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CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIS¥F FORM

Project Title: Demolition of 49 Dilapidated Duplexes within the Las Deltas
Public Housing Development.

Lead Agency Name and Contra Costa County
Address: Department of Conservation and Developmen
30 Muir Rd, Martinez, CA 94553, )

Contact Person and Phone Telma B, Moreira (925)674-7783.

Number: telma.moreira@ded.cccounty.us

Project Location: 760 feet east of Richmond Parkway, and 600 ft. west of Fred
Jackson Way, in the North Richmond area of Unincorporated
County.

Project Sponsor's Name The Housing Authority of the County of Contra Costa
and Address: Attn: Robert Moore. (925) 957-8025.
RMoore@contracostahousing.org

General Plan Designation: ML, Multi-family Low-Density

Zoning: P-1, Planned Unit Development

Description of Project: The Project site is currently a vacant public housing apartment complex
located on an approximately 11.38-acre site. The Project was constructed in 1952 and 1959 as a
public housing apartment complex. Project improvements consist of 49 apartment buildings,
surface-level asphalt and concrete paving, and landscaping. The 49 buildings include the
following:

* Las Deltas — CA006; (20 buildings, constructed in 1952)

* Las Deltas - CAO09A; Apartments 526-569, and 576-583; (29 buildings, constructed
in 1959)

The proposed project includes demolition of the 49 existing apartment buildings. Disposal of
demolition debris will be done in accordance with local, state, and federal guidelines governing
solid waste. The Housing Authority of the County of Contra Costa has determined that the existing
development is physically obsolete per HUD standards and are pursuing demolition for the health,
safety, and welfare of its residents. Age, use, and declining funding have caused this property to
fall into disrepair. The facilities are considered to be past their useful life. The buildings to be
demolished are considered to be unsafe and are all vacant and boarded up.

The most identifiable beneficial impact of this project is associated with the demolition of the
obsolete housing. The steps to be taken to ensure that project demolition is safe, include the
preparation and implementation of a project specific Health and Safety Plan and installation of
sediment erosion/control features in the form of silt fence. Asbestos containing materials and
lead based paint on building components were detected in the buildings to be demolished. These
materials will be removed and disposed of in accordance with professionally prepared
construction specifications and in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations as part of
the planned building demolition activities. The project demolition will be encroaching with the
canopy of several trees. There is no proposal to remove any trees or substantiality impact any

1




10.

11.

trees. Most of the demolition activities will avoid the trees that are located on the site. 1
Best management practices will be implemented to ensure that impact to trees will be minin}um.

This project will require at a minimum a permit from the Air Quality District and a permit from
Contra costa County Building Inspection Division,

Project Sponsor: The Housing Authority of the County of Contra Costa:
Contact: Robert Moore, 925-957-8025.

Lead Agency: Department of Conservation and Development
Contact: Telma B. Moreira 925-674.7783.

Funding Information: HUD Program, Capital Funds Program.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The project site is in the ML Multi-Family Residential
Low General Plan Land Use designation and in the North Richmond P-1 Planned Unit District.
The site is surrounded by residential development to the east and immediately to the west. The
Contra Costa Water Facility Plant is located to the west, across from Richmond Parkway. North
to the site is the Wild Creek Regional Trail, located about 200 feet. Additional surrounding light
industrial uses are located north of the site. A light industrial warehouse, approximately 500,000
sq. ft. (immediately north of the project) was approved in 2018. Also to the north is the Richmond
Recycling Facility, and to the northeast, the Verde Elementary School.

Other public agencies whose approval is/may be required {e.g., permits, financing,
approval, or participation agreement:

Bay Area Air Quality management Agency
Contra Costa County Public Works
Contra Costa County Building Inspection Division

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.17 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.

On February 7, 2019, DCD staff sent a letter to the Wilton Rancheria Tribe with the attached
project packet, This was a 30-day for consultation opportunity. On February 24, 2019, the Tribe
responded stating that they would like to have a copy of every cultural record/report as well as any
geotechnical report prepared for the project. DCD staff contacted the Tribe and clarified that no
development is proposed for this project and that it includes only demolition. No removal of trees,
grading, or any earth movement/excavation will be involved. On March 14, 2019, the Tribe
responded to DCD staff stating that after review they would be satisfied if we add mitigation in
case archeological resources are encountered during the demolition phase. Staff confirmed that
once the development takes place within the site, a new environmental review will be performed
and new surveys/studies will be shared with the Tribe for review and comments. See attached
Tribe correspondence as part of Exhibit A “Relevant Correspondence™
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The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a “Potentially Significant Impact™ as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

= . Agriculture and Forestry . .

P Aesthetics ] Resources X Air Quality

2 R : 7 Energy

Xl Biological Resources Cultural Resources O

. . Hazards & Hazardous

] Geology/Soils O Greenhouse Gas Emissions X Matorials

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

Noise [] Population/Housing "] Public Services

[C] Recreation ] Transportation Tribal Cultural Resources

‘oo . . - Mandatory Findings of

] Utilities/Services Systerns [0 wildfire < Significance

On the basis of this initial evaluation;

(] I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I 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.

[J I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

(] I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant
unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but af 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.

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

Telma B. Moreira Date March 21, 2019
Principal Planner

Contra Costa County

Department of Conservation & Development




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST "
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a) Have a substantlalha verse effect on a scenic  — & T “
vista? [ O X |
b) Substantially damage scenic  resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 0 | 5 0
N

outcroppings, and historic building within a state
scenic highway?

¢} Innon-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 from
publicly accessible vantage points.) If the project u O i [
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 adversely affect day or nighttime O] 4 1 |

views in the area?

SUMMARY:

a)

b)

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Figure 9-1 (Scenic Ridges & Waterways) of the General Plan Open Space Element identifies the
major scenic resources in the County. Views of these identified scenic resources are considered
scenic vistas. The project site is located in North Richmond approximately one mile from the
northern portion of San Francisco Bay. Due to the relatively flat topography of the project site
and vicinity, the Bay is not visible from the site. Scenic ridges shown on Figure 9-1, including the
ridges in Wildcat Canyon Regional Park, are approximately 3.5 miles east of the site. These ridges
ate visible in long range views; however, the proposed project does not include construction of
any structures other than the demolition of the existing 49 dilapidated units, Thus, the proposed
project would not affect views of the distant ridges in Wildcat Canyon Regional Park from the
project vicinity and would have a less than significant impact on scenic vistas,

Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic building within a state scenic highway?

Figure 5-4 (Scenic Routes) of the General Plan Transportation and Circulation Element identifies
scenic routes in the County, including both State Scenic Highways and County designated Scenic
Routes. The project site is not located adjacent to any State Scenic Highway or County designated
Scenic Route, and therefore the proposed project would not affect any scenic resources associated
with any scenic route.



impa mpact:

d)

In non-urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are
experienced from publicly accessible vantage points,} If the project is in an urbanized area, would
the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

The neighborhood surrounding the project site is comprised of residential development to the east
and immediately to the west. The Contra Costa Water Facility Plant is located to the west, across
from Richmond Parkway. North to the site is the Wild Creek Regional Trail, located about 200
feet. Additional surrounding light industrial uses are located north of the site, A light industrial
warehouse, approximately 500,000 sq. ft. was approved in 2018. Also to the north is the Richmond
Recycling Facility, and to the northeast, the Verde Elementary School.

With the proposed demolition project, the site would remain vacant uniil a new proposed
development is established. There is no proposal to remove any of the existing mature trees
located on the site; therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact on the existing
visual character of the site and its surroundings. This demolition project is viewed as a beneficial
impact due to the fact that it will remove the dilapidated housing units.

Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area?

The demolition of the project is expected to take place in Summer of 2019. Working hours are
typically from 8 am to 5:30 pm Monday through Friday, and the activities will take place during
day time, working during dark hours won’t be needed. However, if construction crew needs to
remain on the site after dark hours, or if lighting is required for safety reasons (to provide for
safety of keeping of the construction equipment/materials), lighting could cause shine and cause
glare onto the adjacent sensitive areas. The North Richmond Design Guidelines require lighting
to be designed to complement the overall appearance of the property, and placed such that the
lighting will be confined to the site and not spill over onto adjacent properties, In order to avoid
this potential impact, lighting would be oriented downward onto the open areas on the site and
would be shielded with hoods, in order to avoid spill into adjacent properties, especially residential
areas locates along the west, south and east of the site. Accordingly, the impact on nighttime
views would be less than significant after implementation of NOI-1 mitigation below:

AES-1  If lighting is used, lighting should be used as follows:

a) Alllighting within the site, including security lights, shall be installed oriented down onto the
subject property.

b) Back shield or functionally similar design elements shall be installed on every light stand to
reduce lighting from spilling off site, and to ensure that lighting remains within the subject
property.




¢} Except for site security, lights should have an on-off switch, and be turned off when not in
use.

Sources of Information

Site visits by County staff, February 13, 2019,

Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020. Open Spuace FElement.

Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020. Transportation and Circulation Element,
Contra Costa County, 1994. North Richmond Design Guidelines.

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmiand of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the ] 0 ] 57
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, =
or a Williamson Act contract? o O [ X

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g), timberland (as ] | [] 57
detined by Public Resources Code section 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? [ L] L] b

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment, which due to their location or M 0 [ ]
nature, could result in conversion of farmland, to
non-agricultural use?

SUMMARY:

@)

b)

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?

As shown on the California Department of Conservation’s Contra Costa County Important
Farmland 2014 map, the project site does not contain farmland designated “Prime”, “Unique”, or
of “Statewide Importance”, Demolition of the Las Deltas Public Housing project would, therefore,
not result in any impacts related to the conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or
Farmland of Statewide importance to a non-agricultural use.

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
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mpact:

d)

The project site is in the ML, MultiOfamily Residential-Low General Plan Land Use designation
and in the North Richmond P-1 Planned Unit District, and is not under a Williamson Act contract.

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 4326), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g) or 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)?

The project site is not considered forest land as defined by California Public Resources Code
Section 12220 (g) or timberland as defined by California Public Resources Code Section 4526.
The project site is an already disturbed 11-acre site within the North Richmond P-1 Planned Unit
District. Thus, the project would not result in the conversion or loss of forest resources.

Would the project involve or result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
Jforest use?

The project site is not considered forest land, as discussed in Section 2.c above,

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?

The project site is a demolition project of an already disturbed site, which is not used for
agricultural production, and therefore, would result in conversion of Farmland to non- agricultural
use,

Sources of Information
ftp://fip.constv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/FMMP/pdf/2014/conl4.pdf, Contra Costa County Important

Farmland 2014.

Contra Costa County, 1994. North Richmond P-1 Planned Unit District Rezoning and Final
Development Plan.

Contra Costa County General Plan 2005-2020. Land Use Element.

applicable air quality plan?




b} Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the

project region is non-attainment under an ] O X ]
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial -
pollutant concentrations? n O X [

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading
to odors} adversely affecting a substantial
number of people?

4
O
0
L]

SUMMARY:

a)

b)

¢)

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

Contra Costa County is within the San Francisco Bay air basin, which is regulated by the Bay
Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) pursuant to the 2017 Bay Area Clean Air
Plan: Spare the Air, Cool the Climate. The purpose of the Clean Air Plan is to bring the air basin
into compliance with the requirements of Federal and State air quality standards and achieve
greenhouse gas reduction targets for 2030 and 2050. The proposed project would include
demolition of 49 remaining dilapidated units. Demolition would take place in the North
Richmond P-1 Planned Unit District within an urbanized portion of the County, and therefore,
would not be in conflict with the Clean Air Plan or obstruct its implementation.

Would the project resuit in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-altainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality stondard?

