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| INITIAL STUDY |
Environmental Checklist and Evaluation for Santa Clara County
11008-17GA-17EA | Dite:  February 1,2019,
Grading Abatement APN(s); 898-34-003
3555 Dryden Ave. Gilroy !GP Designation: Hillsides
Vietnamese Sangha Congregation , Zoning! HS-d1
Thomas Nguyen | Urban Service Area: N/A

This application is for a Grading Abatement to restore the site to pre-graded conditions, Approximately 2.19 acres
of the site was converted into a flat surface for parking that required approximately 9,842 cubic yards of grading
with up to 25 fi. in height of fill material. A new pond was excavated that resulted in 7,777 cubic yards of cut
volume and 7 feet cut height, which altered a natural drainage swale that leads to Alamias Creek. The grading
violation also include an additional 4,215 cubic yards of fill which will be removed and hauled away from site as
surplus backfill created from alteration of pipeline utilities. The proposed project will entail 10,558 cubic yards of
cut and 6,343 cubic yards of fill to restore the site to prior existing conditions by regrading the property to original

‘ contours.

The subject property has an existing religious institution (temple maintained by the Vietnamese Sangha -
Congregation) with an accessory care takers residence, barn, and community garden. These uses were determined
to be code violations per County Zoning Ordinance, a§ evidenced by inspections which found alter and donation
boxes on the interior and exterior of the premises, periodic large gatherings held at the site, and people seeking
support, advice and meditation arriving on the property for guidance, The property owner is required to cease all
religious institution uses on the lot as per the compliance order issued on October 5, 2018. The subject property is
only permitted to be maintained as a private residence and garden for the owner —not affiliated with any religious :
institution. A religious institution requires review and approval of a Use Permit, which the property does not
currently have. : ' : '

The subject propetty is a 47-acre parcel located off the intersection of Dryden Avenue and Leavesley Avenue, in an
unincorporated area of the County, outside of the City of Gilroy. The Alamias Creek runs adjacent to Leavesley
Avenue, Surrounding uses include single family residences, ranches, and wineries in the neighborhood.
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CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, Regional Water Quality Control
District '
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ADETERMINATION { To be colm;leted by the Lead Aaencv}
- On the basis of this initial evalyation:

[ 1 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a mgmﬁcant ef‘fect on the envlronment and a NEGA ) IVE

_ kDECLARATION wﬂl be paepared_

gh the prquggd prejc}ct ,couléi have asi g—n1~ﬁeant efff;ct ol the cnwremnent, there wﬂl net be B

1 I:I 1 ﬁnd that althgugh the proposed Proje ect could have a s1gn1ﬁcant effect on the emrlmnmen’r, because all potentm]ly
| ;;s1gmﬁcant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an éarlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuari to '.
‘applicablé standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier FIR or NEGATIVE

DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further. -

is requ1red

§ [ 1find that the proposed project MAYY have a SIgmﬁcant effect on the’ envn onment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT REPORT is required.

N

Printed name




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

A. AESTHETICS

IMPAGT

WOULD THE PROJECT: ' YES NO
1 LessThan T ] - 1 SOURCES
‘Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant With S|gn|ﬂcant No impact §
Impact Mitigation Impact’
) — Incorporated — —
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 1 ] ] 234,617
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources along Il ] [l (<] 3,6,717f
a designated scenic highway?
¢} Substantially degrade the existing visual [ ] R [ 2,3
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d} Create a new source of substantial light or ] ] ] X 34

glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

DISCUSSION:

The project site is located within the Santa Clara Valley viewshed (- dl) Zoning District, within
an unincorporated area of Santa Clara County, outside the City of Gilroy. However, the project

* does not impact any structural improvements, such as the residence on the property. As partt of
the comphance agreement entered into between the County and propesty owner, the property
owner is required to convert the religious institution into a private residence for the owner, which
is consistent with building permit issued for the structure. The purpose of this project is to restore
the site to original contours, as grading was previously completed without permits to create a
new parking area and pond, and alteration of pipeline utilities on-site. The grading conducted
created a paved parking lot and pond which is not visible from the valley floor. Hydro seeding
plantings have since covered up the location of the parking area and backfill area #2. The pond
has some partial plantings starting to surround the perimeter of the pond.

MITIGATION: N/A-




S “B—*”AGRiCUi:TURE TFOREST RESGURCES

_ i determm;ng Whether impacts 105 ciftiral ‘resources arg & 'Lnlﬂcant erwtronmental effects Iead agencses may‘ refer B |
1 to the California ‘Agricultural LLand Evaluation and Site Assessment: Model (1997) prepared by the: Cailfbrmq Dapt. of -
; Conservat;on as an optlnnal modei fo use in assessmg mqpacts on agricutture and farmiand.

— . - IMPACT
'EESW_OU;LD THE—TPROJEC_TZ-” R YES NG
! ‘ ' . .‘ -+ [ lessThan: S o - |
Botentially | Slopificant |- LessThan } - . SQURQ-E' B
1 Significant |~ Wih . Slgnificant No Impact
I mipdies™ j Miligaion - dmpset P R
Incotporaied |

§ @) Convert 10 or ihore acres of farmiand ] i1 k¥ 323,24,26
classified as prime in the report Soils of ' .
Santa Clara County (Class |, If} 1o non-

agriculiural use?:

i) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural ] [ o | g21a
- use? o
19 © Conflict with an ex:°fing Williamson Act - ] M - X 1,28

Contract or the County's Williamson Act
Ordinance (Sectlon C13 of County Ordinance
 Code)? . :
| Jol (.,onﬂict with exnsimn zone for, arcause - - - - T R G R :
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public O B Ly B ?
Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland {(as defined by Public Résources -
Code section 4526), or timberland zohed
Timberland Production (as defined by
“Govemnment Code section 57 104{g)?

i
ul
B

6) Resultifttie loss-of forést{and-or-corwversion of ey s AR o A sl e | . TR
forestland tonoRfoRESEISED - - om0 o omooe o oeeemeemn oo iimeemn o eomen e
f) Involve other changes in the existing | [ | ] 3,4,26

enviranment which, due to their location or _

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, : |
to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest

fand to non-forest use?’

