IS\Public Review\TheLAB PubRevMND_030922.docx (03/08/22) 1-1
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6. Zoning:
Mixed Use-Light Industrial (MU-LI)/Mixed Use Residential (MU-R)

7. Project Location:

The approximately 3.02-acre Project site is made up of portions of two contiguous blocks in the City
of Berkeley, Alameda County. The Project site is bisected by Fourth Street and generally bordered by
Allston Way to the north, Fifth Street to the east, Bancroft Way to the south, and the Union Pacific
Railroad (UPRR) and Amtrak heavy rail corridor to the west.

Regional vehicular access to the Project site is provided by Interstate 80 (I-80) and Interstate 580
(1-580), access to which is provided approximately two blocks north via the University Avenue
overpass. Local access is primarily via University Avenue, which is an arterial roadway with direct
access from 1-80, and Allston Way and Bancroft Way, which are both local streets. Transit in the
Project vicinity includes the Berkeley Amtrak Station and extensive bus transit service provided by
Alameda-Contra Costa County Transit (AC Transit); the Amtrak station and closest bus stops are
each located approximately two blocks north of the site on University Avenue. The Channing Way
Bicycle Boulevard, which runs from Fourth Street to Piedmont Avenue, is located approximately two
blocks south of the Project site. Figure 1-1 depicts the site’s regional and local context and Figure 1-2
depicts an aerial view of the Project site.

8. Description of Project:
The existing site conditions and the proposed Project are described below.

Site Characteristics and Current Site Conditions. The generally level Project site is comprised of six
parcels of land across two contiguous blocks, referred to herein as the “East Block” and the “West
Block.” The East Block consists of four existing one- to two-story buildings with addresses at 2212
and 2216 Fifth Street and 2213 and 2221 Fourth Street (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers [APNs] 056-
1958-00604, 056-1958-01401, and 056-1958-00400). The West Block consists of four separate
parcels currently occupied by a surface parking lot and six single-story buildings with addresses at
701, 703, 705, 705A, and 747 Bancroft Way and 2220 Fourth Street (APNs 056-1957-00701, 056-
1957-00301, 056-1957-00204, and 056-1957-00800). As of September 2021, all buildings on the
Project site are vacant. Previously, a total of 60 employees worked on site.

Vehicular access to both the East and West blocks is provided by multiple driveways located on
Fourth Street. An additional driveway providing access to the West Block is located on Bancroft
Avenue at the southwest corner of the Project site. The parcel at 2213 Fourth Street contains a
vacant storage shed and surface parking lot with the capacity for approximately 38 vehicles used by
area residents and employees; it does not provide required parking for a surrounding use. The
parcel at 701 Bancroft Way contains a surface parking lot with the capacity for 26 vehicles, providing
required parking for the buildings on-site.! The remaining portions of the East Block and West Block
do not contain any striped parking spaces.

1 These surface parking lots do not have any striped parking spaces.

1-2 Q:\CBE1906.03 theLAB\PRODUCTS\IS\Public Review\TheLAB PubRevMND_030922.docx (03/08/22)
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THELAB PROJECT
BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA

INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
MaARCH 2022

LSA

Vegetation within the boundaries of the Project site consists of ornamental landscaping, ruderal
grasses and shrubs, and approximately 4 trees, including 3 on the East Block and 1 on the West
Block. Table 1.A shows a summary of the existing conditions on the project site.

Table 1.A: Existing Conditions Summary

APN Address Building Height | Building Size Recent Uses! Surfa.ce
(feet) (square feet) Parking
East Block
056-1958-01401 2213 Fourth Street 12 650 Storage shed 38 spaces
056-1958-00604 2221 Fourth Street 19 4,000 Manufacturing N/A
056-1958-00400 2212 Fifth Street 36 2,033 Residential duplex N/A
056-1958-00604 2216 Fifth Street 19 4,000 Building contractor business N/A
West Block
056-1957-00701 701 Bancroft 16 2,438 Light Manufacturing 26 spaces
056-1957-00701 703 Bancroft 35 13,320 Warehouse and light N/A
manufacturing
056-1957-00701 705 Bancroft 27 4,103 Warehouse N/A
056-1957-00701 705A Bancroft 17 1,524 Warehouse N/A
056-1957-00301 747 Bancroft 35 43,713 Warehouse-based non-store N/A
retail
056-1957-00204 2220 Fourth 35 15,136 Warehouse-based non-store N/A
retail

Source: Steelwave CDS, LLC (2021).
1 All buildings are currently vacant.

Figures 1-3 and 1-4 depict existing site conditions. Existing uses on the site are described in greater
detail below by property address and photos of existing site conditions are depicted in Figures 1-5
and 1-6; viewpoint locations are shown in Figure 1-2.

East Block. As shown in Table 1.A, the East Block consists of four existing buildings. The
structure located at 2213 4th Street is an approximately 650-square-foot shed approximately
12 feet in height that was associated with a previous occupant of the site and used for storage.
The building at 2221 Fourth Street is approximately 4,000 square feet in size and 19 feet in
height and is currently vacant but was previously used as a machine shop and electrical
insulating business. The building at 2216 Fifth Street is approximately 4,000 square feet in size
and 19 feet in height and is currently vacant but was previously used by a building contractor
and as an electrical insulating business. The building at 2212 Fifth Street is an approximately
2,033-square-foot, two-story residential duplex that is currently vacant.

West Block. As shown in Table 1.A, the West Block contains six single-story buildings. In total,
these six buildings combined are approximately 80,234 square feet in size, and have an average
height of 32 feet, with a maximum height of 35 feet. The majority of the buildings are vacant,
previously used for light manufacturing and warehousing. The building at 747 Bancroft (see right
side of Photo 3) was previously occupied by wine.com, a warehouse-based non-store retailer.
Past uses on the site have included vending machine sales and service, a pesticide company, and
an electrical company.
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THELAB PROJECT INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA MARCH 2022

Proposed Project. This section provides a description of the proposed Project as identified in the
Project application materials submitted to the City of Berkeley, dated September 14, 2021 and
February 7, 2022. The Project sponsor is proposing to redevelop the East and West blocks to create
a “life sciences” campus oriented toward Fourth Street, through a combination of new construction,
increased open space, and enhancements to the public realm. The proposed Project would result in
the demolition of all existing buildings on the site and construction of a new research and
development (R&D) building and surface parking lot on the West Block (also referred to as 787
Bancroft Way) and an above-ground parking garage on the East Block (also referred to as 2213
Fourth Street), totaling approximately 283,810 gross square feet of building area and a total of 491
parking spaces. Individual Project components are described in detail below.

Figure 1-7 depicts the conceptual site plan for the proposed Project. Figures 1-8 through 1-10 depict
the ground, second, third, and roof levels of the proposed 747 Bancroft building, and Figures 1-11
through 1-14 depict the ground through roof levels of the 2213 Fourth Street parking garage.
Figures 1-15 through 1-17 depict conceptual elevations and sections for the proposed building and
Figures 1-18 and 1-19 depict elevations and sections for the parking garage.

West Block Building Program — 787 Bancroft Way. As described above, the West Block would
be redeveloped with a new R&D building and surface parking lot, with a proposed new address
of 787 Bancroft Way. The 787 Bancroft Way building would front both Fourth Street and
Bancroft Way and would consist of a three-story building with a maximum height of
approximately 45 feet and contain approximately 159,143 square feet of light manufacturing
and R&D space. The proposed 787 Bancroft Way building would have a floor area ratio (FAR) of
approximately 1.64 and approximately 6,700 square feet of common outdoor and landscaped
area and would occupy the majority of the West Block.

The proposed building would be built up to the lot line along the eastern and southern edges of
the Project site, and would be set back approximately 21 feet, 10 inches feet from the existing
buildings along the northern edge of the Project site at 2200 Fourth Street (also known as 716
Allston Way) and approximately 33 feet, 8 inches from the western border adjacent to the UPRR
tracks. It is estimated that proposed projections (e.g., mechanical penthouse) would extend
approximately 20 feet beyond the roofline.

Approximately 82 percent (approximately 133,028 square feet) of the space would be R&D use
(consisting of lab and office space); the remaining 18 percent (approximately 29,347 square
feet) would be light manufacturing use. It is estimated that the proposed uses would generate
an estimated maximum of 354 full time employees on the site, for an increase of approximately
294 employees compared to existing conditions.?