In May 2017, the BAAQMD updated its Air Quality Guidelines, which include operational and
construction-related emissions screening criteria. If the project does not exceed the screening
criteria, the project would not result in the generation of criteria air pollutants that exceed the
thresholds of significance for the criteria air pollutants,

The proposed project involves only demolition. Thus, the proposed project would not cause a
violation of any air quality standard and would not contribute substantially to any existing or
projected air quality violation,

Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

As discussed in Section 3.b above, the proposed project would not result in significant emissions
of criteria air pollutants during the demolition period. Although the proposed project would
contribute smail increments to the level of criteria air pollutants in the atmosphere, the project
would have a less than significant impact on the level of any criteria pollutant.
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d)

Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

As previously discussed, the project only involves demolition of the housing units and does not
include any proposed development for the site. However, there are some sensitive receptors such
as residential development to the west, south and east of the site, immediately adjacent to the
subject property and the Verde Elementary School located 2000 Giaramita Street, approximately
800 feet northeast of the site. Demolition activities would result in localized emissions of dust and
diesel exhaust that could result in temporary impacts in the local area, including heavy equipment
engines, and motor vehicles used by the construction workers. Dust would be generated during
site clearing, activities. The amount of dust generated would be highly variable would be
dependent on the size of the area disturbed, amount of activity, soil conditions, and meteorological
conditions. Although demolition activities would be temporary, such activities could have a
potentially significant impact during project demolition. Consequently, the applicant is
required to implement the following mitigation measures (to the extend applicable), which the
BAAQMD recommends to reduce construction dust and exhaust impacts.

In addition, during demolition activities, diesel powered vehicles and equipment used on the site
could create localized odors. These odors would be temporary; however, there could be a potentially
significant adverse environmental impact during project construction due to the creation of
objectionable odors. Consequently, the project sponsor is required to implement mitigation
measure Air Quality 1 below,

Air Quality 1: The following Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Basic Construction
Mitigation Measures shall be implemented during project construction and shall be included on all

construction plans. (to the extend applicable)

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

2, All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material ofF-site shall be covered.

3. Al vistble mud or dirt track-out onto adfacent public roads shall be removed using wet power
vacuum street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

4. Allvehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.
5. 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.




6. Idling 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.

7. All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturer’s specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified visible emissions

evaluator.

8. Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to contact at the lead agency
regarding dust complaints. This person shall respond and take corrective action within 48
hours. The Air District’s phone number shall aiso be visible to ensure compliance with
applicable regulations.

Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce the impact on the sensitive receptors
during project construction to a less than significant level.

Sources of Information

e  Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 2010. Bay Area 2017 Clean Air Plan.
¢  Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 2012, Air Quality Guidelines; Updated May 2017,

» Contra Costa County Code, Title 8, Zoning Ordinance.

a) Have a substantial
or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies, O P |:| ]
or regulations, or by the California Department
of Fish and Game 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, and n N 0 4
regulations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game 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, vernal pool, coastal, etc,) |:| il O X
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
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d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife

species or with established native resident or . [l ] =
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
wildlife nursery sites?
e} Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree [l O X O

preservation policy or ordinance?

f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, O [ u X
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

SUMMARY:

@

Would the project 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 Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

The project site is in an area that surrounded by development and the Wildcat Creek Regional
Trails is located approximately 200 feet, north of the site. The demolition activities would
therefore, be 200 feet away from this trail. There are no creeks or drainages in the immediate
project vicinity.

As previously stated, the approximately 11-acre site is entirely disturbed with the existing Las
Deltas Public Housing development; consequently, there is no natural habitat on the project site
or in the immediate vicinity, and it is unlikely that there would be any plant or animal species of
concern that would be affected by the proposed project. Thus, there would be a less than
significant impact on any special status plant or animal species, Several mature trees are located
throughout the 11-acre site. No trees are proposed to be removed. Even though trees are not
proposed to be removed, they may be suitable for nesting habitat for avian species which could
be protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). If special avian species are nesting
migratory birds, and/or migratory bat roosts, the demolition activities could disturb these species.
This could be a potential impact. Prior to demolition activities occur, the project sponsor will be
required to comply with the following mitigations:

Avoid Active Migratory Bird Nest during Demolition Activities:

BlO-1: The applicant shall have a qualified biologist conduct a nesting survey 15 days prior to
commencing with any construction work or tree removal that is planned to occur between February
1 and August 31. The nesting survey shall include examination of all trees within 200 feet of the
entire project site, including those areas off the project site where birds could be disturbed by
construction related vibrations and/or noise. If nesting passerines are identified during a survey,

i1




b)

an orange construction fencing nest protection buffer shall be placed around the nest tree. The size
of the buffer shall be determined by a qualified ornithologist/biologist who frequently works with
nesting birds near and on construction sites; the buffers typically range from 50 to 300 feet from the
nest site. If the nest tree is located adjacent to the project site, the buffer shall be demarcated per
above where the buffer occurs on the project site. No construction or earth-moving activity shall
occur within any established nest protection buffer prior to September 1 unless the qualified
ornithologist/biologist has determined that the young have fledged (ie, left the nest). The nest
protection buffers may be removed once the nest has been abandoned, as determined hy the
qualified arnithologist/biologist.

Avoid Migratory and Nesting roosts During Demolition:

BIO-2: A qualified biologist will conduct survey for special species bats prior to demolition
activities no less than 7 days and not more than 14 days prior to start of activities. If roosts are
present and must be removed, the bats will be excluded from the roosting site before activities
start. A program must be developed showing removal procedure. Exclusion efforts may be
restricted during hibernation if females in maternity colonies are nursing young, If roosts cannot
be removed, prior to start of demolition activities, a qualified biologist will locate elevated bat
houses outside work activity areas in accordance with California Department of Wildlife
standards,

Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce the impact on the nesting birds and
bat roosts to a less than significant level.

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

'The nearest riparian habitat areas are along the tributary of Wildcat Creek located about 200 feet
north from the closest housing structure, With the project, there is no proposal to modify or impact
the existing storm water facilities. Thus, the Wildcat Creek would not be affected by the proposed
project,

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through divect removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

The project site will cause no impact to the creek banks or channels. Thus, there would be no
impact on federally protected wetlands. An Environmental Phase I Assessment dated November
2018 was prepared for the site, This assessment did not identify any wetlands on the site.

12



d)

Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of wildlife nursery sites?

As discussed previously under Section 4a through 4c above, the project site would not cause any
impacts to Wildeat Creek. Thus, the proposed project would not interfere with the movement of
any fish or wildlife species.

Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

The Contra Costa County Tree Protection and Preservation Ordinance provides for the protection
of certain trees by regulating tree removal while allowing for reasonable development of private
property. The proposed project is not identified as private property, and it does not involve
removal of any trees. The demolition activities would be in proximity of tree canopies and best
management practices would be established as part of the construction plans, to require fencing
of the trees in order to avoid construction equipment from encroaching too close to the tree trunk.
Protective fencing would be installed prior to demolition and removed only after demolition
activities is resumed.

Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

There is one adopted habitat conservation plan in Contra Costa County, the East Contra Costa
County Habitat Conservation Plan / Natural Community Conservation Plan (HCP/NCCP), which
was approved in May 2007 by the East Contra Costa County Habitat Conservancy, comprised of
the cities of Brentwood, Clayton, Qakley, and Pittsburg, and Contra Costa County. The
HCP/NCCP establishes a coordinated process for permitting and mitigating the incidental take of
endangered species in eastern Contra Costa County. The North Richmond area is outside of the
covered arca for the HCP/NCCP, and therefore, the proposed project would not affect the
HCP/NCCP.

Sources of Information

Site visits by County staff, February 13, 2019,

Contra Costa County Tree Protection and Preservation Ordinance.
hitp://www.co.contra-costa,ca.us/depart/cd/watet/HCP/. East Contra Costa County Habitat
Conservancy.

EMG Phase I Environmental Assessment- November 14, 2018,
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a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursuant to - [l O X
8§15064.57

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archacological resource O < O |
pursuant to §15064.57

¢) Distwrb any human remains, including those v
interred outside of formal cemeteries? = s N 0

SUMMARY:

a)

b)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.57

The project includes demotition of all of the remaining 49 housing units. None of the housings
structures are a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines, because
it:
* Isnot listed in the California Register of Historic Places and has not been determined to
be eligible for listing by the State Historic Resources Commission;

* Isnotincluded in a local register of historic resources, and not identified as significant in
a historical resource survey that has been or will be included in the State Historic
Resources Inventory; and

+  Has not been determined to be historically or culturally significant by a lead agency.

Would the profect cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.57

A correspondence dated February 19, 2019 was received from the California Historical Resources
Information System (CHRIS). A summary of the comments received from CHRIS includes a
statement that the Banett and Busby 1990 study covered about 5% of the project site, and that no
cultural resources were found. Based on evaluation of environmental setting and features, Native
America resources have been found along the margin of San Pablo Bay, CHRIS recommends that
the lead agency contact the local native Tribe. A reminder was also made about structures 45 years
or older to be of historical value. As stated on Section 5a above, the housing units are not
considered of historical value. The California Department of Parks and Recreation Office of
Historic Preservation has indicated that they do not object of the demolition of the housing units,

‘The project does not include any proposed development. All existing underground utilitics are
proposed to remain in place. There is no proposal to remove any trees, no proposed grading, no
carth movement, nor is excavation involved. Although the project site is already urbanized, and
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only involve the removal of the housing structures, there is a possibility that buried archaeological
resources could be present and accidental discovery could occur during demolition activities;
which could cause a potentially significant impact on archaeological resources. Consequently,
the project sponsor is required to implement the following mitigation measures:

Cultural Resources 1: The following Mitigation Measures shall be implemented during
project demolition.

1. A program of on-site education to instruct all demolition personnel in the identification
of prehistoric and historic deposits shall be conducted prior to the start of any grading
or construction activities.

2. If archaeological materials are uncovered during grading, trenching, or other onsite
excavation, all work within 30 yards of these materials shall be stopped until a
professional archaeologist who is certified by the Society for California Archaeology
(SCA) and/or the Society of Professional Archaeology (SOPA), and the Native American
tribe that has requested consuliation and/or demonstrated interest in the project site, have
had an opportunity to evaluate the significance of the find and suggest appropriate
mitigation(s} if deemed necessary.

Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce the impact on archeological resources
during project demolition to a less than significant level.

Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeleries?

The project site is already urbanized and has no discernable paleontological features; however,
similar to archacological resources, there is a possibility that buried fossils and other
paleontological resources could be present and accidental discovery could occur during
demolition activities resulting in a potentially significant impact on paleontological resources.

Cultural Resources 2: Should human remains be uncovered during demolition activities
within 30 yards of these materials shall be stopped until the County coroner has had an
opportunity to evaluate the significance of the human remains and determine the proper
treatment and disposition of the human remains. If the coroner determines the remains may
those of a Native American, the coroner will contact the Native American Heritage
Commission and the Native American iribe that has requested consultation and/or
demonstrated interest in the project sife.

Implementation of this mitigation measure would reduce the impact due to disturbance of human
remains to a less than significant level,
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Sources of Information

» Site visits by County staff, February 13, 2019.
e https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer, Richmond, CA (historic aerial photographs).

a) Result in potentially significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or ] 1 53 N
unnecessary consumption of energy resources,
during project construction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for N 0 O 57
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

SUMMARY:

@)

Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or

operation??

The project will be limited to demolition only. As discussed under the Air Quality Section, the
project will be required to comply with the Air Quality District’s best management practices. The
impact will be less than significant, The project will have no impact on greenhouses gases and
any future development will need to comply with both the local and state building code which
relates to energy efficiency.

b)  Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy

efficiency?

As stated previously, in the lack of any development, and after the implementation of the Air
District BMPs, the project will not obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy of energy
efficiency.

Sources of Information

-Contra Costa County General Plan 2005-2020
-Contra Costa County Climate Action Plan 2015

N il
a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury

or death involving:
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i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault?

X

ii) _Strong seistnic ground shaking?

liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

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

OoQd O
X XX

L] L]

‘ L [

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including [ O
L] L]

[ [

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project and potentially result in on- [l | 4
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

X

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table

18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life [ O L X
or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater ] O 0 K

disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of wastewater?

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a umique
paleoniological resource or site or unique ] | [l X
geologic feature?

SUMMARY:

a)

Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury or death involving:

i) Rupture of o known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Algquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fauit?

The California Geological Survey (CGS) has delineated Alguist-Priolo (A-P) zones along the
known active faults in California. The nearest fault considered active by CGS is the Hayward
fault, which is mapped approximately 1.5 miles northeast of the project site; however, because
the site is not within the Hayward A-P zone, the risk of fault rapture is generally regarded as very
low. As a result, the potential impact from surface fault rupture would be less than significant.

ii}  Strong seismic ground shaking?

