JOINT MEETING OF THE
MILPITAS CITY COUNCIL,
T ‘7 HOUSING AUTHORITY, AND
e,
MUNICIPAL FINANCING AUTHORITY

For assistance in the following languages, you may call:
Déi vai Viét Nam, goi 408-586-3122
Para sa Tagalog, tumawag sa 408-586-3051
Para espafiol, llame 408-586-3232

AGENDA

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 15, 2019
COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 455 E. CALAVERAS BLVD., MILPITAS, CA
6:00 PM (CLOSED SESSION)
7:00 PM (PUBLIC BUSINESS)

CALL MEETING TO ORDER by Mayor and ROLL CALL by City Clerk

ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1)

County Sanitation District 2-3, West Valley Sanitation District, Burbank Sanitary District,
Cupertino Sanitary District, and City of Milpitas v. City of San Jose, City of Santa Clara
Santa Clara County Superior Court Case No. 18CV325480

CLOSED SESSION ANNOUNCEMENT: Report on action taken in Closed Session, if required per Government Code
Section 54957.1, including the vote or abstention of each member present

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

INVOCATION

PUBLIC FORUM

Those in the audience are invited to address City Council on any subject not on tonight’s agenda. Speakers must come to
the podium, state their name and city of residence for the Clerk’s record, and limit spoken remarks to three minutes. As an
item not listed on the agenda, no response is required from City staff or the Council and no action can be taken. Council
may instruct the City Manager to place the item on a future meeting agenda.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

ANNOUNCEMENT OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
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CONSENT CALENDAR

Consent calendar items are considered to be routine and will be considered for adoption by one motion. There will be no
separate discussion of these items unless a City Councilmember, member of the audience or staff requests the Council to
remove an item from (or be added to) the consent calendar. Any person desiring to speak on any item on the consent
calendar should ask to have that item removed from the consent calendar. If removed, this item will be discussed in the
order in which it appears on the agenda.

Cl.

c2.

Receive City Council Calendars of Meetings for October and November 2019 (Staff Contact:
Mary Lavelle 408-586-3001)

Approve City Council Meeting Minutes of September 24, October 1 and October 4, 2019 (Staff
Contact: Mary Lavelle, 408-586-3001)

Recommendation: Approve City Council meeting minutes for special meetings on September 24 and
October 4, and a regular meeting on October 1, 2019.

Approve Findings of Exception to the Requirements of the Affordable Housing Ordinance

to allow Payment of Fees In Lieu of reserving six affordable units on the project site to be
included in the previously adopted Resolution approving a Site Development Permit,
Conditional Use Permit, Vesting Tentative Map, and Environmental Assessment to develop a 40-
unit residential condominium building, up to 49 feet in height (4 stories) at 2001 Tarob Court
(Staff Contact: Ned Thomas, Planning Director, 408-586-3073)

Recommendation: Approve Findings of Exception to the requirements of the Affordable Housing
Ordinance to allow payment of fees in lieu of reserving six affordable units on the project site to be
included in the previously adopted Resolution approving Site Development Permit (SD18-0014),
Conditional Use Permit (UP19-0009), Vesting Tentative Map (MT18-0004), and Environmental
Assessment (EA19-0002) to allow development of a 40-unit residential condominium building, up to 49
feet in height (four stories), with parking for up to 74 vehicles, on a 1.22-acre site at 2001 Tarob Court.

Adopt a Resolution Granting Acceptance of Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Curb Ramp
Transition Projects No. 4283 and No. 4287, and Grant Authorization to Director of Engineering/
City Engineer to file a Notice of Completion (Staff Contact: Steve Erickson, 408-586-3301)

Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution Granting acceptance of the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) Curb Ramp Transition Projects No. 4283 and No. 4287 and grant authorization to Director of
Engineering/City Engineer to file a Notice of Completion.

Approve and Authorize the City Manager to Execute a Measure B Funding Agreement between
the City and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority for 2016 Measure B State Route 237
Near Term Improvements Project (Staff Contact: Steve Erickson, 408-586-3301)

Recommendation: Approve and authorize the City Manager to execute a funding agreement between
the City of Milpitas and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) for 2016 Measure B State
Route 237 Near Term Improvements Project.

Approve Revision to the City’s Travel and Expense Reimbursement Policy Standard Operating
Procedure (SOP) No. 6-1 (Staff Contact: Walter C. Rossmann, 408-586-3111)

Recommendation: Approve the revision of the travel policy (SOP No. 06-01) regarding reimbursement
of expenses for elected officials to be consistent with Article 2.3 Section 53232.2 of the California
Government Code.
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Authorize the City Manager to Execute the Agreement with OpenGov, Inc. for a Five-Year
Contact Amount Not to Exceed $410,450 for the Purchase of Budget Performance Software
(Staff Contact: Walter C. Rossmann, 408-586-3111)

Recommendation: Authorize the City Manager to execute the agreement with OpenGov, Inc. for a Five-
Year contract amount not to exceed $410,450 for the purchase of budget performance software and
consolidation of “Management Reporting” and “Open Town Hall” Software already owned by the City.

Approve the Milpitas Arts Commission Work Plan for Fiscal Year 2019-20 (Staff Contact: Tegan
McLane, 408-586-3212)

Recommendation: Approve the proposed Arts Commission Fiscal Year 2019-20 Work Plan.

Approve the Library and Education Advisory Commission Work Plan for Fiscal Year 2019-20
(Staff Contact: John Macon, 408-586-3226)

Recommendation: Approve the proposed Library and Education Advisory Commission Fiscal Year
2019-20 Work Plan.

Approve the Senior Advisory Commission Work Plan for Fiscal Year 2019-20 (Staff Contact:
John Macon, 408-586-3226)

Recommendation: Approve the proposed Senior Advisory Commission Fiscal Year 2019-20 Work
Plan.