In addition, the northwest corner of the West Block would include a surface parking lot that
would contain 76 parking spaces.

As stated previously, all of the existing buildings on the project site are vacant as of September 2021.
However, for the purposes of this analysis, the buildings at 747 Bancroft Way and 2220 Fourth Street (i.e.,
the buildings occupied by wine.com) are assumed to include 60 employees.
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Photo 3: Existing warehouse building at 747 Bancroft Way, as seen from Fourth Street
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Conceptual Roof Plan - 2213 Fourth Street
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ThelAB Project IS/MND
Conceptual East and South Building Elevations - 787 Bancroft Way

SOURCES: Steel Wave; Skidmore, Ownings & Merrill, LLP, February 2022
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ThelAB Project IS/MND
Conceptual North and West Building Elevations - 787 Bancroft Way

SOURCES: Steel Wave; Skidmore, Ownings & Merrill, LLP, December 17, 2021
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FIGURE 1-18

ThelAB Project IS/MND
Conceptual Building Elevations - 2213 Fourth Street
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FIGURE 1-19

ThelAB Project IS/MND

Conceptual Building Sections - 2213 Fourth Street
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East Block Building Program — 2213 Fourth Street. The proposed 2213 Fourth Street parking
garage on the East Block would front both Fourth and Fifth streets and would consist of a five-
story structure with an average height of approximately 35 feet on the Fifth Street frontage and
approximately 45 feet on the Fourth Street frontage; an elevator and trellis would project 14
feet, 3 inches above the roof level on the Fifth Street frontage. The garage would total
approximately 124,667 gross square feet.? In total, the parking structure would contain 415
parking spaces across 5 stories, including 82 spaces on the ground level, 100 spaces on the
second level, 107 spaces on the third and fourth levels, and 19 spaces on the fifth level. The
building would be set back approximately 1 foot, 6 inches from the northern and southern edges
of the Project site and built to the lot line along the eastern and western edges. It is estimated
that proposed projections (e.g., elevator overrun) would extend approximately 18 feet beyond
the roofline.

Access, Circulation and Parking. Primary vehicular access to the 2213 Fourth Street parking
garage would be via a new driveway located along Fourth Street. Primary vehicular access to the
surface parking lot on the West Block would be via the existing driveway along Bancroft Way. As
noted above, a total of 491 parking spaces would be provided across the project site, consisting
of 415 within the parking garage and 76 surface spaces within the West Block. A total of 55
electric vehicle (EV) parking spaces would be provided, including 42 within the parking garage
and 14 within the West Block surface parking lot. In addition, a passenger drop-off space would
be provided along Fourth Street, and five loading spaces would be provided near the existing
driveway. A total of 80 bicycle parking spaces would be provided on the West Block, including 68
long-term spaces within a bicycle room on the ground floor of the 787 Bancroft Way building
and 12 short-term bicycle racks along Fourth Street.

As noted above, the proposed Project would also include streetscape improvements along
Fourth Street. These improvements would consist of rebuilt curbs, sidewalks, and gutters, and
the addition of landscaping (as further discussed below).

Common Outdoor Space and Landscaping. A total of approximately 6,363 square feet of
outdoor and landscaped area would be provided on the ground level of the project site. All
landscaping would be planted and irrigated compliant with the State’s Water Efficiency
Landscape Ordinance and Bay-friendly landscape requirements.

Common outdoor and landscape areas would be provided at the ground level, including a
pedestrian plaza in the northeast corner of the West Block, landscaped strips along the
perimeter of the West Block, planter boxes along both sides of Fourth Street, and a landscaped
area along the northern boundary of the East Block. Outdoor terraces would also be provided on
the second and third levels of the proposed building, providing an additional 2,592 square feet
of open space. All 4 of the existing trees, none of which are classified as protected trees, on the
Project site would be removed. Approximately 88 new trees would be planted on the Project
site, including 77 on the West Block along Fourth Street, the northern boundary, and within the

Per BMC Section 23.502 (Glossary), covered or uncovered areas used for off-street parking spaces or
loading spaces and driveways, ramps between floors or a multi-level parking garage and maneuvering
isles relating thereto are excluded from the calculation of gross floor area.
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surface parking lot, and 11 on the East Block, including within the landscaped area and along
both Fourth and Fifth Street. All landscaping would be planted and irrigated compliant with Bay-
friendly landscape requirements. Figure 1-20 depicts the conceptual landscape plan.

Utilities and Infrastructure. The proposed Project is located in an urban area with existing
utilities and infrastructure. The proposed Project would be required to install the following
utility connections to the satisfaction of the applicable utility providers: water; wastewater;
stormwater drainage; power; and telecommunications services. Connections to existing
infrastructure would occur within the adjacent public rights-of-way. All existing and new
electrical lines on and serving the proposed 787 Bancroft Way building would be undergrounded
as part of the proposed Project.

Most of the existing approximately 3.02-acre project site is covered by impervious surfaces,
including existing buildings and other paved surfaces. Development of the Project would result
in a reduction in impervious surfaces on the project site from approximately 131,445 square feet
to approximately 124,845 square feet. Runoff would be treated in accordance with the terms of
the applicable Municipal Regional Permit (MRP) and C.3 requirements, before flowing to the
City’s storm drain.

The proposed Project would be designed to achieve Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design (LEED) Silver equivalence. The proposed Project would include photovoltaic (PV) solar
panels on the rooftops of the proposed buildings and secure bicycle parking, and various other
sustainable features. Additionally, the proposed buildings would be designed to be all-electric,
and would not include the use of any natural gas systems. A backup 500-kilowatt

(670 horsepower [HP]) diesel powered generator would be located on the roof of the proposed
787 Bancroft Way building within a weatherproof and sound attenuated enclosure. The
generator would run two to three hours per month.

Demolition, Grading and Construction.The proposed Project would result in demolition of the
existing buildings and surface pavements and parking lots on the site. Approximately 1,550 tons
of construction debris, such as old foundations, pavements, and structures, would be collected
and off-hauled. The existing topography of the site would generally be maintained. Up to

10,000 cubic yards of soils would be excavated from the site and off-hauled. It is anticipated that
building loads would be adequately supported by shallow spread foundations; no pile driving
would be required. The proposed 787 Bancroft Way building would require a maximum depth of
excavation of approximately 4 feet, while the 2213 Fourth Street parking garage would require a
maximum excavation depth of 6 feet.

Demolition and construction activities are anticipated to begin once entitlements are obtained,
currently anticipated by late 2022. Buildout of the proposed 787 Bancroft Way building would
occur over an approximately 12- to 15-month period, from site preparation to full site
occupancy, while the buildout for the proposed 2213 Fourth Street parking garage would occur
over a 10- to 12-month period.
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FIGURE 1-20

ThelAB Project IS/MND
Conceptual Landscape Plan
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Discretionary Actions. The proposed Project is subject to action by the City of Berkeley's Zoning
Adjustments Board (ZAB). The Project would require the following discretionary entitlements
from the City of Berkeley, per the City of Berkeley Municipal Code (BMC):

e Phase Il (East Block)*

o Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.326.070, to allow demolition of existing non-residential
buildings;
o Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.326.030, to demolish a duplex;

o Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.206.050, to remove protected floor area used for
manufacturing, wholesale trade, warehousing or Material Recovery Enterprise;

o Administrative Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.302.070.G, to construct a parking
structure on a split-zoned parcel in the MU-LI and MU-R districts; and

o Administrative Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.304.050, to allow rooftop equipment
projections to exceed the height limit in a non-residential district.

e Phase lll (West Block)

o Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.326.070, to allow demolition of existing non-residential
buildings;

o Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.206.050, to change more than 25 percent of
manufacturing and warehouse uses to R&D use;

o Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.206.030.A, to construct between 20,000 and 30,000
square feet of new floor area as Manufacturing and Wholesale Trade, as per BMC Table
23.206-2;

o Administrative Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.322.100.C.5, to reduce the number of
on-site loading spaces from seven to five;

o Administrative Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.304.050, to allow rooftop equipment
projections to exceed the height limit in a non-residential district;

o Administrative Use Permit, per BMC Section 23.206.020, to establish more than 30,000
square feet of R&D use; and

o Variance, per BMC Section 23.406.050.B.1, from the protected use requirement, to
allow replacement of protected floor area to be made available after the demolition or
change of use of the space.