Figure 10-4 (Estimated Seismic Ground Response) of the General Plan Safety Element identifics
the project site to be in an area rated “highest” damage susceptibility. However, the risk of
structural damage from ground shaking is regulated by the building code and the project does not
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b)

involve any proposed construction, For these reasons, there will be no environmental impact from
seismic ground shaking,

iti)  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Figure 10-5 (Estimated Liquefaction Potential) of the General Plan Safety Element divides land
in the County into three liquefaction potential categories: “generally high,” “generally moderate
to low,” and “generally low”. It is used as a “screening criteria” during the processing of land
development applications, on a project-by-project basis, By intent, the map is conservative on the
side of safety. The project site is in an arca rated “generally moderate to low” liquefaction
potential. Conversely, the classification “generally moderate to low” does not imply that
liquefaction risks are negligible. The approach of CDD has been to require rigorous quantitative
evaluation of liquefaction potential for subdivisions within areas classified as “high liquefaction
potential”, and qualitafive investigations required in areas classified “moderate to low”
liquefaction potential, Due to the fact the no structures are involved as part of this project, there
are no concerns related to seismic-related ground failure.

iv}  Landslides?

As discussed above, the site has a general moderate low liquefaction. The site is also
relatively flat and no structures are proposed; therefore, landslides are not a concern for the
proposed demolition project.

Would the project result in substantial soil erasion or the loss of topsoil?

In 1975 the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) issued photointerpretive maps of Contra Costa
County showing the distribution landslide and other surficial deposits. The USGS mapping is
presented on Figure 10-6 (Geologic (Landslide) Hazards) of the General Plan Safety Element,
According to this map, which was prepared by an experienced USGS geologist, the project site is
not in a landslide area. Consequently the risk of landsliding on the project site would be considered
to be less than significant.

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

According to the Seil Survey of Contra Costa County, the soil series mapped in the project vicinity
is Clear Lake clay (Cc), which occurs on neatly level floodplains. The fypical profile for this soil
is 60 inches deep. Runoff is very slow and the erosion hazard is nil. As a result there would be no
impacts related to substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil.
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d}  Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building

Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

Due to the fact that no habitable space is proposed as part of this project, there will be no impacts.

¢)  Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or

alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

The project is within the area served by the West County Wastewater District. There will be no
septic system within the project.

Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unigue geologic feature?

The project includes demolition of the 49 units and no removal of trees. No earth movement,
grading, or excavation is proposed for this project.

Sources of Information

* Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020, Safety Element.
* Contra Costa County, 1994, North Richmond Planned District Map (Liquefaction Areas).
¢ California Building Code, 2016.

EENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS - Waiiliihs nrojes
a) Generate greenhouse pas emissions, either _
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant O O < ]

impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 1 ] X []

emissions of greenhouse gases?

SUMMARY:

a)

Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have
a significant impact on the environment?

Greenhouse gases (GHGs) are gases that trap heat in the atmosphere and contribute to global
climate change. Greenhouse gases include gases such as carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide,
and various fluorocarbons commonly found in aerosol sprays. The proposed project would include
demolition of structures only and the project would not result in the generation of GHG emissions
that exceed the threshold of significance, as no threshold is identified for construction activitics.
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b)  Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

At a regional scale, the BAAQMD adopted the 2017 Bay Area Clean Air Plan: Spare the Air,
Cool the Climate. The purpose of the Clean Air Plan is to bring the air basin into compliance with
the requirements of Federal and State air quality standards and achieve greenhouse gas reduction
targets for 2030 and 2050. The Clean Air Plan included a number of pollutant reduction strategies
for the San Francisco Bay air basin.

Within Contra Costa County, the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors adopted the Climate
Action Plan in December 2015. The Climate Action Plan includes a number of GHG emission
reduction strategies. The strategies include measures such as implementing standards for green
buildings and energy-efficient buildings, reducing parking requirements, and reducing waste
disposal. Green building codes and debris recovery programs are among the strategies currently
implemented by the County.

Constraction/demolition material will be required to comply with the Contra Costa County Debris
Recovery Ordinance. Thus, the proposed project will be in conformance with applicable County
GHG emission reduction strategies.

Sources of Information
» Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 2017. 2017 Bay Area Clean Air Plan: Spare the
Air, Cool the Climate.
* Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 2017, Air Quality Guidelines, May 2017,
o Contra Costa County, 2015. Climate Action Plan.

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, O B4 ] J
or disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the O X O O
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

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

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

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

) Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or [] [:I <] O
emergency evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or O J > ]
death involving wildland fires?

SUMMARY:

a)

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

A survey report for lead and asbestos was conducted on March 26, 2018 for the site. This survey
determined the presence of both lead and asbestos. The project proposes demolition of 49 units.
The project sponsor will be required to take steps to ensure that project demolition is safe, include
the preparation and implementation of a project specific Health and Safety Plan and installation of
sediment erosion/control features in the form of silt fence, These materials will be removed and
disposed of in accordance with professionally prepared construction specifications and in
accordance with federal, state, and local regulations as part of the planned building demolition
activities. The project sponsor will be required to obtain a permit with the BAAQMD. These
measures below may overlap but do not supersede any additional measure that may be required
by the BAAMD. Measures are in place to ensure that the project activities will follow the required
local, state and federal regulations that related to the handling and disposing of lead and asbestos.

HAZ-1

»  Asbestos-containing materials shall be abated with a certified asbestos abatement
contractor in accordance with BAAQMD regulations and notification requirements.

s The demolition and removal of materials containing lead-based paint would be required
to follow the CAL/OSHA Lead in Construction Standard, Title 8, California Code of
Regulations,

» Any hazardous materials associated with buildings, such as fluorescent lights (if
applicable] and electrical switches shall be disposed of in accordance with DTSC
hazardous waste regulations.

Implementation of this mitigation would reduce the impact from waste discharge to a less than significant
level.
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b

d)

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the likely release of hazardous materials into

the environment?

As discussed above, except for the lead and asbestos detected to the site, the project is not excepted
to create a significant hazard to the public or to the environment. However, if removal of the
chemicals identified on the site are not properly removed/conducted, it could pose a risk to the
public and the environment. Mitigation HAZ-1 identified above will ensure the project will cause
a less than significant impact. In addition to the lead and asbestos concern, a correspondence was
received from the Contra Costa County Mosquito & Vector Control District. The correspondence
states that no aspect of the project or property breed, harbor, or maintain vectors or other
nuisances. Measures may be needed to reduce displacement of any rodents from the site into
nearby residences and businesses, If the site is infested with rodents these rodents could be also
contaminated from the sites hazards, and reach other sites. In order to avoid this potential impact,
the project sponsor will have to require the project contracior to consult with the Mosquito &
Vector Control District to learn of any measure that may be applicable:

HAZ 2.

e At least 30 days prior to the demolition activities, the project contractor will consult with
the Mosquito & Vector Control District to obtain any necessary measure to avoid
breeding, harbor of mosquitos or other nuisances as defined by Cal Health and safety
Code Section 2002.

Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

The closest school to the site is the Verde Elementary School at 2000 Giaramita Street, located
800 feet to the northeast of the site. Due to the distance between the site and the school, the
proposed project would not have an impact on the school due to hazardous substances,

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

A review of regulatory databases maintained by County, State, and federal agencies found no
documentation of hazardous materials violations or discharge currently the project site. The site
is not listed on the State of California Hazardous Waste and Substance Sites (Cortese) List that is
maintained pursuant to California Government Code section 65962.5. Thus, the site poses a less
than significant hazard to the public or the environment.
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For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area?

The nearest County facility is the Buchanan Field Airport, which is approximately 16 miles east
of the project site. The airport influence area is delineated in the Contra Costa County Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan. The site is not within the Buchanan Field Airport influence area.
Thus the proposed project is not considered to be located within an area where airport operations
present a potential hazard,

Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

With the proposed project, there would be no change in the physical configuration or the use of
the project site. Thus, the project would not significantly impair or interfere with emergency
evacuation. This project was forwarded to the County Hazardous Material Division and they
responded stating that they have no concerns with this project.

Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

The project site is an existing residential area within the urbanized community of Notth
Richmeond, in an area designated as “urban unzoned” by the California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection. The Department of Forestry and Fire Protection’s Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone Map for Contra Costa County characterizes this area as a Non-Very High Fire
Hazard Severity Zone area. Thus, the site would not have a significant risk of wildland fire.

Sources of Information

*

L J

Contra Costa County Code, Title 4, Division 450, Hazardous Materials and Wastes.
http://www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Cortese List.cfm, Hazardous Waste and Substances sites.
Contra Costa County, 2000. Contra Costa County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan,
Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020. Transportation and Circulation Element.
CalFire. 2009. Contra Costa County, Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones In LRA (Map).
EMG - Phase I Environmental Assessment- November 14, 2018.

Environ-58.T.A.R,, Inc. - Lead/Asbestos Survey- march 26, 2018.
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discharge  requirements or  otherwise =
substantially degrade surface or ground water L] [ A [
quality?

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplics or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge O [ [ 54
such that the project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river or through the addition ] ] X O]
of impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would:

i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- <
or off-site? [ L] - L]
ify Substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would O O K |
result in flooding on- or off-site?

if) Create or contribute runoff water which

would exceed the capacity of existing or

planned stormwater drainage systems or =

provide substantial additional sources of [ [ 2 u
polluted runoff?

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk
release of pollutants due to project inundation?
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water quality control plan or sustainable O O | X
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SUMMARY:

a)  Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

A correspondence dated February 28, 2019 was received from the County Flood Control
Division. Staff from the Flood Control is requesting that the project sponsor removes any dead
and dangerous branches along Warren Road. There is also a request for the project sponsor to
install erosion control and other Best Management Plan in order to prevent demolition
materials from being washed away from the property. Flood Control staff has also stated that
if power washed is required for the clean-up, the run off should be discharged in a manner to
prevent contaminated runoff and should not be discharged toward the creek. The Housing
Authority has confirmed that water will be used to control dust of the demolition area, but no
power wash is proposed to be used. The construction/demolition plan will include the
following best management notes:

o Installation of soil eroston-sedimentation control will be installed
per required local regulation.
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4)

* Filling of the demolition site depression with clean lead free gravel of 1” or
less, to meet existing site grades, compacted as necessary to stabilize the
material and eliminate excessive settling, and cover with at least 3” of
screened loam,

» Staging of equipment and materiats shall be limited to "Staging Area 1" or
"Staging Area 2" as identified on the Site Plans.

b) Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwaier management
of the basin?

There is no proposed development as part of this project. It will have no impact on groundwater
supplies or recharge,

¢) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or viver or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in
a manner which would:

i) Result in substantial erosion or siliation on- or off-site?

if)  Substaniially increase the rate or amount of surface runoffin a manner, which would result
in flooding on- or off-site?

i) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacily of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

iv)  Impede or redirect flood flows?

i)-iv) The proposed project would not substantially alter the drainage pattern of the project site or
area or result in substantial erosion or siltation, As described in the project description, parcels in
the project vicinity are relatively flat. Accordingly, the project does not propose to impact the
drainage of the site and it would not substantially alter the drainage pattern of the site or area nor
will it result in substantial erosion or siltation.

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

As described previously, the proposed project would not substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area. As a result, there would not be any significant risk due to an increase in
the project-related volume of runoff that would result in onsite or off-site flooding.

The proposed project would not be susceptible to inundation by seiche or tsunami. The California
Geological Survey (2009) has projected and mapped the tsunami hazard posed by a tidal wave
that passes through the Golden Gate and into San Francisco Bay, San Pablo Bay and Carquinez
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Strait. As mapped, the tsunami hazard in the North Richmond area is limited to the lowland area
immediately adjacent to San Francisco Bay. The project vicinity is outside of the tsunami
inundation arca. A seiche is a water wave in a standing body of water such as a large lake or
reservoir that is caused by an earthquake, a major landslide, or strong winds. This hazard does
not exist within the North Richmond area as there are no large lakes or reservoirs in tlie area.

e)  Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?
There is not proposed development, so the project would not cause any impacts or obstruct the
implementation of a water quality control plan of groundwater plan.

Sources of Information

California Geological Survey, 2009. Tsunami Inundation Map for Emergency Planning, Richmond
Quadrangle.
Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020. Safety Element

o = RASES

a) Physically divide an established oommumty? i |:| ' d
b} Cause a significant environmental impact due to

conflict with any land use plan, policy, or [ O il 5

Ll

regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

SUMMARY:

@)

B

Waould the project physically divide an established community?