DISCUSSION:

The property consists of non-prlme agricultural soils (Chmara story clay (CmE), and Climara
Clay(CiD}). Therefore, the project would not ]Inpact any prime farmland. The property is zoned
HS-d1, not an agricultural zone. The property is not under any Williamson Act Contract.
Therefore, the project will not conflict with any Williamson Act contract provisions. The
property is not being used for conversion of forest lands to other uses. There are no oak
woodland habitat or ether types of woodlands on the property.

MITIGATION: N/A



C. AIR QUALITY

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

IMPACT
WOULD THE PROJECT: _ YES NO
Less Than SOURCE
Potentiafly Significant less Than
Sipnificant With Significant | .No.Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) - Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 1 ] ] =X 5,29, 30
applicable air quality plan? s
b)  Violate any air quality standard or contribute 1 ] ] [ 5,29, 30
substaniially to an existing or projected air
quality violation? .
¢) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net [l ] ] B 5,29, 30
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 guantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)? )
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial ] ] ] X 5,29, 30

pellutant concentrations?

DISCUSSION:

The proposed project is located within the San Francisco Bay Arca Air Quality Management
District (BAAQMD), which regulates air pollutants, including those that may be generated by
construction and operation of development projects. These criteria pollutants include reactive
organic gases, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, and particulate matter (PM). BAAQMD also
regulates toxic air contaminants (fine particulate matter), long-term exposure to particulates
tinked with respiratory health conditions, and increased risk of cancer. Major sources of toxic air
contaminants in the Bay Area include major automobile and truck transportation corridors (e.g.,
freeways and expressways) and stationary sources (e.g., factories, refineries, power plants).

Operation _ '
The proposed project would involve restoration of the site to pre-graded condition and contours

(grading conducted for new pond and parking area without grading permits). BAAQMD has
published screening criteria for operational criteria pollutants for different land use types.! The
land use type applicable to the proposed project is “Single-family.” The operational screening
threshold for criteria pollutants for this land use type is 325 dwelling units. The proposed project
would not impact any building area, which is well under this threshold. Therefore, operation of
the proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan or violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation or result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any eriteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment.

1Although the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines that contain these screening level sizes have been overturned in court,
the County has determined that these thresholds are based on substantial evidence, as identified in Appendix D of
the Guidelines, and has therefore incorporated them into this Initial Study.
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Demohtmnf(,onstructlon

Fugitive dust will be created during the grading activities to  restore the site to pre-graded.

condition; however, standard dust control measures and best management p1 acuces as st1pu1aled

== “**”“""*‘byﬁomﬁyﬁaﬁd@eﬁhﬁm@ﬂtﬁﬁgiﬁéﬁmgﬂ‘d‘“hﬁﬂm SRID
: - that any-air quality impacts, such-as fugitive dust ffom NOx- (omdes of n1trogen) and PMm
(respu‘able particulate matter with ‘derodynamie resistance diameter of 10 micrometers), would

remain less than Significant during construction. Grading operations would not ex¢éed
BAAQMD maximum. thresholds.

MITIGATIQN: N/A

BEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

IMPACT

FWOULD THE PROJECT:

YES.

1 Potentially

_ Significani
Iinpact

Less Than

Slanificant

Mitigaficty .-

Incerhorated

A B
" Less Than
Bigrificant:

" impagt:

- | sources

12

b

d)

e)

Have a substantial adverse effact, sither
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species ideniified as a candidate,
sensitive, orspecial-status species inlocal or
regional plans; policles, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish.and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any
r[panan ‘Habitat.or.other sénsitive natural .
~ommunity idestifisd it local or regiofia p!ans :
‘regulations o by the-C

Wiidlife Service?

Have & substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands.ag defined by section 404
of thé Clean Water Act (includmg, but not
limitéd to, marsh, vernal pool, ceastal, etc.) or
tribuitary to an already impaired water body, as
defined by section 303(d) of the Clean Waier
Act through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

‘Have a substantial adverse effect on dak
woodland habitat as defined by Oak
Woadlands Conservation Law .
(conversmnllsss of oak woodlands) Pubhc
Resource ‘Code 21083.4?

Interfere substantisly Wwith the movement of -
any native resident.of. mlgratory fish.or-wildlife
species or with established native residerit or
migratory wildlifé corridors, or |mpede the use
of native wildiife nursery siteg?

f). Conflict with the provisions of an. adopted- :

Hahitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional or stafe habitat conservation plan?

ﬁepartmen’t otFish anr:fGame.or.US Flsh and

.g,i

" 1,7,47b, 170, |

3,7, 8a, 17b,

- 178,224,220,
-

3,7,17n,33

1,3,31,32

1,7,17b, 170

3.4, 171




DISCUSSION;

As noted in the project description, a new pond was excavated, which resulted in 7,777 cubic
yards of unpermitted cut volume and up to 7 feet of cut height, which altered a natural drainage
swale that leads to Alamias Creek. The grading violation also included an additional 4,215
cubic yards of fill which will be removed and hauled away from the site as surplus backfill
created from the grading violation for alteration of pipelines utilities. This has created biological
tmpacts to the riparian habitat/drainage swale that leads to the major creek (Alamias Creek) on
the property. Additionally, 2.19 acres of the site was converted into a flat surface for new
parking lot of approximately 9,842 cubic yards of grading with up to 25 ft. in height of fill
material

The proposed project will entail 10,558 cubic yards of cut and 6,343 cubic yards of fill to restore
the site to previously existing conditions, including regrading to original contours