4 The proposed Project consists of the second and third phases of an overall development plan to be
implemented by the project sponsor. Phase | consists of tenant improvements within three vacant
industrial buildings at 2229 and 2231 Fourth Street and 2222 and 2246 Fifth Street totaling approximately
87,159 square feet and is not subject to discretionary approvals because use permits are not required.
Phase IV consists of tenant improvements within a vacant 25,639-square-foot industrial building at 2200
Fourth Street, including a 4,287-square-foot addition to the existing mezzanine. Phase | is already
underway and both Phases | and IV are anticipated to be completed by November 2022.
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In addition, the City’s Design Review Committee (DRC) will be responsible for reviewing the
proposed Project and providing a recommendation to the ZAB for Preliminary Design Review
and will be responsible for conducting Final Design Review at the time of building permit
submittal. Development of the proposed Project, if approved, would be subject to the City of
Berkeley’s standard Conditions of Approval (COA), pursuant to BMC Section 23.406.040.E and
consistent with the findings made by ZAB for approval of the Project and issuance of the
requested Use Permits. Applicable COAs are identified in Chapter 3.0 of this Initial Study. Each
COA is titled pursuant to the subject area it addresses.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The Project site is located in West Berkeley, which is characterized by a mix of uses, including
manufacturing, light industrial, office, residential, and commercial/restaurant uses. Figure 1-2
depicts an aerial view of the site and surrounding land uses, which are further described below.
Figures 1-21 and 1-22 include photos of select land uses that surround the site; Figure 1-2 shows the
viewpoint locations for each photo.

North of the Project Site. The Project site is bordered immediately to the north by commercial uses
and Allston Way, a two-lane roadway that runs east-west through the City, terminating at the UPRR
and Amtrak railroad tracks to the west and the University of California, Berkeley (UC Berkeley)
campus to the east. Across Allston Way, land uses consist of one- and two-story commercial
buildings that primarily consist of office and light manufacturing uses, as well as the Takara Sake
Brewery (refer to Photo 5 on Figure 1-21). Further north of the site, land uses consist of mixed use
residential, commercial, light industrial, and manufacturing. The Fourth Street shopping area and
Berkeley Amtrak Station are located approximately two blocks north of the site, across University
Avenue. The Berkeley Amtrak Station, which services the Capitol Corridor passenger route with
access between Auburn and San Jose, is located northwest of the Fourth Street and Addison Street
intersection.

East of the Project Site. The Project site is bordered immediately to the east by Fifth Street, a two-
lane roadway that runs north-south through the City (refer to Photo 6 on Figure 1-21, which depicts
existing conditions along this roadway). East of Fifth Street land uses transition to primarily low- and
medium-density residential uses, with offices fronting the east side of Fifth Street. San Pablo
Avenue, a major transportation and commercial corridor, is located approximately 0.4 miles further
east.

South of the Project Site. The Project site is bordered immediately to the south by Bancroft Way, a
two-lane roadway that runs east-west through the City (refer to Photo 7 on Figure 1-22, which
depicts existing conditions along this roadway). An at-grade railroad crossing bisects Bancroft Way,
immediately southwest of the Project site. The crossing includes warning gates, lights, and signs
similar to the Addison Street crossing described above.

One- and two-story manufacturing uses occupy the block immediately south of Bancroft Way and
east of the UPRR corridor. Further south of the site, land uses consist of light industrial, wholesale,
commercial, and research and development uses with ancillary retail. The Bayer Corporation
campus is located three blocks south of the site.
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Photo 5: Takara Sake Brewery north of the Project site, as seen from the intersection of Fourth Street
and Allston Way

L SA FIGURE 1-21

thelAB Project IS/MND
SOURCE: LSA, 2021 Photos of Surrounding Land Uses
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Photo 8: View of the UPPR corridor looking north, west of the Project site

L SA FIGURE 1-22

thelAB Project IS/MND
SOURCE: LSA, 2021 Photos of Surrounding Land Uses
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West of the Project Site. The project site is bordered immediately to the west by the UPRR rail
corridor (refer to Photo 8 on Figure 1-22) which serves intercity freight movements as well as
Amtrak and other long haul and intra-state passenger rail service. A subsurface hazardous liquid
pipeline is located within the rail right-of-way, west of the Project site. West of the UPRR rail
corridor is the site of the recently approved 600 Addison Street Project (known as Berkeley
Commons).® Further west is Aquatic Park, which is owned by the City of Berkeley and consists of
approximately 33 acres of land and approximately 68 acres of open water in three separate lagoons
including the approximately 1-mile-long Main Lagoon and the smaller Model Yacht Club Basin and
Radio Tower Pond, as well as a limited number of leasable spaces occupied by tenants providing
recreation-focused services. Bolivar Drive, an access driveway through the park, begins at Addison
Street, runs north-south, and terminates at the intersection with Channing way, one block south and
west of the site. On the west side of Bolivar Drive land uses consist of one-story commercial
buildings occupied by Waterside Workshops, Street Level Cycles, and the Bay Area Outreach and
Recreation Program (BORP) Adaptive Cycling Center. On the east side of Bolivar Drive land uses
consist of R&D and laboratory.

The park also includes boating and wetland areas within the Main Lagoon directly across from the
Project site as well as public pathways; Dreamland Playground, which includes a play area and play
structures for children; Frisbee golf course; picnic areas; and a boating clubhouse and storage
facility. West of Aquatic Park is the 1-580/1-80 corridor, which runs north-south in this segment. The
McLaughlin Eastshore State Park, San Francisco Bay Trail (Bay Trail), and San Francisco Bay are
located approximately 0.5 miles to the west. The Berkeley Marina is located approximately 1-mile
further west. Access to these open space and recreation areas is provided by a pedestrian/bicycle
bridge over the freeway corridor, which is accessed by a pathway located one block northwest of
the Project site, at the intersection of Bolivar Drive and Addison Street.

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required (e.g., permits, financial approval, or
participation agreements):

East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD), San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
(Regional Water Board), Alameda County Public Works Agency, Union Pacific Railroad.

11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project
area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resource Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is
there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of
impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?

A request form describing the Project and map depicting the Project site was sent to the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in West Sacramento requesting a list of tribes eligible to
consult with the City, pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1. On October 10, 2021,
the NAHC responded in a letter with a list of tribal contacts. The City sent letters to these individuals
on October 15, 2021, notifying them of their opportunity to consult for this Project.

5 The 600 Addison Street Project, which was approved by the City’s Zoning Adjustments Board on May 27,

2021, consists of the redevelopment of the site with two separate R&D/Office buildings totaling
approximately 461,822 gross square feet, each with their own separate, four-story parking structure.
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On November 10, 2021, Ms. Gould, representative of the Confederated Villages of Lisjan (Lisjan
Tribe) responded to the City’s email and requested more information and consultation. The City,
archeological consultants, and representatives of the Lisjan Tribe met for an initial consultation
meeting on December 1, 2021 and the final consultation meeting was held on February 2, 2022.
Representatives of the Lisjan Tribe have reviewed, provided comments on, and agreed to the City’s
standard COAs and additional Project-specific conditions of approval identified for the protection of
tribal cultural resources as outlined in Sections 3.5, Cultural Resources and 3.18, Tribal Cultural
Resources.
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2.0 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 in Chapter 3.0.

[J Aesthetics [] Agriculture and Forestry Resources [] Air Quality

[ Biological Resources [ Cultural Resources [] Energy

[ Geology/Soils [J Greenhouse Gas Emissions [] Hazards & Hazardous Materials

] Hydrology/Water Quality [ Land Use/Planning [ Mineral Resources

[ Noise [] Population/Housing [J Public Services

[ Recreation [ Transportation [ Tribal Cultural Resources

[ Wildfire [ Utilities/Service Systems [1 Mandatory Findings of Significance

2.1 DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

[

X

| find that the proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

[] Ifind that the proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

[ ] Ifind that the proposed Project MAY have a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Potentially

f

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
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed Project, nothing further is required.