The Housing Authority of the County of Contra Costa has determined that the existing
development is physically obsolete per HUD standards and are pursuing demolition for the health,
safety, and welfare of its residents. Age, use, and declining funding have caused this property to
fall into disrepair. The facilities are considered to be past their useful life. The buildings to be
demolished are considered to be unsafe and are all vacant and boarded up. Demolition of the 49
housing units will create no reason to physically divide the community and it is viewed as a
beneficial impact to the surrounding area.

Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due io conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
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HMpac pact:

The project site is within the ML, Multi-family Residential —low land use designation and zoned
as Planned Unit Development District. The purpose of the project is to demolish housing units
and there is no proposal for any development, including proposal to change the use of the site.

Does the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural communities
conservation pian? (No impact)

As discussed in Section 4.1 above, the East Contra Costa Habitat Conservancy adopted the East
Contra Costa County Habitat Conservation Plan / Natural Community Conservation Plan in May
2007. The HCP/NCCP is the only adopted habitat conservation plan in Contra Costa County, The
North Richmond area is outside of the covered area for the HCP/NCCP, and therefore, the
proposed project would not affect the HCP/NCCP. '

Site visits by County staff, February 13, 2019,
Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020, Land Use Element.
Contra Costa County Code, Title 8, Zoning Ordinance.

a) JResult in the loss of ava11ab111ty'c'>'f.la laown
mineral resource that would be of value to the [l J [] X
region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-

important mineral resource recovery site <
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan Ll [ O X
or other land use plan?
SUMMARY:
a)  Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?
Known mineral resource areas in the County are shown on Figure 8-4 (Mineral Resource Areas)
of the Contra Costa County General Plan Conservation Element. No known mineral resources
have been identified in the project vicinity, and therefore the proposed project would not result in
the loss of availability of any known mineral resource.
b)  Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource

recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
The project site is not within an area of known mineral importance according to the Conservation

Element of the General Plan, and therefore, the project would not impact any mineral resource
recovery site,
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Sources of Information

* Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020, Conservation Element.

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the project in excess of standards o 5 7 ]
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

b} Generation of excessive groundbome vibration

or groundborne noise levels? L] O X L]
¢) For a project located within the vicinity of a

private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,

where such a plan hag not been adopted, within

two miles of a public airport or public use airport, ] | 1 X

would the project expose people residing or

working in the project area to excessive noise

levels?

SUMMARY:

a)  Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Construction/demolition equipment can generate noise level in exceed of 80 decibels, which is
not an acceptable level for sensitive receptors (residential, schools). However, the noise will be
temporary., Demolition will start and end in Summer of 2019 when day hours are longer.
Activities at the project site are not expected to expose persons to, or generate, noise levels in
excess of the Community Noise Exposure Levels shown on Figure 11-6 of the General Plan Noise
Element. Figure 11-6 shows that levels of 75 dB or less are normally acceptable and 80 dB or less
are conditionally acceptable for industrial land uses and for residential areas normally acceptable
level is 60 dB. Table 11-2 of the General Plan Noise Element lists noise levels to be 72 dB as
measured 100 feet from Richmond Parkway.

However, temporary noise that will be generated by the demolition activities may be in excess of
acceptable levels for residential areas. The higher noise level generated are from heavy equipment
(such as pile-driving) used for grading and excavation. The project sponsor has confirmed that
due to the fact that there will be no grading or earth moving activities, there will be no pile-driving
equipment used for this project. With the following mitigations, the noise impacts will be
considered less than significant.

NOI- 1: The following noise reduction measures shall be implemented during project
construction/demolition and shall be included on all construction plans.

1. The applicant shall make a good faith effort to minimize project-related disruptions to
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b)

adjacent properties, and to uses on the site. This shall be communicated to all projecit-
related contractors.

The applicant shall require their contractors and subcontractors to fit all internal
combustion engines with mufflers which are in good condition and shall locate stationary
noise-generating equipment such as air compressors as far away from existing residences
as possible, '

A publicly visible sign shall be posted on the property with the telephone number and
person to contact regarding construction-related complaints. This person shall respond
and take correciive action within 24 hours. The Department of Conservation and
Development phone number shall also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable
regulations.

Large trucks and heavy equipment are subject to the same restrictions that are imposed
on construction activities, except that the hours are limited to 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM.

All construction activities shall be limited to the hours of 8:00 A M. to 5:00 P.M,, Monday
through Friday, and are prohibited on state and federal holidays on the calendar dates
that these holidays are observed by the state or federal government as listed below:

New Year's Day (State and Federal)

Birthday of Martin Luther King, Jr. (State and Federal)

Washington's Birthday (Federal)

Lincoln’s Birthday (State)

President’s Day (State and Federal)

Cesar Chavez Day (State)

Memorial Day (State and Federal)

Independence Day (State and Federal)

Labor Day (State and Federal)

Columbus Day (State and Federal)

Veterans Day (State and Federal)

Thanksgiving Day (Staie and Federal)

Day after Thanksgiving (Siate)

Christmas Day (State and Federal)

Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce the impact from the construction noise
to a less than significant level.

Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
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The proposed project would involve only demolition of the housing units, Project construction
would not include any components (e.g., pile-driving) that would generate excessive ground-
borne vibration levels. '

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The project would cause no impact to people due to the fact that no proposed development is part
of the project.

Sources of Information

Site visits by County staff, February 13, 2019,
Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020. Noise Element.
Contra Costa County, 2000. Contra Costa County dirport Land Use Compatibility Plan.

“a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth
in an area, either directly {e.g., by proposing new

homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., O O O X
through extiension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people
or housing, necessitating the construction of ] O [ [

replacement housing elsewhere?

SUMMARY:

a)

b)

Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly
(e.g., by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or
other infrastructure)?

Since the project involves only demolition, it would not cause any impacts on population growth.

Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

As indicated by the Housing Authority staff, the previous occupants of the housing units have
been relocated to other locations, The project will not trigger any housing replacement because
the units have been vacant for several years. The residents of this housing development has either
been relocated to another affordable unit or to another subsidized housing development.
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Sources of Information

e Site visits by County staff, February 13, 2019.
¢ Contra Costa County General Plan, 2005-2020. Land Use Element.

a) Fire Protection?
b} Police Protection? []
¢} Schools? m
d) Parks? : [] [
¢) Other public facilities? [] L]

00

SUMMARY:

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

a)-e)  Thereis no development proposed for this project beyond demolition of the dilapidated housing
units. As proposed, the project will have no impact on public services. A correspondence
received by Contra Costa County Fire Protection District, dated February 20, 2019, indicates
that the District has no comments on concerns on the proposed project.

a) Would the project increase the usc of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial ] [l T <]
physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or

require the construction or expansion of [ O ]

recreational facilities, which might have an

adverse physical effect on the environment?

SUMMARY:

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

a)-b)

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

As proposed, the project will have no impact on recreation.

W jéc

ay Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or

policy addressing the circulation system,

including fransit, roadway, bicycle, and
pedestrian facilities?

X]

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3(b)?

o O

¢} Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

[+ O i O

1 O O O
>} OO X
0 X

d) Resultin inadequate emergency access?

SUMMARY:

a)

b)

Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

There are no proposed construction, which would include new roadway, sidewalks, or bicycle
lanes, or any element that would neither contribute nor conflict with a plan that addresses these
facilities. As part of the best management practices, the demolition/construction plans would
indicate the preferred route “truck route” for all of the construction/demolition workers to route
construction debris materials in order to avoid local roads. As indicated on a memorandum dated
March 7, 2019, the County Public Works staff has identified the truck route as north of Fred
Jackson Way and west to Richmond Parkway using Parr Blvd. This is the route to be used to the
extent possible to enter and leave the site. It is anticipated that 2-3 trucks per day will be entering
and leaving the site.

Would the project conflict or be inconsisient with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b)?

In response to Senate Bill 743, the OPR is updating the CEQA Guidelines to include new
transportation related evaluation metrics. According to the Updated to CEQA Thresholds of
Significance and Transportation Impact Study Guidelines dated December 28, 2018, VMT
impacts could have a significant effect on the environment if the project would:

-Cause additional VMT per capita, per service population, or other appropriate
efficiency measure;
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d)

-Substantially induce additional automobile travel by increasing physical roadway capacity in
congested areas (i.e. by adding new mixed-flow lanes) or by adding new roadways to the
network; or

-Conflict with a plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the safety of performance of the
circulation system, including transit, roadways, bicycle lanes, and pedestrian paths (except for
automobile level of service or other measures of vehicle delay).

However, new CEQA Guidelines 150604.3 states that the amendments do not take effect until
July 1, 2020 unless the lead agency adopts them earlier. Neither the County, not the CCTA have
adopted VMT thresholds. Accordingly, this analysis have been prepared for informational
purposes only.

Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No part of the project would pose a hazard due to a design feature since no development is
proposed as part of the project.

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
As indicated, the only traffic related to the project would be caused by temporary

construction/demolition truck movements. The trucks would be taking the “truck route” in order
to avoid local residential roads, and it is not expected to impact emergency access.

Sources of Information

Site visits by County staff, February 13, 2019,

Contra Costa Transportation Authority, 2017, Update of the Conira Costa Congestion
Management Program.

Contra Costa County General Plan 2005-2020. Growth Management Element,

Contra Costa County General Plan 2005-2020. Transportation and Circulation Element.
Contra Costa County Off-Street Parking Ordinance.

1dsear I
a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Regisier of Historical Resources, or in a local ] [ X u

register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?
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b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in ] X |:| 1
subdivision (¢) of Public Resources Code Section

302417

SUMMARY:

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that
is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

@)

b)

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)? (No
impact)

The project proposes to demolish all 49 units, where no structure have been identified as a state
or local historical resource. Thus, the proposed project would have no impact on visible tribal
cultural resources,

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
io be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.17 (Less than significant with mitigation)

As discussed previously, the project site is already urbanized and has no discernible
archaeological or paleontological features; however, there is a possibility that buried
archaeological or paleontological resources, or human remains, could be present and accidental
discovery could occur during demolition on the project site, resulting in a potentially significant
impact on tribal cultural resources. As a result, the applicant is required to implement
mitigation measures Cultural Resources 1 and Cultural Resourees 2,

A correspondence dated February 24, 2019 was received from Wilton Rancheria requesting a
copy of any cultural resources assessments that have been completed and any planned
geotechnical testing. County staff contacted the Tribe and clarified that the project will not include
removal of trees, excavation, grading, or any type of earth movement as part of this demolition
project, At the near future, when a development (unknown at this time) is proposed, a new
environmental review will be conducted and the County will provide a copy of any
cultural/archeological studies prepared for this site, including geotechnical documents, On March
14, 2019, the tribe responded that after further review they recommend that mitigation be in place
in the event that any Native American artifacts and/or human remains is uncovered. See attached
correspondence in Exhibit A.
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mpact-

Implementation of mitigation Cul-1 and Cul-2 identified under the Cultural Resources Section
would reduce the impact from accidental discovery to a less than significant level.

Sources of Information
» Site visits by County staff, February 13, 2019,

*  https;//www historicaerials.com/viewer. Richmond, CA (historic aerial photographs).

LT D: EMS = Would:
2) Require or result in the relocation or construction
of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment,
or storm water drainage, eleciric power, natural
gas, or telecommunication facilities, the [ O [ X
construction or relocation of which could canse
significant environmental effects?
b) Have sufficient water supplics available to serve

the project and reasonably foreseeable future [ ] O ]
development during normal, dry, and multiple =
dry years?

¢} Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider, which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve |:| OJ m ]
the project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local ] O a %4
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment
of solid waste reduction goals?

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

SUMMARY:

a)  Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment, or Storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunication facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

b)  Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
Joreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years?

c)  Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

a)c) Since the project does not involve neither the removal or installation of any utilitics, there will be
no impact with the demolition project.
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)

Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the atiainment of solid waste reduction
goals?

The transporting of debris materials, once treated for asbestos/lead, will be transported to an
approved facility and it should not impact the capacity of local infrastructure nor impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals.

Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related fo solid waste?

Once the debris generated with the project activities are collected, they will transported to an
approved facility and in accordance with the County Debris Recovery Ordinance,

Further, construction on the subject site would be subject to the CalGreen Construction and
Demolition Debris Recovery Program administered by the CDD at the time of application for a
building permit. The Debris Recovery Program would reduce the construction debris headed to
the Landfill by diverting materials that can be recycled to appropriate recycling facilities.