Consider Mayor’'s Recommendation for Appointment of Casey McNeil as the Technology and
Trade Representative to the Economic Development and Trade Commission (Contact: Mayor
Tran, 408-586-3029)

Recommendation: Receive Mayor Tran’s recommendation and move to newly appoint Casey McNeil as
the Technology and Trade Representative to the Economic Development and Trade Commission to a
currently vacant term that expires in April 2020.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

12.

Conduct a Public Hearing and Adopt Resolution Approving an Amendment to Planned Unit
Development No. 45 (Spinnaker Pointe Apartments) to amend the Conditions of Approval
Allowing a Change in Roof Materials for All Building, including Carports, on 9.24 acre site at 231
Dixon Landing Road (Staff Contact: Avery Stark, 408-586-3288)

Recommendations:

1. Open the public hearing and receive public comment.

2. Move to close the public hearing.

3. Adopt a Resolution approving an amendment (PA19-0001) to Planned Unit Development No. 45
(Spinnaker Pointe Apartments) to amend the conditions of approval allowing a change in roof
materials for all buildings, including carports, on a 9.24-acre site at 231 Dixon Landing Road.

Conduct a Public Hearing and Introduce Ordinance No. 38.837 Amending Milpitas Municipal
Code Title XI, Chapter 10, Sections 2, 4, 5, 7, and 56 Relating to Assembly and other Non-
industrial Uses in the M2 Heavy Industrial Zoning District (Staff Contact: Rozalynne Thompson,
Senior Planner, 408-586-3278)
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Recommendations:

1. Conduct a public hearing and move to close the hearing following comments.

2. City Attorney shall read aloud title of Ordinance No. 38.837.

3. Move to waive the first reading beyond the title and introduce Ordinance No. 38.837 Amending
Milpitas Municipal Code Section 2 (“Definitions”), Subsection 4.02 (“Residential Use Regulations),
Subsection 5.02 (“Commercial Use Regulations), Subsection 7.02 (“Industrial Use Regulations”),
Subsection 7.04 (“Industrial Zone Special Development and Performance Standards”), and
Subsection 56.04 (“Nonconforming Use of Land”).

14, Conduct a Public Hearing, Consider Adopting an Urgency Ordinance, or Consider Introducing
Amended Ordinance No. 302 relating to a Rent Review Program and Tenant Protections (Staff
Contact: Sharon Goei, 408-586-3260)

Recommendations:
1. Open the public hearing; hear testimony, then move to close the public hearing.

2. Adopt Urgency Ordinance enacted pursuant to California Government Code Section 36937 to add
Chapters 2 and 3 to Title XII of the Milpitas Municipal Code relating to the adoption of a rent review
program and tenant protections;

or,

3. Following the City Attorney’s reading of the title, move to waive the first reading beyond the title and
introduce amended Ordinance No. 302 to add Chapters 2 and 3 to Title Xl of the Milpitas Municipal
Code relating to the adoption of a rent review program and tenant protections.

15. Conduct a Public Hearing, Consider Adopting Urgency Ordinance No. 303, or Consider
Introducing an Ordinance relating to Just Cause Eviction Protection for Tenants (Staff Contact:
Sharon Goei, 408-586-3260)

Recommendations:

1. Open the public hearing; hear testimony, then move to close the public hearing.

2. Adopt Urgency Ordinance No. 303 enacted pursuant to California Government Code Section 36937
to add Chapter 4 to Title Xl of the Milpitas Municipal Code relating to just cause eviction protection
for tenants;

or,

3. Following the City Attorney’s reading of the title, move to waive the first reading beyond the title and
introduce a regular Ordinance to add Chapter 4 to Title XIl of the Milpitas Municipal Code relating to
just cause eviction protection for tenants.

LEADERSHIP AND SUPPORT SERVICES Items related to Milpitas Municipal Financing Authority

16. Adopt a Resolution of the Board of the Milpitas Municipal Financing Authority Approving a Debt
Management Policy (Staff Contact: Walter C. Rossmann, 408-586-3111)

Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution of the Board of the Milpitas Municipal Financing Authority
approving a Debt Management Policy, consistent with the policy previously approved by the City and its
related entities.
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17. Adopt Resolutions Authorizing the Sale and Issuance of tax-exempt Wastewater Revenue
Bonds and Authorize Interim City Manager to Execute Contract with Jones Hall, A Professional
Law Corporation (Staff Contact: Walter C. Rossmann, 408-586-3111)

Recommendations:

1. Adopt resolutions of the City Council of the City of Milpitas and the Milpitas Municipal Financing
Authority authorizing and directing the City Manager, Assistant City Manager or Director of Finance
to execute the sale and issuance of 2019 Wastewater Revenue Bonds with an estimated aggregate
principal amount of not-to-exceed $36 million to finance the acquisition, construction and/or
improvement of capital improvements to the Wastewater System.

2. Authorize the Interim City Manager to execute a contract with Jones Hall, A Professional Law
Corporation, for Bond Counsel Services.

18. Adopt Resolutions Authorizing the Sale and Issuance of tax-exempt Water Revenue Bonds and
Authorize the Interim City Manager to Execute a Contract with Jones Hall, A Professional Law
Corporation (Staff Contact: Walter C. Rossmann, 408-586-3111)

Recommendations:

1. Adopt resolutions of the City Council and the Milpitas Municipal Financing Authority authorizing and
directing the City Manager, Assistant City Manager or Director of Finance to execute the sale and
issuance of 2019 Water Revenue Bonds with an estimated aggregate principal amount not to
exceed $21.0 million to finance the acquisition, construction and/or improvement of capital
improvements to the Water System.