March 9, 2022

Ashley James, Senior Planner Date
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LSA

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

3.1 AESTHETICS

Less Than
Potentially Significant with  Less Than

Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the Project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? |:| |:| |:| |Z|
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings ] ] ] X
within a state scenic highway
c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced |:| |:| I:l |Z|
from a publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project is in
an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would |:| |:| I:l |X|

adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Public Resources Code Section 21099(d) provides that, among other items, “aesthetics... impacts of
a residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project on an infill site within a transit

priority area shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment.” Accordingly,

aesthetics is no longer to be considered in determining if a project has the potential to result in

significant environmental effects for projects that meet all of the following three criteria:

1. The project site is residential, mixed-use residential, or an employment center;
2. The project is on an infill site;® and
3. The project is in a transit priority area.’

The proposed Project would result in the development of an employment center use on an infill site.
An employment center use is defined as a project located on a property zone for commercial uses
with a floor area ratio of no less than 0.75 and that is located within a transit priority area. The
proposed Project would have an FAR of 0.9 and is within the MU-LI and MU-R zoning districts, which
allow commercial uses. The project site is within a transit priority area because it is within 0.5 mile
of several major transit stops/intersecting major bus routes. The Berkeley Amtrak Station, two

6 Public Resources Code Section 21099(a) defines an “infill site” as a lot located within an urban area that
has been previously developed, or a vacant site where at least 75 percent of the perimeter of the site
adjoins, or is separated only by an improved public right-of-way from, parcels that are developed with

qualified urban uses.

7 Public Resources Code Section 21099(a) defines a “transit priority area” as an area within 0.5 miles of an

existing or planned major transit stop. A “major transit stop” is defined in Section 21064.3 of the

California Public Resources Code as a rail transit station, a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail
transit service, or the intersection of two or more major bus routes with a frequency or service interval of

15 minutes or less during the morning and afternoon peak commute periods.
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blocks north of the site, is an existing rail transit station providing service to a regional route from
Auburn to San Jose. AC Transit also defines the Amtrak Station as a Transit Center. In addition, stops
for three routes (51B, G, and West Berkeley Shuttle) are located within four blocks. The 51B route
provides bus service from the Amtrak Station to Downtown Berkeley Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)
with a frequency of less than 15 minutes. The West Berkeley Shuttle provides bus service from
Dwight Way at Sixth Street to the Ashby BART station with a frequency of 15 minutes during the
morning and afternoon peak commute periods.

The proposed Project meets each of the above three criteria and thus, this checklist does not
consider aesthetics in determining the significance of Project impacts under CEQA. Project elements
that relate to changes to aesthetic conditions at the site and vicinity, such as proposed building
heights, architecture, effects of new light and glare, etc., will however be considered as part of the
planning approval process, including through design review.
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3.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing
impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including
timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled
by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of
forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
Project; and the forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by
the California Air Resources Board.

Less Than
Potentially Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring |:| |:| |:| |Z|
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?
b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? D D D |Z|
c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section ] ] ] X
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))?
d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use? D D D IZ'
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 D D D lZI
land to non-forest use?

a. Would the Project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland) as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? (No Impact)

The Project site and vicinity are located within an urban area of the City of Berkeley. There are no
agricultural uses located on or near the Project site and the site is designated as Urban and Built-Up
land by the Department of Conservation’s Important Farmland Finder Map.? Therefore, development
of the proposed Project would not convert agricultural lands to non-agricultural uses. The proposed
Project would have no impact on farmlands designated by the State of California as Unique or Prime
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance.

8  California Department of Conservation. 2016. California Important Farmland Finder (map). Website:

maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/ciff (October 27, 2021).
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b. Would the Project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
(No Impact)

The Project site is zoned Mixed-Use Light Industrial (MU-LI) and Mixed-Use Residential (MU-R) on
the City’s Zoning Map and is therefore not eligible to enter into a Williamson Act contract.’
Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with existing zoning for an agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract.

c. Would the Project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
Section 51104(g))? (No Impact)

The Project site is zoned MU-LI and MU-R on the City’s Zoning Map and is located in an urban,
developed area. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest uses.

d. Would the Project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forestland to non-forest use?
(No Impact)

The Project site and vicinity are not located in an area that is designated as forest land. Therefore,
the proposed Project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest uses.

e. Would the Project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use? (No Impact)

The proposed Project would result in the redevelopment of the Project site, which is surrounded by
a variety of urban and recreational uses. The Environmental Management Element of the City’s
General Plan states that “Agriculture in Berkeley is limited to personal and community gardens.” No
existing or proposed community gardens are located within the vicinity of the site. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not result in the extension of infrastructure into an undeveloped area, the
development of urban uses on a greenfield site, or other physical changes that would result in the
conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses.

°  California Department of Conservation. 2019. Williamson Act Program. Website:

https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/Ica (accessed October 27, 2021).
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3.3 AIRQUALITY

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

Less Than
Potentially Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable |:| |:| IZI I:l
air quality plan?
b. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non- I:l I:l |X| I:l
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?
c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? D D |Z| D
d. Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) |:| |:| IZI I:l
adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

The Project site is within the jurisdiction of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(BAAQMD), which regulates air quality in the San Francisco Bay Area. Air quality conditions in the
San Francisco Bay Area have improved significantly since the BAAQMD was created in 1955.
Ambient concentrations of air pollutants and the number of days during which the region exceeds
air quality standards have fallen substantially. In Berkeley, and the rest of the air basin, exceedances
of air quality standards occur primarily during meteorological conditions conducive to high pollution
levels, such as cold, windless winter nights or hot, sunny summer afternoons.

Within the BAAQMD, ambient air quality standards for ozone, carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen
dioxide (NO,), sulfur dioxide (SO,), particulate matter (PM1o, PM,s), and lead (Pb) have been set by
both the State of California and the federal government. The State has also set standards for sulfate
and visibility. The BAAQMD is under State non-attainment status for ozone and particulate matter
(both PM3jgand PM; ;) standards. The BAAQMD is classified as non-attainment for the federal ozone
8-hour standard and non-attainment for the federal PM, 5 24-hour standard.

a. Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
(Less-Than-Significant Impact)

The applicable air quality plan is the BAAQMD 2017 Clean Air Plan (Clean Air Plan),’® which was
adopted on April 19, 2017. The Clean Air Plan is a comprehensive plan to improve Bay Area air
quality and protect public health. The Clean Air Plan defines control strategies to reduce emissions
and ambient concentrations of air pollutants; safeguard public health by reducing exposure to air
pollutants that pose the greatest heath risk, with an emphasis on protecting the communities most
heavily affected by air pollution; and reduce greenhouse gas emissions to protect the climate.
Consistency with the Clean Air Plan can be determined if the Project: (1) supports the goals of the

10 Bay Area Air Quality Management District. 2017. Clean Air Plan. April 19.
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Clean Air Plan; (2) includes applicable control measures from the Clean Air Plan; and (3) would not
disrupt or hinder implementation of any control measures from the Clean Air Plan. As discussed
below, the proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the Clean Air
Plan and this impact would be less than significant.

Clean Air Plan Goals. The primary goals of the Bay Area Clean Air Plan are to: attain air quality
standards; reduce population exposure and protect public health in the Bay Area; and reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and protect climate.

The BAAQMD has established significance thresholds for project construction and operational
impacts at a level at which the cumulative impact of exceeding these thresholds would have an
adverse impact on the region’s attainment of air quality standards. The health and hazards
thresholds were established to help protect public health. As discussed below in Section 3.3.b,
implementation of the proposed Project would result in less-than-significant operation-period
emissions and, with implementation of standard conditions that would implement BAAQMD-
required diesel and particulate reduction measures during construction (COA: Public Works -
Implement BAAQMD-Required Measures During Construction) and require equipment controls to
reduce diesel particulate matter for off-road construction equipment (COA: Air Quality - Diesel
Particulate Matter Controls During Construction), the Project would result in less-than-significant
construction-period emissions. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with the Clean Air Plan
goals.

Clean Air Plan Control Measures. The control strategies of the Clean Air Plan include measures in
the following categories: Stationary Source Measures, Transportation Measures, Energy Measures,
Building Measures, Agriculture Measures, Natural and Working Lands Measures, Waste
Management Measures, Water Measures, and Super-Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Pollutants Measures.
The Project’s compliance with each of these control measures is discussed below. As discussed, the
Project would not conflict with the Clean Air Plan control measures.