A biological report (“Land Cover Verification for 3555 Dryden Avenue, Gilroy, Santa Clara-
County, CA,” dated October 20, 2017, by Coast Range Biological) prepared by the applicant’s
biologist has verified the impacted project area to include 0.06 acres of impact to seasonal
wetlands. Per the requirements, mitigation conditions will be implemented fo restore the
hydrology conditions, including planting of erosion control plantings so that further
sedimentation will not impact the newly graded areas (Sce further details under mitigation). Per
a site inspection, it appears that the owner has already started to initiate planting hydroseeding,
This can be included as a part of the riparian restoration plan per the habitat conservation plan !
conditions. ' ‘

The CA Department of Fish and Game's Natural Diversity Database does not identify any rare or
endangered species on or in vicinity of the site. Additionally, there are no serpentine soils, on the
project site, which are associated with a number of special status species. No existing trees were
impacted with the grading violation as there are no trees within those areas of the property.
According to the Land Cover Verification report (Coast Range Biological, October 20, 2017),
land covers impacted by the project are designated California Annual Grassland, Seasonal
Wetland, and Mixed Oak Woodland & Forest,

Project needs the following Agency approvals/permits for altering the watercourses on-site Prior
to final grading abatement issuance the applicant shall provide evidence of obtaining permits or
clearance regarding the following:

) - Army Corps of Engineers (404 Permit)
Regional Water Quality ControlBoard (401 Permit) -
CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife Service(1600 Streambed Alteration Agreement)
National Marine Fisheries Service
Santa Clara Valley Water District

Habitat Conservation Plan Conditions

The project site is located in the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan area, a Habitat Conservation
Plan/Natural Community Conservation Plan (HCP/NCCP) that complies with State and Federal
Endangered Species Act requirements. The project impacts Seasonal Wetlands, a sensitive land
cover, and requires Habitat Plan coverage subject to complying with Fabitat Plan Conditions of
Approval and payment of Habitat Plan fees prior to issuance of grading permit.

Habitat Plan Conditions of Approval include Avoidance & Minimization Measures (AMMs) for




~impacis to legally protected plant and wildlife Specms ‘hydrologic conditions-and water-quality;;
rural development,, wetland and ponds,, oak woodlands,, and require species-specific wildlife
surveys. . In addition, a Rlpg_:r%aﬂ/Weﬂand Restoration Plan shall be submitted for rewew aﬂd

“t“*'“—'"4¥;;--='—"—~—“approva1*byﬂthe“%uﬁ"fy“anéi—' ; '1faneﬂcy“prmr‘im'ssuanwor‘gra*dmg pcmm

MITIGATION ' : T : R
To mitigate water course z,mpacts resulting from evcavaﬁon of a mamnade p(}*’ld the follewing
recommendations shall be followed as advised in the biological report:

1) Erosion control plantings shall be installed to prevent further erosion in the pond area as
- part of the grading restoration work.

E.  CULTURAL RESCURCES.

o §15064 5 ofthe CEQA Guidelines, or the
County's Histofic Preservation Ordifiance
(Section.17-of County Ordinanice Cods)=i.e.
reiocatlon _alteratlons'or demell,thn of historic -

vy Casea
significance of-an archaeclogical resouree as
defined in §15064.5 of the CEQA CGuidelines?

interred outside of formal cemeteries?

©iMPACT

WOULD THE PROJEET - . . YES . 1 NO
’ — ) 7 ~1 SOURCE

; : .:::[:giég:jtﬁggn E ; : AR

- Potentially. ¥ Significant 3. Less Than DA %
1 Skinificant * With ‘Sighificarit | ‘Ne Impact
. Impagt -] Miﬂgaho . lmpact
’ Incorgurated )
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the ' .[f] E Tj _ 3, 16 19, 40,
significance of a historical resource. pursuiant N s 41

‘substantial adverse-shange m??the’ o B O B oeeotn40,4n,

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 1 ] I:I DXl - 2,3,4,4041"
. paleoniological resource or site or unique. ' .
| geolcgtc feature? '
d) Distarb any human remains, including those -0 ] - 4 2, 40,41

DISCUSSION: - ‘

The California Historical Resources Northwest Informatlon Center 1nd1catcd that the proposed
project area has the possibility of containing unrecorded archacological site(s). Therefore, an
archaeological study prepared by a qualified archacologist, was required for submittal evaluating
the project’s impacts to cultural resources. “Cultural Resource Evaluation of the Property at
3555 Dryden Avenue Vietnamese Sangha Project in the County of Santa Clara,” prepared by
Archaeological Resource Management dated May 3, 2017 concludes that there is one previously
recorded archaeological site within the subject property within the c,reek impacted area.
Therefore, archacological monitoring is recommended.

In the event that human skeletal remains are encountered, the applicant is reqmred by C@unty
Ordinance No. B6-18 to immediately notify the County Coroner. Upon determination by the
Cotinty Coroner that the rémains are Nativé American, the ¢oroner shall contact the California
Native American Heritage Commission, pursuant to subdivision (¢) of section 7050.5 of the
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Health and Safety Code and the County Coordinator of Indian affairs. No further disturbance of
the site may be made except as authorized by the County Coordinator Of Indian Affairs in
accordance with the provisions of state law and this chapter.

MITIGATION:

3)  Prior fo final grading abatement permit issuance, submit copy of contract with
archaeologist to conduct archaeological monitoring during the grading restoration
work.

4y Prior to final inspection, submit archaeological monitoring report prepared
by archaeologist to document that the recorded archaeological resource is not
impacted. Work shall be halted on-site if the archaeological resource is at risk.

5) If artifacts are found on the site a qualified archaeologist shall be contacted along

with the County Planning Dept. No further disturbance of the artifacts may be made
except as authorized by the County Planning Dept.

F. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
IMPACT
WOLLD THE PROJECT: YES NO
Less Than SOURCE
Potentialky Significant Less Than
Incorporated
a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving: .
i Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as ] ] X ] 6, 17c, 43
delineated on the most recent Alquist- :
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologjst for the area
or based on other substaritial evidence of
a known fault? Refer fo Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.
i} Strong seismic ground shaking? [ ] ] ] 6,17c
i) Seismic-related ground failure, including [ ] ] 6, 17c, 17n,
liguefaction? 18b
iv) Landslides? : ] 1 1. 8617, 118b
b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of ] | X H 6,14, 23,24
topsoil? '
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 1 ] B | 2,3,17¢, 23,
unstable, or that would become unstable as a . 24, 42
result of the project, and potentially result in '
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapsa?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the ] 1 B 1 14,23, 24,
report, Soils of Santa Clara County, creating
substantial risks to life or property? -
e} Have solls incapable of adequately supporting the ] ] ] [ 3,6, 23,24,
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of waste water?
fy Cause substantial compaction or over-covering of ] [l X I 3,6
soil either on-site or off-site?
g} Cause substantial change in topography or 2,3,8,17], 42

O
O
X
i

unstable soil conditions from excavation,
grading, or fill?




DISCUSSION:

“Ths banta Clafa (,oun‘ty SEEMIC btabmty maps 1denﬁf?‘ the sub] &ct property a5 BEIng Within the ™

County earthquake fanlt zone and landslide zone, which indicates a potential for fault rupture
and landslide impacts. A geologic letter was prepared, “Additional Bvaluation of Fill Slope

Grading Violation,” dated July 17, 2017, by Silicon Valley Soil Hngincering, hat presented field

observations and recommendations for remed1a1 gradmg which are part of the geologic

conditions to restore the swe

The project will be subject to Santa, Clara County's Policies and Standards Pertaining to Grading
“and Erésicr Control. The County Geologist tequires that & gedtechnical enpiiicer”s PTan Review
letier be submitted prior to final grading abatement permit issnance to confirm the plans conform

. with the intent of the geologic letter técommendaticuis, and prior to Grading comipletion a

Construction Observation letter be submitted that verifies the work was completﬂd in accor dance

~ with the plans.

“The required grading will be catfied out in accordance with the recoriendations set Totth by the

the Counity Grading Ordinance. At the time of constriiction, &

all graded areas shall be reseeded in "

conformarce with the County Gradmg @rdmance to ensure that the project will minimize the .

potential for'erosion on the site. All other land use and engineering aspects of this project will be

conditioned by the recommendations sét forth by the Courity Laﬁd Developiment Brgineering

Office.

MITIGATION N/A

L@ GREENHOUSE GAS, EMISSloNs_;_'; ~

"~ IMFACT“. —

regulation of an agency adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

WOULD THE PROJECT YES NO
: -~ FSOURCE
Potentially | - Si I’!iﬁcant Less Than
Sianificant With Significont § NoImpect '
" Impact Mitigation Imbact L
Ingorporated ]
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either ' |?_|- L]
- dlrectly or indiracily, that may have a ‘ )
significant impact on the enviroament? '
A b} Coriflict with any applicable plan, policy or ] ] M| &

" SETTING:

Given the overwhelming scope of global climate change, it is not anticipated that a single

development project would have an individually discernible effect on global climate chapge. It is

more appropriate to conclide that the greenhouse gas emissions generated by a proposed project
- would-combine with emissions across the state, nation, and-globe to-cufitlatively contribute to

global climate change. The primary GHG associated with the propesed project is carbon dioxide,
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which is directly generated by fuel combustion (vehicle trips, use of natural gas for buildings)
and indirectly generated by use of electricity. As such, the project will not have a significant

impact to GHG emissions.

DISCUSSION:

The proposed project would regrade the site to pre existing graded conditions. BAAQMD has
published screening level sizes for operational GHG emissions for different land use types.” The
land use type applicable to the proposed project is “Single-family.” The operational screening
level sizes for GHG emissions for this land use type is 56 dwelling units. The proposed project
does not impact any new building area. GHG emissions from construction are considered to be
less than significant when the development is below the operational screening level size.
Therefore, construction and operation of the facility would not result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase in GHG emissions.

MITIGATION: N/A

H. HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
685962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
ehvironment?

IMPACT
WOULD THE PROJECT YES NO
§ SOURCE
: Less Than )
" Potentially § Significant Less Than
Significant With Slgnificant § Nolmpact
Impact Miitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the i [_] ] 1,3,4,5
environment through the routine fransport, :
use, or disposal of hazardcus materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the | ] ] ] 2,85
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle ] 1 Il X 46
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within 1/4 mile of an
existing or proposed scheol?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list D O 1 47

2Although the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines that contain these sereening level sizes have been overturned in court,
the County has determined that these thresholds are based on substantial evidence, as identified in Appendix D of
into this Initial Study.

- the Guidelines, and has thetefore incorporated them

11




e) For apreject located within an affpotlanduse ™ ]~ ﬁ”’ B Bl——322a -
plan referral area or, where such a plan has
not been adopied, within two miles of a public
ey e BIEROMLOL DUblC UsSe girpott. otin the vicinity of

e prlvafé_ayﬁ,tribﬁ%mf d’fhe proj"e“c"[ FesrTRE s e T e e :::L‘_'l;“ T T TR e

safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere ] 3 Nl > 5,48
with an adopted emergency response plan or :
emergency evacuation plan? ) :

g} Exposepeople or structures to a significant ] ' S 4, 17g
risk of loss, injury or death involihg wildland : '
firgs Including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanizéd areds or where reS|denc°s aré
miermix “with' wualaﬂu 57

DISCUSSION:

The property is located in the South Santa Clara County Fire Department Area. No new
development is being proposed. The proposed grading will restore the site to pre-graded _
conditions. There is no storage of hazardous materials associated with this project. The site is not
located near any airport. There is no wildland habitat on-site (major {rees).