As is the case with construction/demolition debris, diversion of the organic waste would reduce
the waste headed to a landfill. Non-organic waste would be hauled by Republic Services to Keller
Canyon, at 901 Bailey Road in Bay Point, located approximately 28 miles to the east of the project
site. Keller Canyon is estimated to be at 15 percent of capacity. Industrial waste from the proposed
project would incrementally add to the operational waste headed to the landfill; however, the
impact of the project-related industrial waste is considered to be less than significant.

The proposed project would comply with applicable federal, state, and local laws related to solid
waste. The project includes industrial land uses that would not result in the generation of
hazardous types of solid waste that would conflict with existing regulations applicable to solid
waste.

http://www.co.contra-costa.ca.us/depart/cd/recycle/, Contra Costa County Waste Reduction

and Recycling.

e

a) .Slubsﬁantiéliy-. 1r;pa1r -én adopted Eniérgency ] N 7 57 [
response plan or emergency avacuation plan? =
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at

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby, expose
project occupants to pollutant concentrations | O O 4
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?

¢} Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or ] 0 7 ]
other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or =
that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts
to the environment?

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

SUMMARY:

Iflocated in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones,
would the project:

@)

b

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

As previously discussed, the project site is an existing industrial/residential area within the
urbanized community of North Richmond, in an area designated as “urban unzoned” by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. The Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection’s Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone Map for Contra Costa County characterizes
this arca as a Non-Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone area. Thus, the site would not have a
significant risk of wildland fire nor would it impact an emergency or evacuation plan. As
discussed under the Transportation Section, the construction/demolition trucks would be required
to follow any existing route truck, rather than a residential local road. Impacts is expected to be
less than significant.

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby, expose
project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?

Since the project does not include any proposed construction, much the less any habitable
structures, there will be no impact,

Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks,

emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment??
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No improvements are proposed to be either removed or installed. The project only includes
demolition of the structures. There will be no impact with the proposed project.

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

The project is entirely disturbed and it does not include ground vegetation, with the except of the
existing trees , which are not proposed for removal. The project will not expose any structures,
downstream flooding of landslides due to the fact that it is a relatively flat property with no
concerns related to slope instability or proposed modifications to the drainage system,

Sources of Information

-Site Visit, February 13, 2019
-CalFire. Contra Costa County MAP

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of
a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal M [ N [
community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
ot animal, or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually  limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are 7 = 7 H
considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other
curtent projecis, and the effects of probable
future projects.)

¢) Does the project have environmental effects,
which will cause substantial adverse effects on ] [:I =4 ]
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

SUMMARY:

@)

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plani or animal community, substantially
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a1

b)

reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

The demolition project will have the potential to cause impacts on the areas of Aesthetics, Air
Quality, Biology, Hazards & Hazardous Materials, Noise, and Cultural/Tribe resources. With the
already identified mitigations measures, the project would cause a less than significant effect on
the environment, special species, and less than significant impacts on major period of California
history or prehistory.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a praject are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects, )

Since the project only involves demolition, and no removal of trees or construction is proposed,
it is not expected to cause a cumulative considerable impact.

¢) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on human

beings, either directly or indirectly?

With the required mitigations, the project will not cause substantial effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly.
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EXHIBIT A
PERTINENT CORRESPONDENCE



SUMMARY OF PROJECT:

The Project is currently a vacant public housing apartment complex located on an
approximately 11.38-acre site. The Project was constructed in 1952 and 1959 and is a public
housing apartment complex. Project improvements consist of 49 apartment buildings,
surface-level asphalt and concrete paving, and landscaping. The 49 buildings include the
following:

» Las Deltas — Phase 1; 6A and 6B; (20 buildings, constructed in 1952)

* Las Deltas — Phase 2; Apartments 526-569, and 576-583; (29 buildings, constructed in
1959)

The proposed project includes demolition of the 49 existing apartment buildings. Disposal
of demolition debris will be done in accordance with local, state, and federal guidelines
governing solid waste. The Housing Authority of the County of Contra Costa has determined
that the existing development is physically obsolete per HUD standards and are pursuing
demolition for the health, safety, and welfare of its residents. Age, use, and declining funding
have caused this property to fall into disrepair. The facilities are considered to be past their
useful life. The buildings to be demolished are considered to be unsafe and are all vacant and
boarded up.

The most identifiable beneficial impacts associated with the demolition of the obsolete
housing. The stepsto be taken to ensure that project demolition is safe, include the preparation
and implementation of a project specific Health and Safety Plan and installation of sediment
erosion/control features in the form of silt fence. Asbestos containing materials and lead
based paint on building components were detected in the buildings to be demolished. These
materials will be removed and disposed of in accordance with professionally prepared
construction specifications and in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations as part
of the planned building demolition activities.

The Department of Conservation and Development will be the lead agency for this project,
and notification of the CEQA determination will be provided to all, as required by law.

Project Sponsor: The Housing Authority of the County of Contra Costa:
Contact: Robert Moore, 925-957-8025.

Lead Agency: Department of Conservation and Development
Contact: Telma B. Moreira 925-674-7783.

Funding Information: HUD Program, Capital Funds Program.




, _State of California » Natural Resources Agency Edmund G. Brown Jr., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Lisa Ann L. Mangat, Director
OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Jufianne Polanco, State Historic Preservation Officer

1725 23rd Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95816-7100
Telephone:; (818) 445.7000 FAX: (916) 445.7053
calshpo.ohp@parks.cagov  www.ohp.parks.ca.gov

July 19, 2018

Refer to HUD_2018_0709_002

Mr. Gabriel Lemus

CDBG Program Manager

Department of Conservation & Development
County of Contra Costa

30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94553

Re:  Demolition/ Disposition of Six Buildings in the Las Deltas Public Housing Development
at 1601 North Jade Street, Richmond, CA

Dear Mr. Ratleff:

The California State Historic Preservation Officer received the consultation submittal for the
above referenced undertaking for our review and comment pursuant to Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800.
The regulations and advisory materials are located at www.achp.gov.

Pursuant to 36 CFR §800.4(d) we do not object to the County of Contra Costa’s finding that no
historic properties will be affected by the proposed demolition and disposition project for six
buildings on the Las Deltas Public Housing development located at 1601 North Jade Street in
Richmond, CA. However, the County may have additional Section 106 responsibilities under
certain circumstances set forth at 36 CFR Part 800. For example, in the event that historic
properties are discovered during implementation of the undertaking your agency is required to
consult further pursuant to §800.13(b). :

We appreciate the County of Contra Costa's consideration of historic properties in the project
planning process. If you have questions please contact Shannhon Lauchner, Historian N, with
the Local Government & Environmental Compliance Unit at (916)445-7013 or by email at

shanngn.Iauchngr@gams.ga.gov .

Sincerely, _

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer




Department of
Conservation and
Development

30 Muir Road
Martinez, CA 94553

Phone:925-674-7882

January 17, 2019

Julianne Polanco

John Kopchik

Contra Director
Costa 5 Arun'z_l Bhat
eputy Director
CO l.I nty Jason Crapo
Deputy Director

Maureen Toms
Deputy Director

Kara Douglas
Assistant Deputy Director

Kelli Zenn
Business Operations Manager

State Historic Preservation Officer
Office of Historic Preservation
1725 23" Street, Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95816

Subject:

Dear Ms. Polanco:

Demolition/Disposition of forty-nine (49) vacant residential buildings
Las Deltas public housing development

1601 North Jade Street

Richmond, CA 94801

The purpose of this letter is to request your views, pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4 (a), on any further
actions required to identify historic properties within the Area of Potential Effect (APE) which
may be affected by this undertaking.

We have included the following exhibits:

1. Site Maps/APE

2. Photographs of the structures

The sites have been visited and it is determined that the APE is limited to the on-site buildings

and does not extend to adjacent properties.

The Las Deltas development is currently a vacant public housing apartment complex located on
an 11.68-acre site. The Project was constructed in 1952 and 1959. Project improvements
consist of 49 apartment buildings, surface-level asphalt and concrete paving, and landscaping.

= Las Deltas — Phase 1; buildings identified as 6A-and 6B; (20 buildings, constructed in 1952)
= Las Deltas — Phase 2; apartments 526-569, and 576-583; (29 buildings, constructed in 1959)




The undertaking is for the demolition/disposition of forty-nine (49) buildings within Contra Costa
County Housing Authority’s Las Deltas public housing development. Please refer to the®
attached map. The structures are vacant and no longer in use. The buildings are being
vandalized and are considered to be uninhabitable and a safety hazard. | have included a copy
of a USGS topographical map, tax map and an aerial photograph as well as photographs of the
property and adjacent properties.

Review of the National Register of Historic Places did not identify the property as a historic
property, and the property is not located within or immediately adjacent to a historic district. The
Northwest Information Center was not contacted due to the project being solely for
demolition/disposition of existing buildings on property that has been previously developed.

Six 6-plex buildings which were part of the development were demolished in 2018 due to safety
concerns. Section 106 consultation for those buildings in July 2018 did not find that the Project
was eligible for listing as a historic property and that the demolition would have no adverse
effect.

Based on this information, it is our conclusion that the APE has no historic resource that may be
affected by this undertaking and we request your concurrence. |f you have any questions,
please contact me at (925) 674 — 7882. Thank you for your fime.

Sincerely,

Gabriel Lemus
CDBG Program Manager
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The undertaking is for the demolition/disposition of forty-nine (49) buildings within Contra Costa
County Housing Authority’s Las Deltas public housing development. Please refer to the
attached map. The structures are vacant and no longer in use. The buildings are being
vandalized and are considered to be uninhabitable and a safety hazard. | have included a copy
of a USGS topographical map, tax map and an aerial photograph as well as photographs of the
property and adjacent properties.

Review of the National Register of Historic Places did not identify the property as a historic
property, and the property is not located within or immediately adjacent to a historic district. The
Northwest Information Center was not contacted due to the project being solely for
demolition/disposition of existing buildings on property that has been previously deveioped.

Six 6-plex buildings which were part of the development were demolished in 2018 dus fo safety
concerns. Section 106 consultation for those buildings in July 2018 did not find that the Project
was eligible for listing as a historic property and that the demolition would have no adverse
effect.

Based on this information, it is our conclusion that the APE has no historic resource that may be
affected by this undertaking and we request your concurrence. If you have any questions,
please contact me at (925) 674 — 7882. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Gabriel Lemus
CDBG Program Manager
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Telma Moreira :
m

From: Jeremy Shannon <jshannon@contracostamosquito.com>

Sent; Monday, February 11, 2019 2:55 PM

To: Telma Moreira

Subject: FM19-0001

Attachments: 1601 North Jade St, North Richmond {(FM19-0001) - CCMVCD.pdf

Good afternoon Telma,

Our Agency Comment Request regarding the demo project located at 1601 North Jade St, North Richmond
(FM19-0001), should be attached to this email. Please don't hesitate to contact me should you need anything
further. Thanks!

Mosquito control matters.

Jeremy Shannon
Vector Control Planner

PR, CEOETA
| Mosewiro

-| BMECTOR
CONTROL
DISTRIGHY

Contra Costa Mosquito & Vector Control District
155 Mason Circle

Concord, CA 94520

925.771.6119 Direct

925.685.0266 Fax

925.685.9301 Main

www.ContraCostaMosquito.com
www.twitter.com/CCMosguito

Featured monthly stories. Helpful information. Your next click should be here: Mosquito Byles Newsletier.

Confiderniiality Notice: This e-mail lransmission, and any documents, files or pravipus e-mail messages altached to if, may contaln confidential
informetion thal Is legally privileged. If you are nol the intended recipient, or person responsible for delivering i to the intended recipient, you are fiereby
nofified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information corideined in or atfached fo this message Is STRICTLY PROMIBITED.
interceplion of e-mail is & crime under fle Hlecironic Gommunications Privacy Adl, 18 UL.S.C. 2510-2821 and 2107-2709. if you have recsivad this
fransmission in error, pleass inmediately notify me by replying o this e-madl or by telephone and destroy the original trensmission and its attachmenis
without reading them or saving them fo disk,




GUN ITRA COSTA COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION
30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94583-4601

Phone: 925-674-7205

Fax: 925-674-7258

s

AGENCY COMMENT REQUEST

We request your comments regarding the attached application currently under review.