2. Authorize the Interim City Manager to execute a contract with Jones Hall, A Professional Law
Corporation, for Bond Counsel Services.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

19. Adopt a Resolution authorizing the creation of a Pilot Rent Relief Program, Approve Related
Budget Amendment, and prepare and execute a Professional Services Agreement with Silicon
Valley Independent Living Center (Staff Contact: Sharon Goei, 408-586-3260)

Recommendations:

1. Adopt a Resolution authorizing the creation of a Pilot Rent Relief Program.

2. Approve a Budget Amendment to appropriate $100,000 from the Affordable Housing Fund to the
FY 2019-20 Housing Operating Budget for Silicon Valley Independent Living Center (SVILC) to
implement the Pilot Rent Relief Program.

3. Authorize the City Manager to prepare and execute a one-year Professional Services Agreement
with Silicon Valley Independent Living Center to manage the Milpitas Pilot Rent Relief Program.

20. Consider Adoption of a Housing Authority Resolution Approving and Adopting Bylaws of the
City of Milpitas Housing Authority, and Consider Election of Officers for the City of Milpitas
Housing Authority (Contacts: Councilmembers Nufiez and Montano, 408-586-3000)

Recommendations:

1. Adopt a Housing Authority Resolution approving and adopting the Bylaws for the City of Milpitas
Housing Authority.

2. Following adoption of the Bylaws, elect a Chairperson, Vice Chairperson and Secretary of the
Housing Authority by a vote of the Housing Authority Board of Commissioners.

NEXT AGENDA PREVIEW
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21. Receive Preview Agenda List for the Next Regular City Council Meeting Scheduled for
November 5, 2019 (Staff Contact: Mary Lavelle, 408-586-3001)

ADJOURNMENT

NEXT REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Tuesday, November 5, 2019

KNOW YOUR RIGHTS UNDER THE OPEN GOVERNMENT ORDINANCE

Government’s duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public.
Commissions and other agencies of the City exist to conduct the people’s business. This ordinance
assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and the City operations are open to the

people’s review.
For more information on your rights under the Open Government Ordinance or to report a violation,
contact the City Attorney’s office at Milpitas City Hall, 455 E. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 95035
e-mail: cdiaz@ci.milpitas.ca.gov / Phone: 408-586-3040

The Open Government Ordinance is codified in the Milpitas Municipal Code as Title | Chapter 310 and is
available online at the City’s website www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov by selecting the Milpitas Municipal Code link.

Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the City Council after initial distribution of the
agenda packet are available for public inspection at the City Clerk’s office at Milpitas City Hall, 3rd floor
455 E. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas and on City website. City Council agendas and related materials can be

viewed online: www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/government/council/agenda_minutes.asp (select meeting date)

APPLY TO SERVE ON A CITY COMMISSION

Commission application forms are available online at www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov or at Milpitas City Hall.
Contact the City Clerk’s office at 408-586-3003 for more information.

If you need assistance, per the Americans with Disabilities Act, for any City of Milpitas public meeting,
please call the City Clerk at 408-586-3001 or send an e-mail to mlavelle@ci.milpitas.ca.gov prior to the
meeting. You may request a larger font agenda or arrange for mobility assistance. For hearing assistance,
headsets are available in the City Council Chambers for all meetings.
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Milpitas City Council Calendar
October 2019

7:00 PM-Special Arts
Commission (CM)

6:00 PM-Filipino Flag Raising
Ceremony @ Cesar Chavez
Plaza

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday | Saturday
1 2 3 4 5
12:00 PM-Mayors’ Roundtable | 10:00 AM to 2:00 PM — National 5:30 PM-Milpitas Chamber of 11:00 AM-Manufacturing
— hosted by Biocom (RT) Coffee with a Cop Day (Town Center | Commerce Board (CM) Day @ Flex, etc.
6:00 PM-Closed Session Starbucks) 5:30 PM-Santa Clara VTA Board of 10:00 AM-Special City
7:00 PM-City Council 1:00 PM-Santa Clara VTA - Directors (RT) Council retreat @ Crowne
Northeast Group (San Jose) (RT) Plaza Hotel
5:30 PM-Veterans Commission (RT)
7:00 PM-Community Advisory
Commission (BN)
6 7 8 9 10 11 12
7:00 PM-Parks, 3:00 PM-City Council Housing | 4:30 PM-Special Silicon Valley Clean | 4:00 PM-Treatment Plant Advisory *2:00-PM-Citr-Cotneil
Recreation & Cultural Subcommittee (BN/CM) Energy Board of Directors (CM) Committee (CM) Finanece-Subeommittee
Resources Commission 5:30 PM-City Council Study 6:00 PM-Special Planning 4:00 PM-Santa Clara VTA Policy RHEM)
(AP) Session @Senior Center Commission (Committee Room) Advisory Committee (KD) 6:00 PM-Fall Family
7:00 PM-Silicon Valley Clean Energy | 7:00 PM-Youth Advisory Commission Night @ Civic Center
Board of Directors (CM) (AP) Plaza
7:00 PM-Planning Commission 7:00 PM-Cities Assoc of SCC (CM)

13 14 15 16 17 18 19

9:30 AM- I-680 Sunol 6:00 PM-Closed Session 6:00 PM-Energy and Environmental 11:30 AM-South Bay Odor 2:00 PM-VTA Safety,
Express Lane JPA (RT) 7:00 PM-City Council Sustainability Commission (BN) Stakeholders Group Security, Transit PIng &
4:30 PM-Economic Ops Committee (RT)
Development & Trade

Commission (KD) League of California Cities Long Beach, CA
(KD, BN, CM, AP)

20 21 22 23 24 25 26
7:00 PM-Science, 1:30 PM-Senior Advisory 9:30 AM-Community Development 11:30 AM-Employees’ Recognition ?:00-City Council Rules 10:00 AM-
Technology &Innovation | Commission (AP) Block Grant Workshop #2 Luncheon Subcommittee (RT/KD) Pumpkins in the
Commission (BN) 12:00 PM-Santa Clara Valley Water 12:00 PM-VTA Capital Program Park @ Cardoza