MITIGATION: N/A

i HYDRQLOGY AND WATER QUAL!TY

- - b WMPAGT .
WGULD THE P OJECT o : YES NO
o e B S LessThan - ' 1 SOURCE
S e --Potentialiy -§-  Signifieant --§ - -[-ess-Than--§ - - - —f-
- C L oo EoSignificant § - Wil Slonificant  §-Melmpacet -§- ]
Imipaict Mitigagion . mpact - i
Incoiporated. 1
1 2) Violate any water quality standards or waste 1 ' 1- Bd 3436
, discharge requirements? : , S : L :
1 b) Substantiaily deplete groundwater supplies or M = = 5 3,4

interfere substantially with groundwater : : }
recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aguifer volume or & lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to’
a level which wouid not support existing land
uses or planhed uses for which permits have
been granted? o ,

{© Substantially alter the existing drainage - . [ ] 3,17n,
pattern of the sife or area, including through : -
ihe alteration of the course of a stream or
fiver, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? _

1'd) * substantially alter the existing drainage O N 54 ] 3,17p
pattern of the site or area, including through
the atteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate ot
amount of surface runofi in a mannet which
would resuit in floeding on- or off-siie? (Note
policy regarding flood retention in watercourse : _
and.restoration of riparian vegetation forWest - ~ - .-~ - S L o
Branich of the Llagas.) :
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Ty
R
;:]i

e} Create or contribute increased impervious 1, 3, 5, 36,
surfaces and assoclated runcff water which . 21a
would exceed the capacity of existing or )
planned stormwater. drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
poliuied runocff?

fi Otherwise substantially. degrade water quality? X 1,35

g} Place housing within a 100-year floed hazard B 3, 17p, 18b,
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 18d
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

O
10
4O

1 h)  Place within a 100-year flood hazard area O ] O I  3,18b,18d
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows? )
) Expose people or structures to a significant O ] 1 [ 2,3,4,17p

risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
incliiding flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?

DISCUSSION: _

The nearest water course is Alamias Creek, located on the border of the site adjacent to
Leavesley Road. As noted in the project description, a new pond was excavated that resulted in
7,777 cubic yards of cut volume, and up to 7 feet of cut height, which altered a natural swale
drainage that leads to Alamias Creek. The grading violation also included an additional 4,215 .
cubic yards of fill which will be removed and hauled away from the site as surplus backfill
created from the grading violation for alteration of pipelines utilities. This-has created biological
impacts to the riparian habitat/drainage swale that leads to the major creek (Alamias Creek) on
the property. Additionally, 2.19 acres of the site was converted into a flat surface for a parking
lot of approximately 9,842 cubic yards of grading with up to 25 ft. in height of fill material.

Project needs the following Agency approvals/permits for altering the watercourses on-site.
Prior to final grading abatement issuance the applicant shall provide evidence of obtaining
permits or clearance regarding the following:

» Army Corps of Engineers (404 Permit)
Regional Water Quality Control Board (401 Permit)
CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife Service(1600 Streambed Alteration Agrecment)
National Marine Fisheries Service |
Santa Clara Valley Water District

The proposed project will entail 10,558 cubic yards of cut and 6,343 cubic yards of fill to restore
the site to prior existing conditions to regrade to original confours. Mitigations as described
below in the mitigation section will mitigate impacts fo Alamias Creek during the grading
abatement activities: ' :

MITIGATION: _

1) Best Management Practices shall be implemented to protect water quality in near
proximity to Alamias Creck and its tributary during project implementation in
compliance with the State Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP) and the
County’s grading ordinance.

2) Dewatering of the pond shall occur during the late summer/early fall when water levels
are at the lowest to limit potential downstream impacts from dewatering.
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3) Auerosion control plan is required to minimize erosion and siltation impacts durlng the
grading work.

| _ _ IMPACT ) "y
| WOULD THE PROJECT: - YE& ©  § NO '}
Less Than T ) o : ’ ; SOURCE
Potentially § Significant* § * Legs Than “§ o
Significant Wil ¥ - Significant- | -No'mpast §:
Impagct Mitigation Impact - - | C
Incorporated. ¥ )
{2) Physically divide an established community? L] [ml ' B 24
1b)  Cofifliét with ahy applicable 18hd use plan, M 3 o -"ga; 0, 184

policy, or regulation of an agency with
- jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
_ limitedto the general plan, specific plan, or
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

]}ISCUSSION -

The proposed. project is an application for a Grading Abatement to restore the site to pre-graded
conditions. A pond, and parking area were graded for without permits. As noted in the project
description, 219 acres of the site was converted into a flat surface of approximately 9,842 cubic
yards of. gradmg with up to 25 ft. mhe1ght of fill material. Apond was. excavated that resulted in
7,777 cubic yards of cut volume and 7 feet cut height which blocked and altered a natural swale
drainage that leads to Alamias Creek and a new parking arca was created. The proposcd project
will entail 10,558 cubie yards of cut and 6,343 cubic yards of fill to restore the site to prior

existing conditions to regrade to or1g1na1 contours An addifional 4, 215 cub1c yards of fill wﬂl be
- haufed: away- from the site as-surplt Tl

Surrounding Iand Uses include single famlly res1dences, ra.-nohes, and wineries in the
neighborhood. :

The subject property is zoned HS d1 (Hiilsiaes Within Sania Clara Valley Viewshed area ~d1j It

is the intent of the Hillsides District to preserve mountainous fands unplanned or unsuited for
urban development primatily in open space, and to promote those uses which support and
enhance a rural character, which protect and promote best use of natural resources, and which
avoid the risks imposed by natural hazards found in these areas. The intent of the -d1 district
(Santa Clara Vajley Viewshed) is to conserve the scenic attrlbutes of the hillsides most
immediately visible from the valley floor. It is intended to minimize the visual nnpacts of
structures and grading on the natural topogtaphy and landscape, tsing a combination of design
guidelines. ' '

As no new structures are bemg constructed, and the project is intended to return the site back to
pre-graded conditions, this i is in consistency with t’he Zonifig Ordinance standards for the

property.
MITIGATION: N/A
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K. NOISE !