Stationary Source Control Measures. The Stationary Source Control Measures, which are
designed to reduce emissions from stationary sources such as metal melting facilities, cement
kilns, refineries, and glass furnaces, are incorporated into rules adopted by the BAAQMD and
then enforced by the BAAQMD Permit and Inspection programs. Since the Project would not
include any of these stationary sources, the Stationary Source Control Measures of the Clean Air
Plan are not applicable to the Project.

Transportation Control Measures. The BAAQMD identifies Transportation Control Measures as
part of the Clean Air Plan to decrease emissions of criteria pollutants, toxic air contaminants
(TACs), and GHGs by reducing demand for motor vehicle travel, promoting efficient vehicles and
transit service, decarbonizing transportation fuels, and electrifying motor vehicles and
equipment. The proposed Project would result in the redevelopment of the site with an R&D
campus, which would serve as an employment center on an infill site that would locate
employees near existing residential, commercial, warehouse/manufacturing, and recreational
uses. In addition, transit in the Project vicinity includes the Berkeley Amtrak Station and
extensive bus transit service provided by Alameda-Contra Costa County Transit (AC Transit); the
Amtrak station and closest bus stops are each located approximately two blocks north of the
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site on University Avenue. The Channing Way Bicycle Boulevard, which runs from Fourth Street
to Piedmont Avenue, is located approximately two blocks south of the Project site. As such, the
proposed Project would locate employees near public transportation facilities, including rail,
bus, and bicycle facilities, and is within walking distance to goods and services. Therefore, the
proposed Project would facilitate use of alternative modes of transportation, which would
promote a reduction of vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled (VMT). In addition, the Project
would implement a transportation demand management (TDM) plan that would reduce VMT,
vehicular trips, and parking demand generated by the Project by up to 15 percent (refer to
Section 3.17, Transportation, for the proposed TDM Plan measures). The proposed Project
would also meet the City of Berkeley’s requirements for minimum automobile parking, including
requirements for accessible parking spaces. The proposed Project would provide 51 electric
vehicle (EV) charging spaces, consisting of 42 within the proposed parking garage and 9 within
the West Block surface parking lot, and infrastructure consistent with BMC Section 19.37, which
requires provision of Level 2 charging stations for at least 10 percent of the parking supply and
provision of appropriate wiring for a total of 40 percent of the parking spaces for future EV
charging, which would support the ability of Project employees to use cleaner modes of
transportation. As such, the proposed Project would not conflict with Transportation Control
Measures.

Energy Control Measures. The Clean Air Plan also includes Energy Control Measures, which are
designed to reduce emissions of criteria air pollutants, TACs, and GHGs by decreasing the
amount of electricity consumed in the Bay Area, as well as decreasing the carbon intensity of
the electricity used by switching to less GHG-intensive fuel sources for electricity generation.
Since these measures apply to electrical utility providers and local government agencies (and
not individual projects), the energy control measures of the Clean Air Plan are not applicable to
the Project.

Building Control Measures. The BAAQMD has authority to regulate emissions from certain
sources in buildings such as boilers and water heaters but has limited authority to regulate
buildings themselves. Therefore, the strategies in the control measures for this sector focus on
working with local governments that do have authority over local building codes, to facilitate
adoption of best GHG control practices and policies. In addition, the proposed Project would be
designed to achieve LEED Silver equivalence and would include PV solar panels on the rooftops
of the proposed buildings, as well as various other sustainable features. Additionally, the
proposed buildings would be designed to be all-electric, and would not include the use of any
traditional natural gas systems. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with any of
the Building Control Measures.

Agriculture Control Measures. The Agriculture Control Measures are designed to primarily
reduce emissions of methane. Since the Project does not include any agricultural activities, the
Agriculture Control Measures of the Clean Air Plan are not applicable to the Project.

Natural and Working Lands Control Measures. The Natural and Working Lands Control
Measures focus on increasing carbon sequestration on rangelands and wetlands, as well as
encouraging local governments to adopt ordinances that promote urban-tree plantings. Since
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the Project does not include the disturbance of any rangelands or wetlands, the Natural and
Working Lands Control Measures of the Clean Air Plan are not applicable to the Project.

Waste Management Control Measures. The Waste Management Control Measures focus on
reducing or capturing methane emissions from landfills and composting facilities, diverting
organic materials away from landfills, and increasing waste diversion rates through efforts to
reduce, reuse, and recycle. The Project would comply with local requirements for waste
management (e.g., recycling and composting services). Therefore, the Project would be
consistent with the Waste Management Control Measures of the Clean Air Plan.

Water Control Measures. The Water Control Measures focus on reducing emissions of criteria
pollutants, TACs, and GHGs by encouraging water conservation, limiting GHG emissions from
publicly owned treatment works (POTWs), and promoting the use of biogas recovery systems.
Since these measures apply to POTWs and local government agencies (and not individual
projects), the Water Control Measures are not applicable to the Project.

Super GHG Control Measures. The Super-GHG Control Measures are designed to facilitate the
adoption of best GHG control practices and policies through the BAAQMD and local government
agencies. Since these measures do not apply to individual projects, the Super-GHG Control
Measures are not applicable to the Project.

Clean Air Plan Implementation. As discussed above, the proposed Project would generally
implement the applicable measures outlined in the Clean Air Plan, including Transportation Control
Measures. Therefore, the Project would not disrupt or hinder implementation of a control measure
from the Clean Air Plan and this impact would be less than significant.

b. Would the Project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

The BAAQMD is currently designated as a nonattainment area for State and national ozone
standards and national particulate matter ambient air quality standards. The BAAQMD’s
nonattainment status is attributed to the region’s development history. Past, present, and future
development projects contribute to the region’s adverse air quality impacts on a cumulative basis.
By its very nature, air pollution is largely a cumulative impact. No single project is sufficient in size
to, by itself, result in nonattainment of ambient air quality standards. Instead, a project’s individual
emissions contribute to existing cumulatively significant adverse air quality impacts. If a project’s
contribution to the cumulative impact is considerable, then the project’s impact on air quality would
be considered significant.

In developing thresholds of significance for air pollutants, the BAAQMD considered the emission
levels for which a project’s individual emissions would be cumulatively considerable. If a project
exceeds the identified significance thresholds, its emissions would be cumulatively considerable,
resulting in significant adverse air quality impacts to the region’s existing air quality conditions. The
following analysis assesses the potential Project-level construction- and operation-related air quality
impacts and CO impacts.

3-8 Q:\CBE1906.03 theLAB\PRODUCTS\IS\Public Review\TheLAB PubRevMND_030922.docx (03/08/22)



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THELAB PROJECT
MARCH 2022 BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA

Construction Emissions. During construction, short-term degradation of air quality may occur due to
the release of particulate matter emissions (i.e., fugitive dust) generated by demolition, grading,
hauling, and other activities. Emissions from construction equipment are also anticipated and would
include CO, nitrogen oxide (NOy), reactive organic gases (ROG), directly emitted particulate matter
(PM2.s and PMyg), and TACs such as diesel exhaust particulate matter.

Site preparation and Project construction would involve demolition, grading, paving, and other
activities. Construction-related effects on air quality from the proposed Project would be greatest
during the site preparation phase due to the disturbance of soils. If not properly controlled, these
activities would temporarily generate particulate emissions. Sources of fugitive dust would include
disturbed soils at the construction site. Vehicles leaving the site could deposit dirt and mud on local
streets, which would be an additional source of airborne dust after it dries. PM1o emissions would
vary from day to day, depending on the nature and magnitude of construction activity and local
weather conditions. PM;o emissions would depend on soil moisture, silt content of soil, wind speed,
and the amount of operating equipment. Larger dust particles would settle near the source, while
fine particles would be dispersed over greater distances from the construction site.

Water or other soil stabilizers can be used to control dust, resulting in emission reductions of 50
percent or more. The BAAQMD has established standard measures for reducing fugitive dust
emissions (PMjg). With the implementation of these Basic Construction Mitigation Measures,
fugitive dust emissions from construction activities would not result in adverse air quality impacts.

In addition to dust-related PMio emissions, heavy trucks and construction equipment powered by
gasoline and diesel engines would generate CO, SO,, NOy, ROGs and some soot particulate (PM.s
and PMyo) in exhaust emissions. If construction activities were to increase traffic congestion in the
area, CO and other emissions from traffic would increase slightly while those vehicles are delayed.
These emissions would be temporary and limited to the immediate area surrounding the
construction site.