Commission (CM) Committee Meeting (RT) Park
5:30 PM-SCC Recycling & Waste 1:30 PM-Santa Clara County Library
Reduction Commission (San Jose) Joint Powers Authority Board (CM)
(AP) 4:30 PM-Chamber of Commerce
7:00 PM-Planning Commission Board with consultant Strategic
Economics
5:30 PM-Economic Development
Strategy Community Outreach wkshp
27 28 29 30 31

Updated 10/10/2019

*Finance Subcommittee will meet only as needed




October 2019
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Milpitas City Council Calendar
November 2019

Updated 10/10/2019

3 4 5 6 7 8 9
7:00 PM-Parks, Recreation & 3:00 PM-City Council Housing 1:00 PM-Santa Clara VTA 5:30 PM-Santa Clara VTA Board of 4:30 PM-City Council
Cultural Resources Commission Subcommittee (BN/CM) Monthly Northeast Group (RT) Directors (RT) Finance Subcommittee
(AP) ?:00 PM-Closed Session 7:00 PM-Community Advisory 5:30 PM-Milpitas Chamber of (RT/CM)
7:00 PM-City Council Commission (BN) Commerce Board (CM) ?:00-City Council Rules
Subcommittee (RT/KD)
10 11 12 13 14 15 16
7:00 PM-Planning Commission 4:00 PM-Santa Clara VTA Policy 2:00 PM-VTA Safety, 11:30 AM-
Tentative 7:00 PM-Silicon Valley Clean Advisory Committee (KD) Security, Transit Ping & Ops | Veterans
?:00 PM-City Council Study Energy Board of Directors (CM) 4:00 PM-Treatment Plant Advisory | Committee (RT) Appreciation
Session (Cupertino) Committee (CM) (San Jose) Luncheon
7:00 PM-Cities Assoc of SCC (CM) (Auditorium)
7:00 PM-Youth Advisory
City Hall Closed in Commission (AP)
Observance of Veterans Day
17 18 19 20 21 22 23
4:30 PM-Economic Development | 3:00 PM-City Council Housing 6:00 PM-Energy and 1:00 PM-Terrace Gardens Board of | ?:00-City Council Rules
and Trade Commission (KD) Subcommittee (BN/CM) Environmental Sustainability Directors (BN) Subcommittee (RT/KD)
7:00 PM-Science, Technology, ?:00 PM-Closed Session Commission (BN) 6:30 PM-Bay Area Water Supply
and Innovation Commission (BN) | 7:00 PM-City Council Conserv Agency (CM) (Oak Room -
7:00 PM-Library and Education San Mateo Main Library)
Commission (CM) @Library 7:00 PM-Public Safety and
Emergency Preparedness
Commission (KD)
24 25 26 27 28 29 30
7:00 PM-Arts Commission (CM)
City Hall Closed for Thanksgiving Holiday
*Finance Subcommittee will meet only as needed
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Draft MEETING MINUTES
CITY OF MILPITAS

Minutes of: Special Meeting of Milpitas City Council Housing
Subcommittee and Milpitas City Council

Date: Tuesday, September 24, 2019

Time: 6:00 PM

Location: Barbara Lee Senior Center, Denny Weisgerber Room,

40 N. Milpitas Blvd., Milpitas

CALL TO ORDER
SPECIAL MEETING

PUBLIC FORUM

ANNOUNCEMENT

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

AGENDA ITEM

Milpitas City Council Minutes

Councilmember Nufiez called the special joint meeting to order at 6:00 PM. City Clerk Mary
Lavelle called the roll. All present said the pledge of allegiance to the flag.

PRESENT: Mayor Tran, Vice Mayor Dominguez, Councilmembers Montano, Nufiez and Phan
ABSENT: None

Attorney Ethan Walsh from the firm of BB&K was present serving as City Attorney for this
meeting.

Rob Means, resident, spoke about Personal Rapid Transit and climate emergency.

Voltaire Montemayor, resident, said the City Council was too busy. Maybe they needed two more
members of the Council by election. There was a negative impact because members were so busy.

Councilmember Nufiez said the Council could look into that idea.

Allysson McDonald, resident, spoke of a rally she attended in Fremont last week, including the
City Council there. That City may require having solar panels in all new construction porjects.
Consider banning gas in all new buildings to meet climate challenges in Milpitas.
Councilmember Nufiez asked if staff would come back with a status report on Reach Codes, and

items related to what the speaker raised. Building Safety & Housing Director Sharon Goei noted
there would be stakehoplder outeach meetings coming up.

City Attorney Ethan Walsh introduced himself and asked if Councilmembers had any conflicts of
interest on the agenda items and all replied none.

Motion: to approve the meeting agenda, as submitted

Motion/Second: Councilmember Montano/Councilmember Nufiez
Motion carried by a vote of: AYES: 5
NOES: 0

Ms. Goei addressed the City Council, referring to Assembly Bill 1482 adopted by the California
State Assembly, expected to be signed by the Governor. She also noted the Council’s introduction
of Ordinance No. 302 on September 17, regarding rent review. She displayed the “Approach”
overhead slide with a table conveying side by side information comparing those two documents.

Attorney Mr. Walsh stated that if the City Council required substantive changes to the introduced
ordinance, they would need to consider another ordinance to be introduced in a future meeting.




Councilmember Nufiez asked if the ordinance could be brought to City Council on October 1.
The Attorney replied no due to noticing requirements. He stated that if a newer ordinance based
on changes discussed was needed, it would need to go to City Council on October 15.

Housing Administrator Robert Musallam next reviewed with more information in detail the chart
on display for the City Council. He highlighted points for discussion with the Council. A third
column was available to fill in with comments or direction from the Council.