. IMPACTS
WOULD THE PROJECT: YES NO
. Less Than SOURCE
Potentially Slgnificant Less Than
Slanificant With Significant ]| No Impac
Impact Mitigation Impact

Incorporated

a) Resultin exposure of persons to or generation ] 7 ] I 8a, 13, 22a,
of noise levels in excess of standards ' 45
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of cther
agencies?

b) Result in exposure of parsons to or generation O [ ] X 13,45
of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundbore noise levels?

¢} Resultin a substantjat permanent increase in il ] ] B 1,2,5 45
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

d) Resuit in a substantial temporary or periodic | L] X ] 1,2,5,45
increase in ambient noise levels tn the project
vicinity above levels existing without the
project? ' : .

8) For a project located within an airport land use [l ] ] 5] 1,5,223
plan referral area or, whera such a plan has
not been adopted, within fwo miles of a public
afrport or public use airport, or private airstrip
would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

DISCUSSION:

The project site is located near the intersection of Dryden Avenue and Leavesley Avenue. The
surrounding land uses are residential. The nearest sensitive receptor is a rural residence, located
on the parcel adjacent to the property west of the site, which is approximately 30 ft. away from
the site. Other sensitive receptors include rural residences north of the site, located
approximately 250 ft. away, a rural residence approximate 500 ft. away, east of the site, and a
rural residence approximately 650 ft. south of the site. '

The noise levels created during the grading of this project could create a temporary construetion
noise disturbance to neighboring properties. As the construction noise would be temporary, and
would not affect the ambient noise levels beyond the construction period, the impact is
considered less than significant. Furthermore, the project would be required to conform to the
County Noise Ordinance. Also the resulting single-family residence is not anticipated to create a
significant impact to ambient noise levels after construction is completed, the County Noise
Ordinance (Section B11-152) sets maximum exterior noise levels for land use categories, and
compliance with these specifications will ensure that the neighboring properties are not
significantly impacted.

MITIGATION: N/A
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[T POPULATION AND HOUSING _

L o . ImpacT
~=J WOULDTHE PROJECT: . . i XES NO SR
. - Less Than SOURGE
| Potentially Slgnificard Less Than )
F Sionificart § Wit Significant § Mo Impact
1 Impact Mitigation Impact
’ incorporaied |
§a) Induce substantial growth in an area, either L] AN Tfl 1,34
directly (for example, by proposing new homes N ' '
and businesses) or indirectly {for example,
through extension of roads or other
. infragiriictuee)?. : S )
by Displace substahtial numbers of existsng ] B I B 1234

housing or people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing
glsewhere?

DISCUSSION:

‘The proposed project will grade the site to pre-graded conditions. This will not alter ot increase
growth in the area. No new structures are propeased. No housing will be demolished as a result of

the grading activity,
MITIGATION: N/A -
‘M.  PUBLIC SERVICES '
' . IMPACT .
| WOULB-THE PROJECT: A -¥ES - o NO— -
'_ Less Than _
otentlalig Slonificant | Less Than i )
Imgact Mitinatior § Im@aci I
’ | Incornorated | T
a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts .

associated with the provision of new or

physically altered governmental facilities, need

for new or physically altered governmental

facilities, the Gonstruction of which cotlld cause’

significant environmental impacts, in order fo -

maintain acceptable service ratios, response

times or other perforrnance ob;ec‘uves for any .

of the public services: - : :

B Fire Protection? o ] 1 < 1.3,5

i) Police Protaction? . (i il Al 4 1,3,5

iy School facilifies? a 1 1 1,38 ..
iv) Parks? ] ] ] 1,3,8,17h
V) Other public faciliies? [ ] 1 X 1,3,5

DISCUSSION: No expansion of services is required for this project. No new buildings are
being constructed. The existing facility has fire, police, school and park facility access.

MITIGATION: N/A

16



N. RESOURCES AND RECREATION
IMPACT .
WOULD THE PROJECT: YES NO
Less Than SOURCE
Potentially | Slanificant LessThan §- .
Significant With Significant | No mpact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
.a8) Result in the loss of availability of a known i I-j E 1,2,3,6, 44
minaral rescurce that would be of future value :
to the region and the residents of the state”? :
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- O 1 [ >4 1,2,3,6,8a
important mineral resource recovery site as
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan, or other land use plan? ‘
¢) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and ] ] [ >4 1,2,4,5 17h
regional parks or other recreational facilities :
such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would oceur or be accelerated?
d) Include recreational facilities or require the ] ] | ] 1,3,4,5
construction or expansion of recreational
facilittes which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?
DISCUSSION:

The proposed project would not result in the loss of any mineral resource or increase the use of
any parks. There are no known mineral resources located on-site. The proposed project, restoring
the site to pre-graded conditions, would not require the construction of or expansion of
recreational facilities. -

MITIGATION: N/A
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”o-TRANSPOR‘EAT!ON!TRAFHG

] WOULD THE F‘ROJECT et

“Potentially
. ¥ Sigificant

B [1]o] aﬁt;

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitlgation
{1 Incorporated

Less Than

. Significant

Impact

1 SOURCE

PRy PR A S

-

d)

ie

policy establishing measures of effectiveness
for the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account ll modes of transporiation
intioding-mass transiand non-maiorized
travel and relevant components of the
circulation system, including but not limited to
intersections; streets;-highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
fransit?

Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including but not
limited to level.of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards

establishied by the County congestion
management agency for designated roads or

highways?