Date 2/ 7 [ia

DISTRIBUTION

Internal
X _Building Inspection

___Advance Planning

__Grading Inspection
___Housing Programs
___Telecom Planner
___ALUC Staff . HCP/NCCP Staff
___APC Floodplain Tech ___ County Geologist
Health Services Department

X__Environmental Health 5{_Hazardous Materials
Public Works Department

\_Engineering Services (Full-size + emall x3)
___Traffic

—_ Trans, Planning

| ___Flood Control {Full-size) ___Special Districts
Local . .
neFire District ﬁ@m w2d &Q & ,ﬂ

____ Consvlidated — {(emall} fire@cccfpd.org
_X_Sanitary District WEST (Q (1A S TE iwdvd
B3 AU D

X Water District
_City Of._:,v,i..u — e
___School District(s)
_ LAFCO

. Reclamation District #

;(‘_East Bay Regional Park District

___ Diablo/Discovery Bay/Crockett CSD
__ MACITAC

___improvement/Community Association

¥_CHRIS - Sonoma State
X__CA Fish and Wildlife, Region 3 — Bay Delta
____Native American Tribes

Additional Reciplents

f}ia”nwar wit|

/\.@w&q Umwﬂ:‘o{)

Please submif your comments to; .

Project Planner 7&1% A _boleirta
Phone# 925 14 . 1% £3

E-rmail ded.cecocounty. us
County Flie# F M 19 cee ]

Priorto._Moncln B, Z2olg

kR hW

We have found the following speclal programs apply
to this application:

o

Active Fault Zone (Alquist-Priolo)
Flood Hazard Area, Panel #
_____ 60-dBA Noise Controt

| CAEPA Hazardous Waste Site

*hkk kW

AGENCIES: Please indicate the applicable code
section for any recommendation required by law or
= éidinance. Please send copies of your response to

| the Applicant and Owner.

Comments: None v Below Attached
Employ measures necessary to ensure no creation or

maintenance of a public nuisance as defined hy Cal
Health and Safety Code §2002. Maintaining &
nuisance may lead to abatement by the Conira
Costa Mosquito & Vector Control District and civil
penaities pursuant to Cal H&S code §2060-2067. At
no time should any aspect of the project or property

breed, harbor, or maintain vectors or other nuisances.

Measures may be needed to reduce displacement of

any rodents at demolition site to nearby homes and

businesses.
Print Name_Jeremy Shannon
annern ___2011/2019
gnatur DATE

Agency phone # 025-685-9301

REVIGED OBJOBIZ018. TO PRINT MORE COFIES: GiGurrent FlanningBGPGAPC

Forme\CURRENT FORMSIPLANNINGIApency Gomment Requost.0pc




le lowm A Morelra

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
Department of Conservation & Development
Community Development Division

TO BE COMPLETED BY OWNER OR APPLICANT

OWNER APPLICANT

NaI® 2/ 00/ 1o oy it 0F Condlen (oste (NaMe_ Relbrct  fpore

Address 27 3% £edudiilo SHreesf Address g

City, State/Zlp Momirdjva gz - € A Cly, StatelZlp __ Sezra-e

Phone 25 .7 57 #0245 emall Loy, ore i Conibin Comten, | PRONE = gy email

By signing below, owner agrees to pay all costs, including any By signing below, applicant agrees to pay all costs for processing
accrued Interest, if the applicant does not pay costs. lhousiwg -2 flthis application plus any acorued interest if the costs are not paid
(JCheck here if billings are to be sent to applicant rather than within 30 days of invoicing.

DOV\VJI:;'S Signature Applicant's Signature

CONTACT PERSON {optional) PROJECT DATA

Name  Robpprd  ppore Total Parcs| Size:

Address I N =Y < Ell e Propased Number of Units:

City, State/Zip . Proposed Square Fodtage:

Phone amali Estimated Project Value:

Project description (atiach supplemenia! statement if necessary); Do Lition o1 Lo 4-,(9 wreye

Y
-

The project includes demolition of 49 dilapidated duplexes located within the Las Deltas Public Housing
Development. The project encompasses several parcel numbers and is located immediately south of the
Wildcat Creek Regional Trail, approximately 760 sq. ft. east of Richmond Parkway, 600 sq. ft. west of Fred
i Jackson Way, and 250 sq. ft. north of Chesley Avenue, in the North Richmond area of unincorporated

County.
Ordinance Raf.: TYPE OF FEE ~ FEE | CODE | Assessor's#: Lh:*-f‘} IRy, WDQ‘ A
: b C el [umnontaly logads ;
Area. MoFda 12 | clnhesnen) *Base FeslDeposit $ s- Site Address: M et Y mdfs £ freed
Late Flling Penalty
Fire District (G, .o bt d) | (+50% of above if applicable) 5-066 | Zoning Distriet.  [*- /
Sphere of Influence: #Units x $196.00 8014 Census Trach
Flood Zone; &~ 8q. Ff. x $0.20 Allas Page:
15.00/
Pane! Nuntber: Nofificalion Fee 30,00 s.052 | General Plan; /A [
. Fish & Game Posling ]
x-ref Files: | (if not CEQA exemnt) 75.00 S-048 | Substandard Lot: YES O NOX
Environmental Health Dept. 57.00 5884 Supervisorlal District; L
Other; 1 Recsived by: v'ff: Gran g AR i
Concurrent Files: TOTAL | $ 1 b yrim 1eesf | Date Filed: Zi\CJ e | g
_Receipt | # Fi
: — e #
*Additional fees based on ti d materials will be charged :
ot o "ok Wl Hege FM 19000 /

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
REV 2-2012; G:ACurrent Planning\APCWAPC Forms\CURRENT FORMS\Genarlc APC Application front.doc
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* Telma Moreira

m

From: Cultural Resource Department Inbox <crd@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov>
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 3:07 PM

To: Telma Moreira

Ce: Cultural Resource Department Inbox

Subject: RE: Demolition of 49 Duplexes- North Richmond- Contra Costa County

Thank you for the phone call this morning, I realize that we are early on the process.

So after further review, the only concern that the Tribe has with the above projects is that when ground
disturbance occurs, even in areas of existing or prior development, there is a possibility that Native American
artifacts and/or human remains may be uncovered. Therefore, the Applicant should immediately stop
construction and notify Wilton Rancheria and the appropriate Federal and State Agencies. Such provisions are
stated in the; Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA) [16 USC 469], Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) [25 U.S.C. 3001-30013], Health and Safety Code section 7050.5, and
Public Resources Code section 5097.9 et al.

Thank you,

Ed Silva

Ed Silva

Natural Resources Coordinator

Wilton Rancheria

9728 Kent 5t Elk Grove, Ca 95624

916-683-6000 th013 Office 916-978-5915 Direct Line

From: Telma Moreira <Telma.Moreira@dcd.cccounty.us>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 2:02 PM

To: Ed Silva <esilva@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov>

Cc: Cultural Resource Department Inbox <crd @wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov>
Subject: RE: Demolition of 49 Dupiexes- North Richmond- Contra Costa County

Thank you Mr. Silva for your comments. Would you be available for me to discuss this project with you? | have a
question and a clarification about the project.

From: Ed Silva <esilva@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov>
Sent: Sunday, February 24, 2019 1:21 PM

To: Telma Moreira <Telma.Moreira@dcd.cccounty.us>
Cc: Cultural Resource Department Inbox <crd@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov>
Subject: Demolition of 49 Duplexes




Thank you for your letter dated February 7, 2019 regarding the proposed project. Wilton Rancheria (“Tribe™) is
a federally-recognized Tribe as listed in the Federal Register, Vol. 74, No. 132, p. 33468-33469, as “Wilton
Rancheria of Wilton, California”. The Tribe’s Service Delivery Area (“SDA”) as listed in the Federal Register,
Vol. 78, No. 176, p. 55731, is Sacramento County. However, the Tribe’s ancestral territory spans from
Sacramento County to portions of the surrounding Counties. The Tribe is concerned about projects and
undertakings that have potential to impact resources that are of cultural and environmental significance to the
tribe.

After review of your letter we have determined the project lies within the Tribe’s ancestral territory. We
appreciate the opportunity to comment on this and any other projects within the Tribe’s ancestral territory that
may be in your jurisdiction.

The Environmental Resources Department would like to receive any cultural resources assessments or other
assessments that have been completed on all or part of the project’s area of potential effect (APE), and area
surrounding the APE including, but not limited to:
1. The results of any record search that may have been conducted at an Information Center of the
California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, but not limited to:
= A listing of any and all known cultural resources have already been recorded on or
adjacent to the APE;
= Copies of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may have been
provided by the Information Center as part of the records search response;
= If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE
or area surrounding the APE. ‘
» Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate or high probability that unrecorded
cultural resources are located in the potential APE or area surrounding the APE; and
= If a field investigation survey is recommended by the Information Center to determine
whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.
+ The Tribe shall be present at any field investigation surveys conducted on the
Applicants behalf.
2. The results of any archacological inventory survey that was conducted, including:
= Any reports that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested mitigation
measures.
» Any reports or inventories found under the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act.
4+  All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be
made available for public disclosure in accordance with Government Code Section
6254.10. All Wilton Rancheria correspondences shall be kept under this confidential
section and only shared between the Tribe and lead agency.
3. The results of any Sacred Lands File (SLF) check conducted through Native American Heritage
Commission. The request form can be found at hitp://www.nghc.ca.gov/slf_request.html. USGS 7.5-
minute quadrangle name, township, range, and section required for the search.
4.  Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the potential APE or
areas surrounding the APE; and
5.  Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the potential APE or areas surrounding the
APE.

+ The Tribe shall be notified before any geotechnical testing is planned.
Geotechnical testing has potential to impact Tribal Cultural Resources and should be part
of this consultation. ‘



The information gathered will provide us with a better understanding of the project and will allow the Tribe to
compare your records with our database.

Please contact Ed Silva, Natural Resources Coordinator via email at esilva@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov if you
have any further questions or concerns.

Ed Silva

Natural Resources Coordinator

Wilton Rancheria

9728 Kent St Elk Grove, Ca 95624

916-683-6000 x|20‘13 Office 916-978-5915 Direct Line




Teima Moreira

%

From; Schiess, Todd <tschi@cccfpd.org>
Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2019 9:14 AM
To: Telma Moreira

Cc: : rmore@contracostahousing.org
Subject: N. Jade St. File # FM19-0001
Attachments: 1601 N JADE ST-PLN-P-2019-00704.pdf
Telma,

The plans for the above location have been reviewed and my comments are attached.

Todd )( 5

S

Todd Séhiess

Fire inspector | @\'
Contra Costa County Fire Protection District

4005 Port Chicago Highway, Suite 250

Concord, CA 94520

(925) 941-3300-ext, 1542-desk

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission may contain privileged and/or confidential information only for use by

the intended recipients. Unless you are the addressee (or authorized to receive messages for the addressee), yon may not use, copy, disclose,
or distribute this message (or any information contained in or attached to it) to anyone. You may be subject to civil action and/or eriminal

penalties for violation of this restriction, If you received (his transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail or by telephone
and delete the transmission. Thank you




DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION
30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94553-4601

Phone: 925-874-7205

Fax: 925-674-7258

kg

AGENCY COMMENT REQUEST

We request your comments regarding the attached application currently under review.

Date /'Z/’{ /14

_ DISTRIBUTION
Internal
X, Building Inspection —_Crading Inspection

~—.Advange Planning

—_Trans, Planning —_Telecom Planner

—ALUC Staff ___HCPINCCP Staif

—APG Floodplain Tech ____County Geologist

galth Services De, ignt

X._Environmental Health X Hazardous Materials

Public ! Deparme

X,_Engineering Services (Full-size + email x3)

. Traffic

| —Flood Controf (Full-size) ___ Special Districts

| Logal .

v_Fire District _ Comp oty Lots [
e CENSONABLE - {smail) fré@otctbd.org

X_Sanitary District_WEST (D 1,45 TE Lo/

X Water District____ £ (% M D

| —Cityof___. .