Councilmember Montano wanted to keep the 7% threshold for maximum rent increases, as
proposed in the City rent review ordinance. This was in reference to the highest rent increase to
allow landlords to raise on tenants in one year.

Vice Mayor Dominguez thanked the members of the Subcommittee. She wanted to understand
further the percentage thresholds (annual rent increase amounts), as that was confusing.

Councilmember Nufiez responded that the numbers that the Housing Subcommittee had were
discussed and proposed, prior to adoption of state legislation AB 1482. He commented on the
varying CPI number, which changed, as in the state legislation of the rent cap at 5% + CPI (up to
10% maximum). He wanted to adopt locally what was in the state law. Other factors — such as
fees — affected what landlords might charge renters, when the rent cap did go into effect.

Councilmember Montano wanted to know what the average CPI was over the past few years. Staff
responded that information could be obtained and provided later. She wanted to establish the 7%
rent increase as the threshold to allow for rent review.

Vice Mayor Dominguez was considering if perhaps the amount should be 5%, not 7%.

Next discussed was the topic of Just Cause Eviction regulation. Some allowance to regulate it was
included in AB1482, while the City could adopt stronger language on this issue. In Milpitas,
single family homes were exempt from rent control in AB1482, while they were included in the
rent review ordinance proposed for Council action.

Councilmember Phan sought definition of the types of housing that were exempt, including who
was the owner (corporation or individual). Staff responded with the definition in the legislation.

Councilmember Montano said to just mirror the state bill, after the discussion above.

Vice Mayor Dominguez did not want the community to be confused on this issue. Clarify what the
City would do versus adopted legislation. She was okay with “mirroring” what would be in the
local ordinance compared to state law. There was no registry of single family homes, so it would
be hard to keep track of those rent increases. Provide the most protection that the Council could.

Councilmember Nufiez asked what was the responsibility of the proposed Rent Review Board. Mr.
Musallam explained the last step in the review of proposed rent increase, where tenants would go
to Project Sentinel to have a rent review board hearing, after other steps were followed.

Councilmember Phan asked what the criteria was for being on the Rent Review Board. Staff
responded that had not yet been discussed in detail. In the ordinance, it states that those applying
must have a demonstrated interest in this area, for appointment to the board. Applicants submit to
the Housing Subcommittee through to the Mayor for appointment.

Vice Mayor Dominguez inquired regarding the just cause language: in AB1482 there were time
requirements for residence minimums, before the tenant had rights under just cause eviction. 12 —
24 months was confirmed by City Attorney.

Ms. Dominguez commented that if someone went to Project Sentinel presently who lived in an
apartment, the person could not get any protections since the City did not have a just cause law.
She wanted to have local law mirror the new state law on just cause eviction rules. And, she
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wanted an urgency ordinance to be adopted on October 15 to be effective right away, ahead of the
January 1, 2020 implementation of the new state law.

Councilmember Montano asked about the “Fremont model.” Staff responded City of Fremont
would limit rent increases to 5% per year, without reference to CPI. On the just cause issue, if
mirroring the state law, it would include Just Cause protection.

Councilmember Phan sought consistency throughout regulation, if the City went to mirror locally
what was in the state bill. City must clearly define any exceptions in the law, with any exemptions
noted specifically. Also, there should be an education component, so people understood what was
to be effective right away, not on January 1.

Councilmember Nufiez agreed there needed to be a clear notification program for renters. He
asked if the Public Information Officer would conduct a community outreach effort.

Councilmember Montano asked who was overseeing Project Sentinel. Mr. Musallam responded
that City Housing staff would do so, as was happening currently.

Mayor Tran welcomed the community at this meeting. He agreed with what he heard so far and
inquired about “subsidized housing.” He wanted to include residents at rental units in subsidized
housing, if possible, in the local law. Mayor asked if there were any scenarios for residents in
subsidized housing who were at risk, if not included in the rent review ordinance. Staff responded
with information from the report in Fremont and said yes. Mr. Tran wanted to include those
residents in the local law.

Councilmember Montano commented that those with Section 8 vouchers were already getting
assistance from the federal government. She did not want to include subsidized housing, therefore,
in the local protections.

The Vice Mayor — reading from a Harvard study from 2018 - noted that evictions mostly hurt low
income, single mothers, who were in Section 8 units. Councilmember Phan agreed with the Mayor
and Vice Mayor on including subsidized units.

Councilmember Phan wanted the local law to sunset at the same expiration time as AB1482. City
Attorney Mr. Walsh noted that was how he would approach writing the ordinance.

Mayor Tran then called for speakers from the audience, limited to one minute.

Speakers:
Ana Naranjo, spoke in Spanish, stating tenants needed assistance now, not in November or

January.

Alejandro Naranjo, spoke in Spanish, asking for help from City Council. Rents kept increasing
and residents needed help. Kids were depressed.

William Au from Sunnyhills Apartments Tenants Association need assistance with rent

Sandy Perry referred to a letter sent by the Law Foundation to the City Council, with three things
requested, to cover as many people as possible.

Loreto Dimaandal, a retiree in Milpitas, asked if City Council cared, why did it keep putting off
the issue. The Council should pass an emergency ordinance right now. She was a volunteer
community organizer to help the renters.

Aboubacar Ndiave said he’d sent a letter to City Council noting that majority of multi-family
housing was owned by large corporate landlords who don’t live in Milpitas.
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Allysson McDonald, resident and homeowner, was pleased that Council was considering the
ordinances at this meeting. She was glad that Councilmember Montano agreed that lower than 7%
should be a threshold.

Veronica Salce, resident, expressed feelings that her family had been through, after an experience
of getting evicted. The City needed ordinance now for just cause.

A girl, Diana Pricindo, resident of Milpitas, stated that families had suffered.