_Result in a change in air traffic pattems,
-inely

g gither an increase in traffic levels.or "
a change in focation that results in substantial
safety risks?

Substantially iricrésse hazards due fo-a design
feature (e 9. sharp curves or dangerous

eqmpment)’) S .

-Result fin- .nadequate emergency access?

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
parfarmance or safety of such facilifies?

" Conflict with an ‘applicable plan, ordinance or

T

O

0

ool

O

ulnl

X

X [

6, 49, 50, 52

- 5)’ ,6‘1 71 52 i

3,5,67,562

71,3,5.48,52 §-

8a,21a

DISCUSSLION: The proposed project is to restore the site to pre-graded conditions. No new
operational traffic will be created as a result of the project. There may be temporary increase in
trips to and from the site while grading abatement activities are occurring. Up to 12 cubic yard
of dirt can be hauled in one truck load. The applicant will be required to use approved haul
routes and expose of hauled earthwork to an approved disposal site.

MITIGATION: N/A
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P. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
IMPACT
WOULD THE PROJECT: YES NO
Less Than SOURCE
Potentially | Slgnificant Less Than
Significant With Significant | Mo Impact
[mpact Mitigation Impact
’ Incorpotated

a) Excead wastewater freatment requirements of ﬁ i ﬁ 1,3,5,
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

b} Require or result in the construction of new [l ] ] > 1,3,5,21a,
water or wastewater treatment facilities or 38
expansion of existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental
effects? .

c) Require or result in the construction of new ] ] ] ] 1.3,5
storm water drainage Tacilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

d) Require new or expanded entitlements in ] ] ] X 1,3,5, 21,
order to have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project?

e) Resultin a determination by the wastewater 1 1 ] B4 1,35
ireatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has Inadequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand In
addition to the provider's existing
commitments?

f)  Not be able to be served by a landfill with ] ] ] (<] 1,3,5
sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate
the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Be in non-compliance with federal, state, and [ ] 1 A 5; 6
local statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

PISCUSSION:

The proposed project will not exceed the capacity of existing utilities and service systems or
result in the construction of new facilities that could cause significant environmental effects.
Furthermore, the proposed project will be in compliance with any statutes or regulations relative
to solid waste and will not employ equipment that would introduce interference with any
communication system. :

MITIGATION: N/A .
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. | G. MANDATORY FINDING OF SIGNIFICANCE

e _ e ——
[Wousmermooeer 1 & | W]
- f lessThan | , SOURCE
 Potentialy g Sionificant Less Than :
*§ Sidhificant Wiith Slgnificant No Impact
1 liipact Miligation Impact
. Incorporated

| a) Doés the project have the potential to degrade ] o [ o [ - ftes2
the quality of the environment, substantially ' Co L
reducethe-habitat-of a fish or wildlife-species,
cause a fish or wildlife poputation to drop
below seif-susta:ning levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered piant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
#  California history or prehistory? _ : i
b) Does the project have impacts that are ! O 3 B 140 52
individually limited, but cumulatively : , :
considerable (' Clirmulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of an
individual project are considerable when
viawed. in conneection with the-effects of past
prOJects the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable fuiure projects)?
c) Does the project have environmerital effects o | ™ B 11052
: which will cause substantial adverse effects on :
human belngs elther directly or mdlrectly'?

BISCUSSEGN Ot iesessvess St
a) L.ess Than Significant Tmpact with Mitigation Incorporated As discussed in the
- Biological Resources section, the proposed project is located in the Santa Clara Valley Habitat
Plan (SCVHP) area, which establishes standardized measures that mltlgate impacts upon species
covered by the SCVHP to a less-than-gignificant level. The proposed project would not have the -
potential to substantially reduce the habitat of any fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, réduce the number of, or restrict the range of, a rare or endangcred plant or animal
or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory.
Archaeological moniforing mitigation is required to mitigate potential impacts to a recorded
archaeological resource within the subject project area, and installation of erosion control
plantings are requ;tred to mitigate impacts to the pond area.

b) No Impact. No past, current, or probable future projects were identified in the proj fect v1c1n1fy
that, when added to project-related impacts, would result in cumulatively considerable 1mpacts
No cumulatively considerable impacts would occur with development of the proposed project.
As discussed in the analyses provided in this Initial Study, project impacts were found to be less
than significant, The incremental effects of the proposed project are not cumulatively significant
when viewed in context of the past, current, and/or probable future projects. No cumulative
impacts would occur.
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¢) No Impacet. The proposed project is {o restore the site to pre-graded conditions. As desctibed
in the environmental topic sections of this Initial Study, the restoration would not have
environmental effects that would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly.

References:
1. Biological Resources: “Land Cover Verification for 3555 Dryden Avenue Gilroy, Santa

Clara County, CA,” dated October 20, 2017, by Coast Range Biological.

2. Cultural Resources; “Cultural Resource Evaluation of the Property at 3555 Dryden
Avenue Vietnamese Sangha Project in the County of Santa Clara,” dated May 3, 2017, by
Archaeological Resource Management.

3. Geological Resources: Additional Evaluation of Fill Slope Grading Violation,” dated
July 17,2017 by Silicon Valley Soil Engineering.
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12.
13,
14.

15.

8.

17.

18.

1.
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Initial Study Source List*

Enwmnmental lnfermatlon Form

Project Plans
W.orking_ knowlédige of site and condifions

Experience With Other Projscts of This Size and Nature
County Expert Sources Geolqglst Flre Marsha! Roads &

Comprehenswe Plannmg, Archltectural & Site Approval
Committee Secretary. .