Construction emissions were estimated for the Project using the California Emissions Estimator
Model (CalEEMod) version 2020.4.0, consistent with BAAQMD recommendations. The Project would
include approximately 1,400 tons of construction debris and up to 10,000 cubic yards of soils would
be excavated from the site and off-hauled, which were included as inputs to the CalEEMod analysis.
In addition, the construction equipment list provided by the Project sponsor was input into
CalEEMod. For purposes of this CalEEMod analysis, the construction schedule for all improvements
was assumed to start in May 2023 and end in December 2024, with the proposed R&D building and
parking garage assumed to occur concurrently (i.e., construction would not be phased). This analysis
also assumes that all off-road equipment over 50 horsepower rating would utilize the USEPA Tier 4
engines (refer to COA, Air Quality - Diesel Particulate Matter Controls During Construction, below).
Construction-related emissions are presented in Table 3.A. CalEEMod output sheets are included in
Appendix A.
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Table 3.A: Project Construction Emissions in Pounds Per Day
. . Exhaust Fugitive Exhaust Fugitive
Project Construction ROG NO, PMuo Dust PMy PMas Dust PM,.s
Average Daily Emissions 4.9 16.9 0.1 1.7 0.1 0.7
BAAQMD Thresholds 54.0 54.0 82.0 BMP 54.0 BMP
Exceed Threshold? No No No No No No

Source: LSA (October 2021).
BMP = Best Management Practices

As shown in Table 3.A, construction emissions associated with the Project would be less than
significant for ROG, NOy, PM3s, and PM3o exhaust emissions. The BAAQMD and the City of Berkeley
require the implementation of the BAAQMD’s Basic Construction Mitigation Measures, which are
required by COA, Public Works - Implementation of BAAQMD-Recommended Measures During
Construction, to reduce construction fugitive dust impacts to a less-than-significant level.
Development projects that require a Use Permit are required to comply with the following COAs
that addresses these potential impacts. With implementation of these COAs, construction impacts
would be less than significant.

COA Public Works — Implement BAAQMD-Recommended Measures During
Construction. For all proposed projects, BAAQMD recommends implementing all
the Basic Construction Mitigation Measures, listed below to meet the best
management practices threshold for fugitive dust:

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

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

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

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

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.

e |dling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in use
or reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California
airborne toxics control measure Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of
Regulations [CCR]). Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at
all access points.
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e All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in
accordance with manufacturer’s specifications. All equipment shall be checked
by a certified mechanic and determined to be running in proper condition prior
to operation.

e Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to contact at
the City of Berkeley regarding dust complaints. This person shall respond and
take corrective action within 48 hours. The BAAQMD’s phone number shall also
be visible to ensure compliance with applicable regulations.

COA Air Quality — Diesel Particulate Matter Controls During Construction. All off-
road construction equipment used for projects with construction lasting more than
2 months shall comply with one of the following measures:

a. The Project applicant shall prepare a health risk assessment that demonstrates
the Project’s onsite emissions of diesel particulate matter during construction
will not exceed health risk screening criteria after a screening-level health risk
assessment is conducted in accordance with current guidance from BAAQMD
and Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA). The health risk
assessment shall be submitted to the Land Use Planning Division for review and
approval prior to the issuance of building permits; or

b. All construction equipment shall be equipped with Tier 2 or higher engines and
the most effective Verified Diesel Emission Control Strategies (VDECS) available
for the engine type (Tier 4 engines automatically meet this requirement) as
certified by the California Air Resources Board (CARB). The equipment shall be
properly maintained and tuned in accordance with manufacturer specifications.

In addition, a Construction Emissions Minimization Plan (Emissions Plan) shall be
prepared that includes the following:

e An equipment inventory summarizing the type of off-road equipment required
for each phase of construction, including the equipment manufacturer,
equipment identification number, engine model year, engine certification (tier
rating), horsepower, and engine serial number. For all VDECS, the equipment
inventory shall also include the technology type, serial number, make, model,
manufacturer, CARB verification number level, and installation date.

e A Certification Statement that the Contractor agrees to comply fully with the
Emissions Plan and acknowledges that a significant violation of the Emissions
Plan shall constitute a material breach of contract. The Emissions Plan shall be
submitted to the Public Works Department for review and approval prior to the
issuance of building permits.

Q:\CBE1906.03 theLAB\PRODUCTS\IS\Public Review\TheLAB PubRevMND_030922.docx (03/08/22) 3-11



THELAB PROJECT INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA MARCH 2022

The proposed Project would be required to comply with the above City-required COAs. Therefore,
the BAAQMD’s basic source control measures would be implemented during the construction
period and construction vehicles would be equipped with Tier 4 (or Tier 2 or higher engines with the
most effective VDECS available) engines. Also refer to Section 3.3.c, below which discusses potential
impacts to sensitive receptors. In compliance with COA: Air Quality — Diesel Particulate Matter
Controls During Construction, a health risk assessment was conducted for the proposed Project and
the analysis determined that construction emissions would not exceed health risk screening criteria;
therefore, impacts to sensitive receptors would also be less than significant. As such, construction of
the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the Project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or State
ambient air quality standards and impacts would be less than significant.

Operational Emissions. Long-term air pollutant emission impacts that would result from the
proposed Project are those that are associated with mobile sources (e.g., vehicle trips), energy
sources (e.g., electricity), area sources (e.g., architectural coatings and the use of landscape
maintenance equipment), and stationary sources (e.g., emergency generators).

PMio emissions result from running exhaust, tire and brake wear, and the entrainment of dust into
the atmosphere from vehicles traveling on paved roadways. Entrainment of PM, occurs when
vehicle tires pulverize small rocks and pavement, and the vehicle wakes generate airborne dust. The
contribution of tire and brake wear is small compared to the other PM emission processes.
Gasoline-powered engines have small rates of particulate matter emissions compared with diesel-
powered vehicles. A majority of the Project’s PM1o emissions would result from entrainment of
roadway dust from vehicle travel associated with the Project traffic fleet.

Energy source emissions result from activities in buildings for which electricity and natural gas are
used. The quantity of emissions is the product of usage intensity (i.e., the amount of electricity or
natural gas) and the emission factor of the fuel source. Major sources of energy demand include
building mechanical systems, such as heating and air conditioning, lighting, and plug-in electronics,
such as refrigerators or computers. Greater building or appliance efficiency reduces the amount of
energy for a given activity and thus lowers the resultant emissions. The emission factor is determined
by the fuel source, with cleaner energy sources, like renewable energy, producing fewer emissions
than conventional sources. In addition, the proposed Project would be designed to achieve LEED
Silver equivalence and would include PV solar panels on the rooftops of the proposed buildings, as
well as various other sustainable features. Additionally, the proposed buildings would be designed to
be all-electric, and would not include the use of any traditional natural gas systems.

Typically, area source emissions consist of direct sources of air emissions located at the Project site,
including architectural coatings and the use of landscape maintenance equipment. Area source
emissions associated with the Project would include emissions from the use of landscaping
equipment and the use of consumer products.
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Emission estimates for operation of the Project were calculated using CalEEMod. Model results are
shown in Table 3.B and output sheets are included in Appendix A. Trip generation rates for the
Project were based on the Project’s Transportation Impact Analysis,'! which estimates that the
proposed Project would generate approximately 610 net new trips per day. In addition, the
proposed project would include a 500-kilowatt (670 horsepower [HP]) backup diesel powered
generator that would run two to three hours per month, which was included in CalEEMod."?

Table 3.B: Project Operational Emissions

Operational Emission Source | ROG | NO, | PMio PMys
Pounds Per Day

Area Source Emissions 3.9 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Energy Source Emissions 0.1 1.0 0.1 0.1
Mobile Source Emissions 2.9 3.2 6.0 1.6
Stationary Source Emissions 0.1 0.3 <0.1 <0.1
Total Emissions 7.1 4.5 6.1 1.7

BAAQMD Thresholds 54.0 54.0 82.0 54.0
Exceed Threshold? No No No No

Tons Per Year

Area Source Emissions 0.7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Energy Source Emissions <0.1 0.2 <0.1 <0.1
Mobile Source Emissions 0.4 0.4 0.8 0.2
Stationary Source Emissions <0.1 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Total Emissions 1.1 0.7 0.9 0.2

BAAQMD Thresholds 54.0 54.0 82.0 54.0
Exceed Threshold? No No No No

Source: LSA (October 2021).