Michael Dittmer, resident, spoke of the need for rent control and what had occurred in Mountain
View. He urged the City Council not to simply copy/paste what was in AB1842. He quoted from
that legislation.

Voltaire Montemayor, resident, said the City would take it. He mentioned 5%-7% and rent
review board. He spoke of kind hearts, landlords, home owners, developers and all would help.

Cristina, Sunnyhills Apartments resident spoke in Spanish, had heard from neighbors that they
don’t ask for help repairing their apartments, so they won’t get evicted. If they had to move out,
apartment rent would go up higher. They felt harassment.

Matthew Warren, of the Western Center on Law & Poverty, said AB 1482 was very important but
that there were huge gaps. He was glad the City Council was considering a just cause ordinance,
and to increase amounts provided to tenants.

Rob Means, resident, agreed with the Mayor to include subsidized housing. Also, Council should
look at foreign ownership of single family residences. He asked regarding the AB1482 rule on
rent increase threshold of 5% + CPI, if it would allow a decrease when CIP goes down if it was
negative (rather than increased).

Councilmember Nufiez said it was clear what they were looking for on October 1 including an
urgency ordinance only for a short period of time.

City Attorney Walsh mentioned the 10 days requirement for noticing the (public hearing at City
Council) meeting for any urgency Ordinance. It would take effect on October 15. Mr. Nufiez
responded that he agreed that was what the Subcommittee was asking for. He asked for the
Council meeting on October 1: to look at including subsidized housing, to have facts the City of
Fremont considered, to match AB1482 in a city ordinance.

Mr. Walsh replied to the City Council that if it was substantially changing the ordinance that was
introduced at the last City Council meeting, it would come back on October 15. If substantive
changes to any ordinance were made to one that was already introduced, the ordinance would need
to be newly introduced and could be adopted two weeks later.

Councilmember Nufiez noticed the bill had lots of dates and some parts were retroactive. He asked
if the local law include sections like that. City Attorney replied, possibly. Mr. Nufiez felt they
could include other things in the ordinance then if working on it going forward.

Councilmember Nufiez asked the City Attorney to confirm dates for an urgency ordinance and for
the regular ordinance(s) for the upcoming regular Council meeting on October 15. Items to look
at were: the numbers of who owned rental units, owners who were individuals versus
corporations, consideration at applying law retroactively, as state law has done — all of this to
provide relief to those who really did need it.

Vice Mayor Dominguez inquired about the loophole in AB1482 that a tenant must be in their
home for twelve months minimum to be protected by just cause eviction section. She wanted to
know how to address that locally. Staff Robert Musallam responded that if a tenant was covered
by a one year lease agreement, the tenant would be covered (with just cause protection) while that
was not true for those with month-to-month rentals.
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Councilmember Nufiez felt a need for more information to return back to the Housing
Subcommittee, with answers to questions raised at this meeting. Maybe find out information from
those who testified in Sacramento. Answer as much as possible before the October 15 City
Council meeting.

Mayor Tran spoke of family members, extended family, being landlords. It was hard to distinguish
corporate ownership and foreign ownership of rental property in Milpitas. That was a big piece of
the real estate market in the Bay Area.

Ethan Walsh said that a City urgency ordinance for just cause eviction only would cover from that
date (when adopted) to January 1, 2020 and staff could bring that forward on October 15. Then a
separate regular ordinance for a rent review program would also be considered. He pointed out
that 4/5 vote of the City Council was required to adopt any urgency ordinance.

Vice Mayor Dominguez addressed dates for action by City Council. She asked if she could
introduce a memo at the Rules Committee and get it on the October 1 City Council meeting
agenda. Mr. Walsh replied no, due to noticing requirement (for a public hearing notice 10 days
prior to a meeting).

Councilmember Nufiez would be glad if the urgency ordinance was adopted and effective on
October 15, since it would help residents. He was glad that the full City Council was present for
this discussion. It was a worthy effort to have a one topic, one focus meeting this evening.

ADJOURNMENT Councilmember Nufiez adjourned the joint Housing Subcommittee and City Council special
meeting at 8:11 pm.

Meeting minutes respectfully drafted and submitted by
Mary Lavelle, City Clerk
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Draft MEETING MINUTES
CITY OF MILPITAS

Minutes of: Regular Meeting of the Milpitas City Council
Date: Tuesday, October 1, 2019
Time: 6:00 PM Closed Session
7:00 PM Open Session
Location: Council Chambers, Milpitas City Hall,

455 East Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas

CALL TO ORDER Mayor Tran called the meeting to order at 6:01 PM. City Clerk Mary Lavelle called the roll.
PRESENT: Mayor Tran, Vice Mayor Dominguez and Councilmembers Nufiez

ABSENT: Councilmember Phan was absent at roll call and arrived at 6:02 PM. Councilmember
Montano arrived for the Open Session at 7:00 PM.

CLOSED SESSION City Council convened in Closed Session to discuss two matters listed on the agenda, b and c.
Item (a) on the agenda was not considered.

City Council convened at the dais for the Open Session regular agenda at 7:02 PM.

ANNOUNCEMENT City Attorney Chris Diaz stated out of Closed Session there was no reportable action.
PLEDGE Boy Scouts Troop No. 92 presented the flags and led the pledge of allegiance.
INVOCATION Mayor Tran offered his own prayer to start the meeting.

PRESENTATIONS Mayor Tran proclaimed the following:

Proclaimed October at National Hispanic Heritage Month
Proclaimed October as National Bullying Prevention Month
Proclaimed Fire Prevention Week for the week of October 6 — 12, 2019

PUBLIC FORUM Allysson McDonald, resident, noticed that other cities declared climate emergencies. Milpitas’
Climate Action Plan was due to be updated so she asked to add the climate emergency onto a City
Council agenda.

