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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
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	Text Field: 2023050549
	Project Title: Town of Woodside Housing Element Update
	Lead Agency: Town of Woodside
	Contact Name: Sage Schaan
	Email: sschaan@woodsidetown.org
	Phone Number: (650) 851-6790
	Project Location: Woodside, San Mateo
	Project Description: The Proposed Project involves updates to the Town of Woodside General Plan Housing Element. In compliance with State law, the Housing Element is being updated to account for changing demographics, market conditions, and projected housing need over an 8-year planning period that runs from 2023 through 2031. It builds upon the goals, policies, and implementing programs contained in the Town's 2015-2023 Housing Element and other Town policies and practices to address housing needs in the community. The overall focus of the Housing Element is to address local housing need in compliance with State law while also seeking to retain Woodside's rural character and equestrian heritage.
	Project's Effects: Significant and unavoidable:GHG: The Proposed Project’s mobile-source GHG emissions would conflict with SB 743. Further, emissions resulting from buildout would exceed the targets established in the Woodside CAP and Executive Order B-30-18. The DEIR recommends a MM GHG-2 pursuant to which the Town will update the CAP to identify measures for compliance with State target. Transportation: Due to the inability to determine that overall Project home-based residential VMT per capita can be reduced below the threshold of significance despite implementation of VMT reduction measures for Cañada College, the Project transportation-related impact is considered significant and unavoidable.Potentially significant: Air Quality: Emissions could exceed standards but MMs AQ-1 through AQ-2 would require compliance. Biological Resources: Implementation could have an adverse effect on special status species but MMs BIO-1 through BIO-10 provide species-specific interventions to reduce impacts. GHG: Construction-related impacts would be required to comply with BAAQMD BMPs through MM GHG-1. Noise: Noise from individual construction projects carried out under the Proposed Project would result in temporary increases in ambient noise levels. Implementation of MM N-1 is recommended, which would require BMPs that reduce noise impacts for construction impacts. Tribal Cultural Resources: Implementation could cause a substantial change to a historic/tribal resource but MM CUL-1 through CUL-2 require relevant training. 
	Areas of Controversy: Aesthetics: Commenters expressed concern for potential development impacts on redwood trees, scenic roads and vistas, and town character. In addition, other concerns discussed the height of potential new development and general incompatibility between multi-family residential uses and the existing character of the Town.Transportation: Commenters expressed concern about development patterns that increase vehicular use, as well as subsequent congestion on arterials, noise, and greenhouse gas emissions. Utilities: Commenters had concerns about the proximity of a PG&E gas pipeline to the High Road site, which could be a potential source of hazard if development occurs. In addition, concerns about the sewer line for the High Road site were discussed. Wildfire: Commenters primarily had concerns about impacts on evacuation safety from development pursuant to the Proposed Project as well as any new development considering fire safety. 
	List of Agencies: Federal, State, regional, and local government agencies that may have jurisdiction over development proposals in thePlanning Area include:• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers• Federal Emergency Management Agency• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service• California Department of Fish and Wildlife• California Department of Transportation• Metropolitan Transportation Commission• Bay Area Air Quality Management District• San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board• County of San Mateo Fair Oaks District