BAAQMD = Bay Area Air Quality Management District

NOx = nitrogen oxides

PMio = particulate matter less than 10 microns in size

PM:s = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size
ROG = reactive organic gases

The primary emissions associated with the Project are regional in nature, meaning that air pollutants
are rapidly dispersed on release or, in the case of vehicle emissions associated with the Project,
emissions are released in other areas of the air basin. The daily and annual emissions associated
with Project operational trip generation, energy, area, and stationary sources are identified in Table
3.B for ROG, NOy, PM1g, and PM;s. The results shown in Table 3.B indicate the Project would not
exceed the significance criteria for daily ROG, NO,, PMjo or PM3 s emissions. As such, operation of
the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the Project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or State
ambient air quality standards and impacts would be less than significant.

11 Fehr & Peers. 2021. TheLAB Transportation Impact Analysis. September.

12 The emissions shown in Table 3.G were calculated using a trip generation of 1,090 new trips. As described
in Section 3.17, Transportation, the net new project trips would be 610. Therefore, this analysis is
conservative and likely overestimates operational project emissions.
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Localized CO Impacts. Emissions and ambient concentrations of CO have decreased dramatically in
the Bay Area with the introduction of the catalytic converter in 1975. No exceedances of the State or
federal CO standards have been recorded at Bay Area monitoring stations since 1991. The BAAQMD
2017 CEQA Guidelines include recommended methodologies for quantifying concentrations of
localized CO levels for proposed development projects. A screening level analysis using guidance
from the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines was performed to determine the impacts of the Project. The
screening methodology provides a conservative indication of whether the implementation of a
proposed project would result in significant CO emissions. According to the BAAQMD 2017 CEQA
Guidelines, a proposed project would result in a less-than-significant impact to localized CO
concentrations if the following screening criteria are met:

e The Project is consistent with an applicable congestion management program established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways, and the regional
transportation plan and local congestion management agency plans.

e Project traffic would not increase traffic volumes at affected intersections to more than 44,000
vehicles per hour.

The Project would not increase traffic volumes at affected intersections to more than 24,000
vehicles per hour where vertical and/or horizontal mixing is substantially limited (e.g., tunnel,
parking garage, bridge underpass, natural or urban street canyon, or below-grade roadway).

The proposed Project would not conflict with standards established by the Alameda County
Transportation Commission (ACTC) for designated roads and highways, a regional transportation
plan, or other agency plans. The Project site is not located in an area where vertical or horizontal
mixing of air is substantially limited. Some study area intersections would result in increased level of
service due to intersection delay. However, the Project’s trip generation would be 109 AM peak
hour trips and 117 PM peak hour trips (refer to Section 3.17, Transportation, for additional
discussion); therefore, the Project’s contribution to peak hour traffic volumes at intersections in the
vicinity of the Project site would be well below 44,000 vehicles per hour. As such, the proposed
Project would not result in localized CO concentrations that exceed State or federal standards, and
this impact would be less than significant.

c. Would the Project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the Project region is non- attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

Sensitive receptors are defined as residential uses, schools, daycare centers, nursing homes, and
medical centers. Individuals particularly vulnerable to diesel particulate matter are children, whose
lung tissue is still developing, and the elderly, who may have serious health problems that can be
aggravated by exposure to diesel particulate matter. Exposure from diesel exhaust associated with
construction activity contributes to both cancer and chronic non-cancer health risks.

According to the BAAQMD, a project would result in a significant impact if it would: individually
expose sensitive receptors to TACs resulting in an increased cancer risk greater than 10.0 in one
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million, an increased non-cancer risk of greater than 1.0 on the hazard index (chronic or acute), or
an annual average ambient PM, s increase greater than 0.3 micrograms per cubic meter (pg/m?3). A
significant cumulative impact would occur if the Project, in combination with other projects located
within a 1,000-foot radius of the Project site, would expose sensitive receptors to TACs resulting in
an increased cancer risk greater than 100.0 in one million, an increased non-cancer risk of greater
than 10.0 on the hazard index (chronic), or an ambient PM, s increase greater than 0.8 pg/m3on an
annual average basis. Impacts from substantial pollutant concentrations are discussed below.

The Project site is in an urban area in close proximity to existing residential uses, the closest of
which are located approximately 65 feet northeast of the Project site across Fifth Street. These uses
could be exposed to diesel emission exhaust during the construction period. The City requires the
implementation of diesel particulate matter controls, which are required by COA: Air Quality —
Diesel Particulate Matter Controls During Construction, to reduce potential health risks to sensitive
receptors during Project construction.

In compliance with COA: Air Quality — Diesel Particulate Matter Controls During Construction, to
estimate the potential cancer risk from Project construction equipment exhaust (including diesel
particulate matter), a dispersion model was used to translate an emission rate from the source
location to a concentration at the receptor location (i.e., a nearby residential land use). Dispersion
modeling varies from a simpler, more conservative screening-level analysis to a more complex and
refined detailed analysis. This refined assessment was conducted using CARB’s exposure
methodology, with the air dispersion modeling performed using the USEPA dispersion model
AERMOD. The model provides a detailed estimate of exhaust concentrations based on site and
source geometry, source emissions strength, distance from the source to the receptor, and site-
specific meteorological data.

Table 3.C below identifies the results of the analysis utilizing the CalEEMod outputs, assuming the
use of Tier 4 construction equipment. Model snap shots of the sources are provided in Appendix B.

Table 3.C: Inhalation Health Risks from Project Construction to Off-Site Receptors

Carcinogenic . . Annual PM, 5
. . . L. Chronic Inhalation X
Project Construction Inhalation Health Risk in Concentration
. Hazard Index 3
One Million (ng/m3)
Maximally Exposed Individual 1.64 0.001 0.01
Threshold 10.0 1.0 0.30

Source: LSA (November 2021).
PM.s = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size
ug/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter

As shown in Table 3.C, the risk associated with Project construction at the maximally exposed
individual (MEI) would be 1.64 in one million, which would not exceed the BAAQMD cancer risk of
10 in one million. The total chronic hazard index would be 0.001, which would be well below the
threshold of 1.0. The results of the analysis indicate that the total PM,s concentration would be 0.01
ug/m?3, which would also not exceed the BAAQMD significance threshold of 0.30 pug/m?3. Therefore,
with implementation of COA: Air Quality - Diesel Particulate Matter Controls During Construction,
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construction of the proposed Project would not exceed BAAQMD thresholds and would not expose
nearby sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Once the Project is constructed, the Project would not be a source of substantial emissions.
Therefore, sensitive receptors are not expected to be exposed to substantial pollutant
concentrations during Project construction or operation, and potential impacts would be less than
significant.

d. Would the Project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

During construction, the various diesel-powered vehicles and equipment in use on site would create
localized odors. These odors would be temporary and are not likely to be noticeable for extended
periods of time beyond the Project site. The potential for diesel odor impacts is therefore
considered less than significant. Additionally, the proposed uses that would be developed within the
Project site are not expected to produce any offensive odors that would result in frequent odor
complaints. The proposed Project would not include sensitive receptors; therefore, odor impacts on
the Project do not require further evaluation. This impact would be less than significant.
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3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially  Significant with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California D |Z D D
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?
b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or

regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California |:| |:| |:| |X|
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?
c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, I:l I:l I:l |X|

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 |:| |Z| I:l I:l
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ] ] X ]
ordinance?
f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or |:| |:| I:l |Z|
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

The approximately 3.02-acre site is located in the highly urbanized West Berkeley area situated
immediately east of the active UPRR railroad line and approximately one block east of Aquatic Park.
Biological resources on the site mainly consist of those species of plants and animals that are
tolerant of human disturbance and can survive in the urban environment. Existing buildings on the
site may provide habitat for bats, some species of which find suitable roost sites and foraging sites
even in the urban environment, especially with the large open space of Aquatic Park just west of the
site. Due to the developed nature of the site, wildlife use is expected to be limited and native
vegetation is absent. The following provides an overview of existing conditions related to biological
resources at and within the vicinity of the site. Existing conditions were determined through a
review of literature and previous field visits within the site vicinity, as further described below.