Rob Means, 1421 Yellowstone resident, wanted speaking time limits of at least two minutes, not
one, as changed recently by the Mayor. He mentioned a letter from Advanced Transit Association
sent to the Council.

Michelle, a resident, thanked the City Council for the work they do. She thanked members for the
improvement on noise behind her house. She wanted a Just Cause Eviction ordinance on October
15 and asked for decisions based on what people were asking for, not on political agendas.

Tom Valore, resident, spoke of Terrace Gardens Apartments. He said those apartments were
rented to low income and extremely low income seniors in the community. He was puzzled at the
logic that the City Council took to take funds away from that place to give to others (in reference
to Community Development Block Grant funds).

Joseph Weinstein, resident, spoke of the new community newspaper owned by local residents. He
asked the City Manager to move all advertising to the new paper and website, to support this local
homegrown media business.
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ANNOUNCEMENTS

ANNOUNCEMENT OF
CONFLICT OF INTEREST
AND CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

CONSENT CALENDAR

C1. Council Calendars
C2. Meeting Minutes

C3. Resolution — office
supplies
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Voltaire Montemayor, resident, said he spoke Spanish. He offered peace and love to all, with
regard to the bullying proclamation.

Jackie Romero, a resident, wore a t-shirt displaying “History Has Eyes on You.” She thanked
Council for their work and decisions. She asked to move agneda item no. 12 (regarding theater
program) up to be heard earlier, since kids were present and had school the next day.

Mayor Tran said on October 25 all Milpitas High School alumnae would gather for a celebration
over 50 years of both high schools.

Councilmember Montano reported out from the first Transportation Subcommittee meeting held
the previous week. In January, a new law would require carpool lanes with three people in the car.
Bi-monthly Subcommittee meetings would be scheduled. She noted that a hotline for potholes
would be established.

Building Safety & Housing Director Sharon Goei provided an update on Sunnyhills Apartments.
Ms. Goei read a statement on work done with the owner of the apartments complex, along with
County of Santa Clara agencies and an affordable housing developer, following several meetings
held over the past year. She listed timelines of recent and anticipated actions on development plans
for the site.

City Attorney Diaz asked Councilmembers if they had any personal conflicts of interest or
reportable campaign contributions. By roll call, none were reported.

Motion: to approve the meeting agenda, as submitted, with item no. 10 (public hearing
regarding Planning determination) continued

Councilmember Nufiez asked about the location of item No. 12 on the agenda, and staff said it was
going to be heard following the scheduled public hearings.

Motion/Second: Councilmember Nufiez/Councilmember Montano
Motion carried by a vote of: AYES: 5
NOES: 0

Motion: to approve the consent calendar including agenda items no. C1 — C9

Councilmember Nufiez inquired regarding item no. C5 (SAFER grant), on the staffing component
and funding firefighters up front. He asked if the City would fund those positions after the grant
expired. Fire Chief Sherrard replied yes, those positions were included in the budget forecast for
future years.

Motion/Second: Councilmember Nufiez/Councilmember Montano
Motion carried by a vote of: AYES: 5
NOES: 0

Received City Council calendar for October 2019.
Approved City Council meeting minutes of September 17, 2019.

Adopted Resolution No. 8910 authorizing the City Manager to execute an Agreement with
Staples Contract & Commercial LLC for office supplies through a Sourcewell Cooperative
Procurement Agreement for a 60-months (5-year) combined maximum amount of $725,000 and
authorizing the Purchasing Agent to exercise option years 1 through 4, without further action by
City Council, except annual appropriation of funds.
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C4. Resolution — SB2 grant

C5. 2 Resolutions

C6. Service Agreement

C7. Energy and Water savings
(ESCO)

C8. Fee Waiver

C9. Financial Status
PUBLIC HEARINGS

10. Public Hearing - appeal

11. TASP TADIF Fees
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Adopted Resolution No. 8911 authorizing the City Manager to submit an application for
$310,000 in non-competitive grant funding, provided under the California Building Homes and
Jobs Act (Senate Bill 2), and to execute the grant agreement and all related documents required
to secure the grant, subject to approval by the City Attorney.

1) Adopted Resolution No. 8912 accepting the Department of Homeland Security (FEMA)
SAFER grant of $2,336,284 awarded to City of Milpitas, and direct staff to proceed with
hiring of six new firefighters no later than the start of the period of performance for the grant
which is March 11, 2020.

2) Adopted Resolution No. 8913 amending the Classification Plan to authorize adding 6 Full
Time Equivalent (FTE) Firefighter Paramedic positions to City’s Authorized Positions List.

3) Approved related budget amendment to transfer $161,127 from Non-departmental Operating
Budget to the Fire Department Operating Budget to cover the City’s cost for FY 2019-20.

Approved an Agreement with Odyssey Power Corporation for preventive generator maintenance
and repair services, for an amount not to exceed $49,350 in the first year and a total amount not
to exceed $341,182 over the five-year period, subject to annual appropriation of funds.

1) Received report on Request for Proposal for Energy and Water Savings performance contract
to identify, engineer, install, commission, and maintain Energy Conservation Measures on
City facilities and land; and

2) Approved and authorize the Interim City Manager to execute a Professional Service
Agreement with Engie Services U.S. Inc. for the purpose of conducting an investment grade
audit on City facilities and land in the maximum amount of $150,000.

Received a Fee Waiver request from Sunnyhills Neighborhood Association and moved to waive
fees of $1,112.63 for City of Milpitas costs related to the special neighborhood Halloween event
at Augustine Park on October 26, 2019.

Received reports on the City of Milpitas’ third and fourth quarter FY 2018-19 financial status.

This public hearing was continued, at the request of the property owner. It regarded an appeal of
Planning determination of a non-conforming use at1831-1841 Tarob Ct. by GeoMax.