Agency Sources: Santa Clara Valley Water District, Santa
Clara Valiey Transnortatmn Authorit;, Midpenmsazla A

;CA Dept ‘of Fish & Game, Caltrans U S, Army Corps of

Enginecers, Regional Water Quality Cantrol Board, Public
Works Depts. of individual cities, Planning Depts. of
individual cities,
Santa Clara County (SCC) General Plan
The South County Joint Area Plan
SCC Zoning Regulations (Ordinance)
County Grading Ordinance
8CC Guidelines for Architecture and Site Approval
SCC Development Guidelines for Design Review
County Standards and Policies Manual (Voi. | - Land
Development)
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code {(expansive soil.
regulations) [1994 version]
Land Uss Database
Santa Clara County Heritage Resource {insiuding Trees)
Inventory [computer database]
GIS Database
$CC General Plan Land Use, and Zoning
- USEWS Critical Habitat & Ripanan Habitat
" Geclogic Hazards.
Archagological Resources
Water Resources
Viewshed and Scenic Roads
Fire Hazard
Parks, Public Open Space, and Trails
Heritage Resources - Trees
Topography, Contours, Average Slope
Soils
HCP Data (habitat models, land use coverage etc)
Air photos
USG3S Topographic
Dept. of Fish & Game, Natural Diversity Data
FEMA Flood Zones
Williamsosn Act
Farmland monitoring program
Traffic Analysis Zones
ase Map Ovetlays & Textual Reports (GIS)
Paper Maps
SCC Zoning
Barclay’s Santa Clara County Locaide Street Atlas
Color Air Photos (MPSI)
. Santa Clara Valley Water District - Maps of Flood Control
Facilities & Limits of 1% Fleoding
e. Soils Overlay Air Photos
f.  "Fuiure Width Line” map set

FrET T Ss@meap TR

meneB oD

a
b.
¢
d

19. CEQA Guidelines [Current Edition]

Area Specific. San Martin, Stanford,.and Other Areas -

TR i;:iﬂa‘ﬁaﬁﬂ!ﬂj’tinjﬁtﬁgfam Resign= ===

San Mart;

Guidelines

20b.8zn Martin Water Quality Study.
20c:Memerandum of Understanding {MOL).
between Santa Clara County & Santa Clara
Valley Watet- Distrtct

--Stanford
: 21a Stanford Umversny General Use Permlt
(GUP), Commumty Plan {CP), Mitigation and
: gPrggram-‘(MMRP) and

_Environmental Inpa
21b. Stanford Protocol and Land Use Policy
Agreement

Qther Areas
22a.8outh County Airport Comiprehensive
Land Use Plann and Palo Alto Airport
comprehensive Land Use Plan
[November 19, 2008]
22b.Los Gafos Hillsides Specific Area Flan
22¢.County Lexington Basin Ordinance
Relating to Sewage Bisposal
22d. User Manual Guidelines & Standards for
L.ard Uses Near Streams: A Manual of Tools,
Standards and Procedures {o Protect Streams
and Streamside Resources in Santa Clara
County by the Santa Clara Valley Water
Resources Protection Collaborative, August
2005 — Revised July 2608.
22¢. Guidelines and Standards for Land Use
Near Sfreams: Streamside Review Area -
‘Suminary prepared by Santg Glara County
Planning Office; Septembar 2007.
22f. Monterey Highway Use Permit Area
Soils
23.USDA, S8CS, “Soils of Santa Clara
County
24 USDA, 8CS, "Soil Survey of Eastern Sania
Clara County”

Agricultural Resources/Open Space
Right to Farm Ordinance

State Dept. of Conservation, "CA
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model"

Open Space Preservation, Report of the
Preservation 2020 Task Force, April 1987
[Chapter IV]

28. Wiliamson Act Ordinance and Guidelines

(current version)

25.
26,

27.

Alr Quality
BAAQIVID Clean Air Plan, and BAAQMD
CEQA Air Quality Guidelines (2010)
BAAQMD Annual Summary of
GContaminant Excesses & BAAQMD, “Air
Quality & Urban Development - Guidelines
far Assessing Impacts of Projects & Plans”
[current versmn]

29.
30.

Biplogical Resources;r

B



Initial Study Souree List*®

Water Quality & Hydrological Resources/
Utilities & Service Systems”
3. Site-Specific Biological Report
32. Santa Clara County Tree Preservation Ordinance Section
C16, Santa Clara County Guide to Evaluating Oak

Woodlands Impacts, Santa Clara County Guidelines for Tree

Protection and Preservation for Land Use Applications
33. Clean Water Act, Section 404

34. Riparian Inventory of Santa Clara County, Greenbelt Coaliticn,

November 1988

35.CA Regional Water Quality Control Board, Water Quality Control

Plan, San Francisco Bay Region [1995]
36. Santa Clara Valley Water District, Private Well Water Testing
Program [12-98]

. 37. 8CC Nonpoint Source Pollution Control Prograrm, Urban Runoff

Management Plan [1897]
38.County Environmentat Health / Septic Tank Sewage Dispasal
System - Bulletin “A”

39.County Enviranmental Health Depariment Tests and Reports
Archaeological Rescurces

40.Northwest Information Center, Sonoma State University
41, Site Specific Archaeological Reconnaissance Report

Geological Resouirces
42, Site Specific Geologic Report
43 Stdte Department of Minies and Geology, Special Report #42
44. State Department of Mines and Geclogy, Special Report #146

Noise

45. County Noise Ordinance

. Hazards & Hazardous Materials
46.Section 21151 .4 of California Public
Resources Code
47. State Department of Toxic Substances,
Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites
List

48. County Office of Emergency Services
Emergency Response Plan [1994 version]

Transportation/Traffic

49. Transportation Research Board, “Highway
Capacity Manual”, Special Report 209,

1995,

50, SCC Congestion Management Agency,
“Monitoring and Conformance report’
(Current Edition)

51. Official County Road Book

52, Site-specific Traffic Impact Analysis

Report

*Items listed in bold are the most important
sources and should be referred to during
the first review of the project, when they are
available. The planner should refer to the
other sources for a particular
environmental factor if the former indicate a
potential environmental impact.
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