Literature Review. In 2016, LSA reviewed the CDFW California Natural Diversity Data Base
(CNDDB);™ the California Native Plant Society’s Inventory of Rare, Threatened, and Endangered

13 california Department of Fish and Wildlife. 2016. California Natural Diversity Database, commercial
version dated July 31, 2016. Biogeographic Data Branch, Sacramento.
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Plants of California;**and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s online database®® for lists of special-status
species that have occurred or could occur on or near the site 600 Addison Street Project site, which
is located immediately adjacent to the Project site. In 2020, LSA again queried the CNDDB?® for
occurrences of special-status species within 5 miles of the 600 Addison Street Project site to account
for new observations and changes in the regulatory status of species.

LSA biologists also reviewed a Citizens for East Shore Parks webpage entitled Birds at the Albany
Shoreline, Albany Neck and Bulb Bird Survey, for records of migratory birds observed approximately
2 miles northwest of the Project site,’” and the Alameda County Breeding Bird Atlas.®

Field Reconnaissance Surveys. LSA conducted a reconnaissance-level site survey of the nearby 600
Addison Street Project site and the surrounding area on July 29, 2016, to document the habitats and
conditions in the area. LSA assessed habitats for special-status species based on the presence of
suitable habitat and mapped the general location of potential jurisdictional areas. Potential roost
sites for bats were searched for evidence of bat use or occupation. An LSA biologist conducted a
brief follow-up visit to the 600 Addison site on April 30, 2020, to confirm that conditions on and
around the site had not substantially changed.

Tree Surveys. The Project site was visited by a certified arborist in January and February 2021. For
each tree survey, the arborist recorded the species name, trunk circumference at 4 feet from the
ground, number of stems, and location. The results are presented in a Tree Assessment and
Inventory Report® and an Arborist Report.?°

Vegetation. Vegetation on the site consists of landscaped trees and ruderal vegetation primarily
located along the western boundary of the West Block, adjacent to the UPPR line, and within the
front and rear yards of the residential duplex (2212 Fifth Street) on the East Block. As detailed in the
tree surveys, a total of four trees with diameters at breast height (dbh) of 6 inches or more were
surveyed for the Project site. These trees represent three different species, including one coast
redwood (Sequoia sempervirens), one lemon (Citrus limon) and two avocado (Persea americana).

14 california Native Plant Society. 2016. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (online edition, v8-02).

California Native Plant Society, Sacramento. Website: www.cnps.org/inventory (accessed July 27, 2016).

15 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2016. IPaC Trust Resources Report for 600 Addison Street, Berkeley,

California. Online species list, Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office, Sacramento, California.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 2020. California Natural Diversity Database, commercial

version dated April 30, 2020. Biogeographic Data Branch, Sacramento.

17 Citizens for East Shore Parks. 2020. Birds at the Albany Shoreline, Albany Neck and Bulb Bird Survey,
Available online at: eastshorepark.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/Bird_Survey _Brochure_WEB.pdf
(accessed January 11, 2021).

8 Richmond, B., H. Green, and D. Rice. 2011. Alameda County Breeding Bird Atlas. Golden Gate Audubon
Society and Ohlone Audubon Society.

1% HortScience | Bartlett Consulting. 2021a. Tree Assessment and Inventory Report. 701, 703, 705, 705A and
747 Bancroft, 716 Allston, 2200 and 2220 4th Street (“West Block”), Berkeley, CA.

20 HortScience | Bartlett Consulting. 2021b. Arborist Report. 2213 & 2221 4th St., 2212 and 2216 5th St.
(Phase Ill), Berkeley CA. February 17. January 22.

16
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Wildlife. Wildlife observed at the nearby Aquatic Park includes American crow (Corvus
brachyrhynchos), California gull (Larus californicus), rock pigeon (Columba livia), house sparrow
(Passer domesticus), mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), black phoebe (Sayornis nigricans), Anna's
hummingbird (Calypte anna), and California towhee (Melozone crissalis). One dead black rat (Rattus
rattus) was observed in Bolivar Road.

The five most commonly observed species at the Albany neck and bulb approximately 2 miles
northwest of the site were house finch (Haemorhous mexicanus), California towhee, white-crowned
sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys), Anna’s hummingbird, and golden-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia
atricapilla). Other species that are common in the region and may occur on the site include
American robin (Turdus migratorius), chestnut-backed chickadee (Poecile rufescens), ruby-crowned
kinglet (Regulus calendula), Botta's pocket gopher (Thomomys bottae), fox squirrel (Sciurus niger),
raccoon (Procyon lotor), striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), and Virginia opossum (Didelphis
virginiana). The aforementioned species, in addition to several species of waterfowl and shorebirds,
are known to occur west of the site in Aquatic Park. Birds often observed at the ponds within
Aquatic Park include western grebe (Aechmophorus occidentalis), pied-billed grebe (Podilymbus
podiceps), snowy egret (Egretta thula), great blue heron (Ardea herodias), American coot (Fulica
americana), Canada goose (Branta canadensis), mallard (Anas platyrhynchos), scaup (Aythya spp.),
ruddy duck (Oxyura jamaicensis), bufflehead (Bucephala albeola), and gulls (Larus spp.).

Special-Status Species. For the purposes of the analysis contained in this document, special-status
species are defined as follows:

e Species that are listed, formally proposed, or designated as candidates for listing as threatened
or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act or California Endangered Species Act.

e Plant species assigned to California Rare Plant Ranks 1A, 1B, or 2.

e Animal species designated as Species of Special Concern or Fully Protected Species by the
CDFW.

e Species that meet the definition of rare, threatened, or endangered under Section 15380 of the
CEQA Guidelines.

e Species considered as a taxon of special concern by local agencies.

Special-status plant and wildlife species on and within the vicinity of the Project site are discussed
below.

Special-Status Plants. A total of 22 special-status plant species has CNDDB occurrences within 5
miles of the Project site (Table 3.D). None of these plants are likely to occur at the Project site
primarily because the site is nearly entirely comprised of surface pavements and structures,
with limited ruderal vegetation. The limited undeveloped areas of the site also lack suitable
vegetation communities or soil substrates (e.g., salt marsh, woodland, chaparral, alkaline
substrates).
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Table 3.D: Special-Status Plant Species Potentially Occurring in the Vicinity of the Project Site

Species Status® Habitat/Blooming Period Potential for Occurrence
Amsinckia lunaris 1B Coastal bluff scrub, cismontane woodland, valley and foothill No suitable habitat present onsite
Bent-flowered fiddleneck grassland. due to past disturbance and
Elevation: 3-500 m. development.
Blooms: March-June
Arctostaphylos pallida FT, CE, 1B Siliceous shale, sandy or gravelly soils in broadleafed upland No manzanitas were seen during
Pallid manzanita forest, closed-cone coniferous forest, chaparral, cismontane surveys. Site is outside the known
woodland, coastal scrub. elevation range of the species. No
Elevation: 185 - 465 m. suitable habitat present onsite due to
Blooms: December-March past disturbance and development.
Astragalus tener var. tener 1B Mesic alkaline and adobe clay soils in valley and foothill No suitable habitat present onsite
Alkali milk-vetch grassland, adjacent to vernal pools. due to past disturbance and
Elevation: 1-60 m. development.
Blooms: March-June
California macrophylla 1B Grassy openings in cismontane woodland, valley and foothill No suitable habitat present onsite
Round-leaved filaree grassland with clay soils. due to past disturbance and
Elevation: 15-1,200 m. development.
Blooms: March-May
Calystegia purpurata ssp. saxicola 1B Coastal bluff scrub, coastal dunes, coastal scrub, North Coast No suitable habitat present onsite
Coastal bluff morning-glory coniferous forest due to past disturbance and
Elevation: 0 - 105 m. development.
Blooms: April-September
Chloropyron maritimum subsp. palustre 1B Marshes and swamps (coastal salt). No suitable habitat present onsite
[=Cordylanthus maritimus subsp. palustris) Elevation: 0-10 m. due to past disturbance and
Point Reyes salty bird’s-beak Blooms: June-October development.
Chorizanthe cuspidata var. cuspidata 1B Coastal strand/dunes, coastal bluff scrub, coastal prairie, No suitable habitat present onsite
San Francisco Bay spineflower northern coastal scrub. d