. Schioo! Disteici(s)

e HAFCO

| —_Reclamation District #

| ¥ Eas! Bay Regionsl Park District

—_Piablo/Discovery Bay/Crockett CSD

. MAGITAC

—_Improvement/Community Association

X _CC Mosquito & Vector Control Dist {emaill)

X_.CHRIS - Sonoma State

- X__CA Fish and Wildllie, Region 3 ~ Bay Delta

.. Native American Tribes Pl,mm Er Wil

Aditional Recipients roned Vi omead

___Housing Programs

— e
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Project Planner {éi% A bagtera
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County File #_#~ /i e f
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We have found the following special programs apply
to this application:

—~ Active Fault Zorie (Alquist-Priolo)
«_ Flood Hazard Area, Panel #
—_ 60-dBA Noise Control

s CA EPA Hazardous Waste Site

LES N R

AGENCIES: Please indicale the applicable code
section for any recommendation required by law or
 didinance. Please sénd coples of your response to
the Applicant and Owner,
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Telma  jacrera

_ CONTRA.-COSTA COUNTY
Department of Conservation & Development
Community Development Division

TO BE COMPLETED BY OWNER OR APPLICANT

OWNER APPLICANT

Name /7 p0/ yon vy Budndbidy 08 Condlon (osten [ Name  Rol o et Megre
Address 2, 3% fodudillo Sreet | Address: S elrnng:

Clty, State/Zip fagebdinn £.2 - € A Clty, State/zlp Scine .
Phone 6126 _ 7 &9 £0.25 emall Ry ore g contbin costen | Phone Faane _ mal

By signing below, owner agrees to pay all costs, including any By signing below, applicant agrees 1o pay all costs for processing
accrued intarest, if the applicant does not pay costs. b»\a-u.sm‘g -0 lL this application plus-any dcerued inferest if the costs are not paid

CICheck here if billings #re to be sent fo applicant rather than within 30 days of involcing.
g\‘:.rn::r's Signature _ i { Applicant's Signature:
CONTACT PERSON (optional) ' . PROJEGT DATA
Namo  Rebosird fuoore | Total Parca) Size;

_Address _ Sl o logid Proposed Number of Units:
City, State/Zp - Proposed Sauare Footags:
Phone email _ — Estimated Project Value;

| Projact description (attach supplemental statement if negessary): [y ' - 5

A
"é’ bostnm Lot etie Vo 0 ey g

The project includes demolition of 49 dilapidated duplexes located within the Las Deltas Public Housing
Development. The project encompasses several parcel numbers and is located immediately south of the
Wildcat Creek Regional Trail, approximately 760 sq. ft. east of Richmond Parkway, 600 sq. ft. west of Fred
Jackson Way, and 250 sq. ft. north of Chesley Avenue, in the North Richmond area of unincorporated

County.
Ordinance Ref. | TYPEOFFEE FEE | CODE [ Assessorst: 406, 21p 0o, of oA
_ ‘ b C el [unon aly loaw ' ' g
Area: 4okt R4 elasony, ) "Base Fee/Deposit & 18 Site Address: M orth Yooy S-dpeet
| Late Filing Penalty , .
Firg Districh o0 /) f,ﬁ.ﬂ’“ﬂ, | (+50% of above if applicable) §-066 | Zoning District: P!
Sphere of Influence: Hunits ____x $196.00 i Jggiq | ConsusTrack
Fiood Zone: _ A/ _ Sg. Ft. x $0.20 | | MasPage:
5 15.007 , T
Panel Number. _| Notification Fee | 30.00 $-052___[ Genetal Plan: /A £,
Figh & Game Posting o
xeref Files: _ _ {1 niot CEQA exeriiof) 17500 | S-048 | Substandardlot YES O3 NOMD
Environmental Heaith Dept, | 57,00 5664 __ | Supervisorial District: .
Ottier; o Recalved by: 17 g, o forgore en |
Concurrent Files: _ TOTAL | § 1o by ,N,mag 4 | Date Filed: 2,‘&/ 20l Y
Receipt | # File #
e - e - ile# ;
*Addilional fees based on time and materials wil be charged | ' ' -/
f taff costs exoeod base fao, ar,l e e e F/ V?_ / ?“ 000 /

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
REV 2-2012; :\Current PlanningtAPCVAPC Forms\CURRENT FORMS\Genaric ARPC Application front.dac




Telma Moreira

M

From: Northwest Information Center <nwic@sonoma.edu>

Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 2:44 PM

To: Telma Moreira

Subject: Results for NWIC Fife # 18-1539 FM19-0001, Housing Authority of Contra Costa, Robert
Moore

Attachments: 18-1539 results.pdf

Please find attached our response letter for the above referenced project. Unless you need a hard copy of
our recommendations, distribution will be by email only.

Please let us know if you have any questions and we look forward to working with you in the future.

Jillian Guldenbrein

NWIC Staff

Northwest Information Center

Sonoma State University

150 Professional Center Drive, Suite E, Rohnert Park, CA 94928
T: (707) 588-8455

nwic@sonoma.edu

www.sohoma.edu/nwic




‘ rih f t
CALIFORNIA ALAMEDA HUMBOLDT ~ 5AN FRANCISCO Northwest Information Center
COLUSA LAKE SAN MATEO Sonoma State University
Historical e cosTA i SANTACLATA 150 Professional Center Drive, Suite E
). DAL NORTRE MENDOCING  SANTA CRUZ Rohnert Park, California '94928-3609
RESOURCES MONTEREY  SOLANO Tel: 707.588.8455
. NAPA SONOMA L
INFORMATION SAN BENITC  YOLO nwic@sonoma.edu .
SYSTEM http:/fwww.sonoma.edufwic
February 19, 2019 File No.: 18-1539

Telma Moreira, Project Planner

Contra Costa County

Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division

30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94553-4601

re; FM15-0001, Housing Authority of Contra Costa, Robert Moore

Dear Telma Moreira,

Records at this office were reviewed to determine if this project couid adversely affect cultural resources.
Pilease note that use of the term cultural resources includes both archaeological sites and historical buildings
and/or structures. The review for possible historic-era bullding/structures, however, was limited to

references currently in our office and should not be considered comprehensive.

Project Description: The project includes demolition of 49 dilapidated duplexes located within the Las Deltas
Public Housing Development. The project encompasses several parcel numbers and is located immediately
south of the Wildcat Creek Regional Trail, approximately 760 sq. ft. east of Richmond Parkway, 600 sq. ft. west
of Fred Jackson Way, and 250 sq. ft. north of Chesley Avenue, in the North Richmond area of unincorporated
County.

Previous Studies:

XX_ Study #12036 (Banett and Busby 1990), covering approximately 5% of the proposed project area, identified
no cultural resources (see recommendation below).

Archaeological and Native American Resources Recommendations:

XX_Based on an evaluation of the environmental setting and features associates with known sites, Native
American resources in this part of Contra Costa County have been found along the general margin of San
Pablo Bay and its associated wetlands, near sources of water {including perennial and intermittent springs
and streams), and near the interface between the valleys and adjacent uplands. The proposed project area
is located along the edge of the historic San Pablo Bayshore margins immediately south of Wild Cat Creek.
Given the potential for buried archaeological material, there is a moderately high potential for unrecorded
Native American resources in the proposed project area.

Due to the passage of time since the previous survey (Banett and Bushy 1990) and the changes in
archaeological theory and method since that time, we recommend a qualified archaeologist conduct
further archival and field study for the entire project area to identify cultural resources. Field study may
include, but is not limited to, hand auger sampling, shovel test units, or geoarchaeological analyses as well




as other common methods used to identify the presence of buried archaeological resources. Please refer
to the list of consultants who meet the Secretary of Interior's Standards at hitp://www.chrisinfo.org.

XX_ We recommend the lead agency contact the local Native American tribe(s) regarding traditional, cultural,
and religious heritage values. For a complete listing of tribes in the vicinity of the project, please contact
the Native American Heritage Commission at 916/373-3710.

Built Environment Recommendations:

_XX_ Since the Office of Historic Preservation has determined that any building or structure 45 years or older
may be of historical value, if the project area contains such properties, it is recommended that prior to
commencement of project activities, a qualified professional familiar with the architecture and history of
Contra Costa County conduct a formal CEQA evaluation.

Due to processing delays and other factors, not all of the historical resource reports and resource records that
have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via this records search. Additional
information may be available through the federal, state, and local agencies that produced or paid for historical
resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native American tribes have historical resource
information nat in the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Inventory, and you should
contact the California Native American Heritage Commission for information on Ioc_al/regional tribal contacts.

The California Office of Historic Preservation {OHP) contracts with the California Historical Resources
Information System’s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers {ICs) to maintain information in the CHRIS inventory
and make it available to local, state, and federal agencies, cultural resource professionals, Native American
tribes, researchers, and the public. Recommendations made by IC coordinators or their staff regarding the
interpretation and application of this information are advisory only. Such recommendations do not necessarily
represent the evaluation or opinion of the State Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the OHP’s
regulatory authority under federal and state law,

For your reference, a list of qualified professionals in California that meet the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards can be found at http://www.chrisinfo.arg. If archaeological resources are encountered during the
project, work in the immediate vicinity of the finds should be halted until a qualified archaeologist has evaluated
the'situation. If you have any questions please give us a call (707) 588-8455.

Sincerely,
NUdiin Rt dng__+

lillian Guldenbrein
Researcher

cc: Housing Authority of Contra Costa
Attention: Robert Moore

3133 Estudillo Street
Martinez, CA 94553



as other common methods used to identify the presence of buried archaeological resources. Please refer
to the list of consultants who meet the Secretary of Interior’s Standards at hitp://www.chrisinfo.org.

XX We recommend the lead agency contact the local Native American tribe(s) regarding traditional, cultural,
and religlous heritage values. For a complete listing of tribes in the vicnity of the project, please contact
the Native American Heritage Commission at 916/373-3710.

Built Environment Recommendations:

_XX_ Since the Office of Historic Preservation has determined that any building or structure 45 years or older
may be of historical value, if the project area contains such properties, it is recommended that prior to
commencement of project activities, a qualified professional familiar with the architecture and history of
Contra Costa County conduct a formal CEQA evaluation.

Due to processing delays and other factors, not all of the historical resource reports and resource records that
have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via this records search. Additional
information may be available through the federal, state, and local agencies that produced or paid for historical
resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native American tribes have historical resource
information not in the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Inventory, and you should
contact the California Native American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts.

The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) contracts with the California Historical Resources
Information System’s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers (ICs) to maintain Information in the CHRIS inventory
and make it available to local, state, and federal agencies, cultural resource professionals, Native American
tribes, researchers, and the public. Recommendations made by IC coordinators or their staff regarding the
interpretation and application of this information are advisory only. Such recommendations do not necessarily
represent the evaluation or opinion of the State Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the ORP’s
regulatory authority under federal and state law.

For your reference, a list of qualified professionals in California that meet the Secretary of the Interior’s

Standards can be found at http://www.chrisinfo.org. If archaeological resources are encountered during the
project, work in the immediate vicinity of the finds should be halted until a quaiified archaeologist has evaluated

the'situation. If you have any questions please give us a call (707) 588-8455,

Sincerely,
Jillian Guldenbrein
Researcher

cc: Housing Authority of Contra Costa
Attention: Robert Moore

3133 Estudillo Street
Martinez, CA 94553




Telma Moreira

From: Kara Schuh <kara.schuh@pw.cccounty.us>
Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 9:02 AM

To: Telma Moreira

Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque; Randolf Sanders; Monish Sen
Subject: FM19-0001 - Truck route

Hi Telma,

| discussed what the most appropriate truck route would be for trucks entering and leaving the site for FM19-0001 with
Monish in Traffic following our conversation yesterday. The most appropriate truck route from the site would be north
on Fred Jackson Way and west to Richmond Parkway using Parr Blvd and obviously the reverse of that to get to the site.

Monish pointed out that because the truck traffic is originating from a project in the residential area itself, it's probably
not as big of an issue as with other projects, since the primary community concern is cut-through traffic and this is not
by definition cut-through traffic. Regardless, | don’t think there is any harm in indicating they should use designated
truck routes to the extent possible.

Let me know if anything is unclear.
Thanks,

Kara Schuh-Garibay

Civil Engineer

Contra Costa County Public Works
Engineering Services

(925) 313-2179




Telma Moreira
. - ...~ -~ ]

From: Jererny Shannon <jshannon@contracostamosquito.coms>

Sent: Monday, February 11, 2019 2:55 PM

To: Telma Moreira

Subject; FM19-0001

Attachments: 1601 Neorth Jade St, North Richmond (FM19-0001) - CCMVCD.pdf

Good afternoon Telma,

Our Agency Comment Request regarding the demo project located at 1601 North Jade St, North Richmond
(FM19-0001), should be attached to this email. Please don't hesitate to contact me should you need anything
further. Thanks!

Muosquito control matters.

Jeremy Shannon
Vector Control Planner

LIRS COBTA
& .| Mosauno
TR SVECTOR

; CONTROL

DIETNRION

Contra Costa Mosguito & Vector Contrel District
155 Mason Circle

Concord, CA 94520

925.771.6112 Direct

925.685.0266 Fax

925.685.9301 Main

www.ContraCostaMosguito.com
www twitter.com/CCMosguito

Featured monthly stories. Helpful infermation. Your next click should be here: Mosquito Bytes Newsletter,

Confidentfality Notice; This e-mail transmission, and any docurmenis, files or previous e-meil messages altached to ff, may corlain confidential
information that s legalfly privileged. If you are not the intendad recipient, or person responsible for defivering it to the infended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the informaltion contained in or atfached to this message is STRICTLY PROKIBITED.
interception of e-mail is & crime under the Elactronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 1L.5.C., 2610-2521 and 2107-2708. If yvou have recsived this
Aransmission in error, please immediately nofffy me Ly replying fo this e-mall or by telephone and deslray the original rensmission and s gtlachments
without reading them ar saving ther to disk.




LUNTIRA CLUS A COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION
30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94563-4601

Phone: 926-674-7208

Fax: 925-874-7258

W

W

i

AGENCY COMMENT REQUEST

We request your comments regarding the atfached application currently under review.

Date 2/ ’Zf/%?

DISTRIBUTION
| Internal

X_Building Inspection
—__Advance Planning
— Trans. Planning

...Grading Inspection
—__Housing Programs
. Telecom Planner
. ALUC Staff ___HCP/MNCCP Staff
~APC Floodplain Tech ___County Geologist

Heaith Services Department

x‘_Ereronméntal Heslth ¢ Hazardous Materials
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X_Enginesring Services (Full-size + email x3)
—__Traffic

—Flood Control {Full-size) ___ Special Districts
WZ__Fire District __ (e o b Jots |

Consolidated — (email) fire@cccfpd.org

¢_Water District EGmun
—Cityof___o ...
——.School District(s)
-_LAFCO
—_Reclamation District #

¥__East Bay Regional Park District
—_Diablo/Discovery Bay/Crockett CSD
___MACITAC
—_Improvement/Community Association

£ X:OOMaskie & Vertor Controf Dist {émail)
Others/Non-local

| X_CHRIS - Sonoma State

X_CA Fish and Wildlife, Region 3 - Bay Delta
___Native American Tribes Piam wer it

Additional Reclplents S VI

FTV

Please submit your comments to: .

Project Pianner, 7:21% A baoreéra
Phone# 925 &4 . TG £z

E-mail : ded.cecounty.us
County File#t /M 19. wee ]

Prior to MCM{L\?/\ A 2eiq
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We have found the following special programs apply
to this application:

P )

Active Fault Zone (Alquist-Priolo)
Flood Hazard Area, Panel #
. 60-dBA Noise Control

CA EPA Hazardous Waste Site

L N

AGENCIES: Please indicate the applicable code
section for any recommendation required by law or

X_Sanitary District WEST CO A S TE ivdt &l

F ofdinance. Please send coples of your response to
the Applicant and Owner.

Comments: __ None \/ Betow Attached
Employ measures necessary to ensure no creation or
maintenance of a public nuisance as defined by Cal
Health and Safety Code §2002, Maintaining a
nuisance may lead to abatement by the Contra

Costa Mosquito & Vector Control District and civil
penalties pursuant to Cal H&S code §2060-2067. At
no time should any aspect of the project or property

breed, harbor, or maintain vectors or other huisances,
Measures may be needed to reduce displacement of

any rodents at demolition site to nearby homes and

businesses.

Print Name_dJeremy Shannon
N 2T

ghature/
Agency phone # 925-685-9301
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Telma Moreira

- L ik
To: rhatch@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov; esilva@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov
Subject: Demolition of Las Deltas Public Housing- FM19-0001
Attachments: SPCD_30_2_C19020716130.pdf, FM19-0001 pkt.pdf

Please find attached consultation letter and attached project description/map/photos.

Thank you, and have a great rest of week.

Telma B, Moraira

PRINCIPAL PLANNER

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

Department of Conservation and Development
30 Muir Rd. Martinez, CA 94553

Direct: 925-674-7783

Main: 925-674-7205
telma.moreira@ded.cocounty.us

LA




Tefma Moreira

m

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc
Subject:

Ed Silva <esilva@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov>
Sunday, February 24, 2019 1.21 PM

Telma Moreira

Cultural Resource Department Inbox
Demolition of 49 Duplexes

Thank you for your letter dated February 7, 2019 regarding the proposed project. Wilton Rancheria (“Tribe™) is
a federally-recognized Tribe as listed in the Federal Register, Vol. 74, No. 132, p. 33468-33469, as “Wilton
Rancheria of Wilton, California”, The Tribe’s Service Delivery Area (“SDA”) as listed in the Federal Register,
Vol. 78, No. 176, p. 55731, is Sacramento County, However, the Tribe’s ancestral territory spans from
Sacramento County to portions of the surrounding Counties. The Tribe is concerned about projects and
undertakings that have potential to impact resources that are of cultural and environmental significance to the

tribe,

After review of your letter we have determined the project lies within the Tribe’s ancestral territory. We
appreciate the opportunity to comment on this and any other projects within the Tribe’s ancestral territory that
may be in your jurisdiction.

The Environmental Resources Department would like to receive any cultural resources assessments or other
assessments that have been completed on all or part of the project’s area of potential effect (APE), and area
surrounding the APE including, but not limited to:
1. The results of any record search that may have been conducted at an Information Center of the
* California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, but not limited to;

* A listing of any and all known cultural resources have already been recorded on or
adjacent to the APE;
= Copies of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may have been
provided by the Information Center as part of the records search response;
» If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE
or area surrounding the APE,
* Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate or high probability that unrecorded
cultural resources are located in the potential APE or area surrounding the APE; and
* If a field investigation survey is recommended by the Information Center to determine
whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.
+ The Tribe shall be present at any field investigation surveys conducted on the
Applicants behalf.

2. The results of any archaeological inventory survey that was conducted, including:

* Any reports that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested mitigation
Measures.,
* Any reports or inventories found under the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act.
+ All information regarding site locations, Native Ametican human remains, and
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be
made available for public disclosure in accordance with Government Code Section
6254.10. All Wilton Rancheria correspondences shall be kept under this confidential
section and only shared between the Tribe and lead agency.




3. The results of any Sacred Lands File (SLF) check conducted through Native American Herifage .
Commission. The request form can be found at http://www.nahc.ca.gov/slf request.html. USGS 7.5- |
minute quadrangle name, township, range, and section required for the search, ‘
4.  Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the potential APE or

areas surrounding the APE; and

5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the potential APE or arcas surrounding the

APE.

+ The Tribe shall be notified before any geotechnical testing is planned.
Geotechnical testing has potential to impact Tribal Cultural Resources and should be part

of this consultation.

The information gathered will provide us with a better understanding of the project and will allow the Tribe to
compare your records with our database.

Please contact Ed Silva, Natural Resources Coordinator via email at esilva@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov if you
have any further questions or concerns. :

Ed Silva

Natural Resources Coordinator

Wilton Rancheria

9728 Kent St Eik Grove, Ca 95624

916-683-6000 .x12013 Office 916-978-5915 Direct Line




3. The results of any Sacred Lands File (SLF) check conducted through Native American Heritage

" Commission. The request form can be found at http://www.nahc.ca.gov/sIf request.html, USGS 7.5-
minute quadrangle name, township, range, and section required for the search.
4. Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the potential APE or

areas surrounding the APE; and _
5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the potential APE or areas surrounding the

APE, _
+ The Tribe shall be notified before any geotechnical testing is planned.
Geotechnical testing has potential to impact Tribal Cultural Resources and should be part

of this consultation.

The information gathered will provide us with a better understanding of the project and will allow the Tribe to
compare your records with our database.

Please contact Ed Silva, Natural Resources Coordinator via email at esilva@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov if you
have any further questions or concerns. .

Ed Silva

Natural Resources Coordinator

Wilton Rancheria

9728 Kent 5t Elk Grove, Ca 95624

916-683-6000 thlS Office 916-978-5915 Direct Line




Telma Moreira

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

Hi Teima and Jocelyn,

Teri Rie <teri.rie@pw.cccounty.us>

Thursday, February 28, 2019 2:46 PM

Jocelyn LaRocque; Telma Moreira

North Richmond demolition along Wildcat Creek - Agency Comment Request packet
for FM19-0001

FM19-0001 pkt.pdf

The houses along Warren Drive are next to the Flood Control District’s fee title property along Wildcat Creek. As part of
the demolition permit, could we get the housing authority to trim and/or remove the tree branches that are unhealthy
or hazardous on their properties along Warren Road. in addition, could you require them to install erosion control
measures and other BMP’s to prevent the demalition debris from being washed onto our property. If power-washing is
required for clean-up, the runoff off should be discharged in a manner to prevent contaminated runoff and should not
be discharged toward the creek. Please let me know if you have any questions. Thanks

Teri Rie
Flood Control
925-313-2363

From: Jocelyn LaRocque

Sent: Tuesday, February 12, 2019 2:28 PM

To: Teri Rie

Subject: FW: Agency Comment Request packet for FM15-0001

Teri,

| briefly spoke to Telma and DCD would also like Flood Control’s comments on this project to demolish existing building
in the North Richmond area. Attached is the application packet.

—~ (906./}(11

Joceiyn A. Bolibol LaRocque
Senior Civil Engineer
Engineering Services Division
{925) 313-2315

From: Sandra McCann [mailtc:Sandra.McCann@ded.cccounty.us]
Sent: Thursday, February 7, 2019 2:59 PM
To: fire@cccfpd.org; jshannon@contracostamosquito.com; Jocelyn LaRocque; Randolf Sanders; Simone Saleh

Cc: Telma Moreira

Subject: Agency Comment Request packet for FM19-0001

Sandy McCann

Department of Conservation and Development

30 Muir Road
Martinez, CA 94553

sandra.mccann@dcd.cccounty.us
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Field Sketch
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3 Excluded six-plex buildings

Project Number:
132461.18R000-003.129

Project Name:

Las Deltas Public Housing - 49
Duplexes

Not drawn to scale. The north arrow indicator
is an approximation of 0° North.

On-Site Date:
October 23, 2018




LAS DELTAS PUBLIC HOUSING - 49 DUPLEXES
1601 NORTH JADE STREET

NORTH RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA 94801 EMG PROJECT NO: 132461.18R000-003.129
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LAS DELTAS PUBLIC HOUSING - 49 DUPLEXES
1601 NORTH JADE STREET

NORTH RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA 94801 EMG PROJECT NO: 132461.18R000-003.129

SN STREET VIEW

SN /L DING INTERIOR | PSRN 54 THROOM

www.EMGcorp.com p 800.733.0660 lemg '



LAS DELTAS PUBLIC HOUSING — 49 DUPLEXES
1601 NORTH JADE STREET

NORTH RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA 94801 EMG PROJECT NO: 132461.18R000-003.129
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LAS DELTAS PUBLIC HOUSING - 49 DUPLEXES
1601 NORTH JADE STREET

NORTH RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA 94801 EMG PROJECT NO: 132461.18R000-003.129
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LAS DELTAS PUBLIC HOUSING — 49 DUPLEXES
1601 NORTH JADE STREET

NORTH RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA 94801 EMG PROJECT NO: 132461.18R000-003.129
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USGS Topographic Quadrangle:
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=== Project Boundary

Date: 2012

The north arrow indicator is an approximation of 0°
North.

Project Number:
132461.18R000-003.129

Project Name:
Las Deltas Public Housing - 49 Duplexes

On-Site Date:
October 23, 2018
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The north arrow indicator is an approximation of 0°
North.
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HISTORICAL TOPOGRAPHIC MAP

Source:

USGS
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The north arrow indicator is an approximation of
0° North.
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