Planning Director Ned Thomas introduced Kevin Riley, a consultant assisting the planning
department with the update of the Transit Area Specific Plan (TASP), including a fee update. He
described the background of the adopted plan and types of fees calculated to be paid by
developers for projects in the Transit Area. He defined “BIP” as the Basic Infrastructure
Program (infrastructure and land). The TADIF (TASP Area Development Impact Fees) Fair
Share Cost Allocation was explained, with a listing of the 2014 costs and allocations. Also
displayed was the update in 2019 of those same costs, noting the fees were unchanged over the
last five years.

Next Mayor Tran opened the public hearing.

Kyle Zaylor from The Core Companies spoke to the City Council regarding his company’s 1400
South Main Street project as noted in a letter sent to Council. His company had just learned of
the proposal on fee changes in June, while Core was working toward getting a permit. He was
concerned on the substantial fee increase to the developer, based on proposed new fees.

Allysson McDonald, resident, inquired about linear parks and trails in the TASP area. She would
like to have no fees on those, in order to allow residents to be able to walk and ride to businesses,
and to encourage that. She did not understand why no fees would be charged to hotels.

Voltaire Montemayor, resident, spoke to the Council.
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Rob Means, resident, referred to a flat rate per unit for residential development, and the fact that
the same rate was charged regardless of size of unit. That was not reasonable, he felt.

Mayor Tran expressed his support for policy alternative 1, which staff suggested to allow
deferral of payment until occupancy of development projects occurred.

Councilmember Nufiez asked about a sliding scale, and asked why it was not recommended. Mr.
Thomas said the flat rate was established currently. In the future, with the next update, staff may
bring sliding scale fees over the next year. He also inquired about the 12 or so projects in the
pipeline (allowing deferral of fee until permitted, for the next 12 months only) and staff
responded to this and various questions.

Councilmember Phan asked about the timeline that the fee was assessed, and if it was assessed
before or after the entitlement process. Mr. Thomas said it was at the time the building permit
was applied for (not issued) which occurred after “entitlement” (following Planning Commission
approval). Staff responded to him about when fees were calculated and collected for projects in
the TASP area.

Councilmember Montano asked questions about the calculation of specific fees and a sliding
scale. Mr. Riley responded with information on the past fees, calculation and timing. She
referred to the letter the Council had received, and was concerned for Core and fairness of the
City toward the applicant. An increase in costs could impact the quality of the new homes built.

Councilmember Phan shared the same concerns as Ms. Montano. Costs increased but fees
charged were not increased over the past five years. He inquired why that occurred.

Councilmember Nufiez recalled a prior fees discussion at the Council meeting. He wondered
why this fee was a two-step process. Mr. Riley responded on how the recommendation came to
this meeting date. The second part of the process was underway and would come back to City
Council next year. Mr. Nufiez did not want to do the fees piecemeal but rather to consider the
entire study at once.

Vice Mayor Dominguez had questions about TASP, past history and application of fees on
hotels. She asked when new hotels would be included in the new fees, based on CEQA
application. Mr. Thomas responded that there would be no hotels entitled in the TASP area at
this time. Mr. Riley explained, if raising fees only, there would not be any CEQA action.

Councilmember Phan asked why this was sensitive on this date. Mr. Thomas replied that it was
actually “catch up” on fees at this time. This action was to bring the TASP up to where it should
be, if fees had been updated annually since 2014.

Mayor Tran said he was in favor of the staff recommendation.

Mr. Thomas pointed to one page in the technical memorandum from the consultant regarding
amount of fees that would have been collected (loss) if fees had been adjusted annually in the
TASP.

Councilmember Nufiez agreed with the Mayor, and being guided by staff, remarked on the fact
that prior City staff did not bring these fee increases to the Council in the past several years. He

did not agree that it would take one year for the next part of the study to return to City Council.

Motion: to close the public hearing following four speakers

Motion/Second: Councilmember Nufiez/Vice Mayor Dominguez
Motion carried by a vote of: AYES: 5
NOES: 0
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City Manager McHarris commented on the shorter update of one set of fees now, and then later
consider changes to the plan and update fees then, as a two step process.

Mr. Riley responded that staff could bring back additional information to City Council in order
to make a decision. Staff had tried a simple process with this evening’s action. They would
come back with criteria and information on hotels, to help with crafting the 2020 update.
Consider an approach and bring that back to Council.

City Council agreed with what Mr. Riley offered and wanted figures to know the maximum
revenue from TASP fees for 2020.

City Attorney Diaz said with supplemental information at the next meeting, with essentially the
same action recommended as this evening, it would be okay to continue item. It required the City
Council to re-open the hearing and continue it for two weeks or further.

Motion: to re-open the public hearing, to move to continue it to a future City Council meeting,
seeking more information from staff on the TASP fee increase, and with no action taken at this
meeting on the staff recommended resolution

Motion/Second: Councilmember Nufiez/Councilmember Montano
Motion carried by a vote of: AYES: 5
NOES: 0

No vote was taken on the recommendation to adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to
update the Transit Area Development Impact Fees (TADIF) based on current cost estimates for
infrastructure items listed in the TASP Basic Infrastructure Program (BIP) and to allow deferral
of TADIF payment until approval of occupancy for those projects listed in Exhibit B to the
Resolution, with the deferred payment provision to expire 12 months after the effective date of
the fee increase.

COMMUNITY SERVICES

12. Community Theater Recreation Director Renee Lorentzen presented a report on a study regarding the youth theater

Program contract program and the use of the Community Center Auditorium. She described the scope of
the comprehensive study completed along with history on the former Rainbow Theater (city
operated program) and Center Stage Performing Arts (contract program). She detailed a cost
analysis, listing proposed structural changes, which followed a survey and outreach efforts
conducted in the community.

Next, Mayor Tran next invited public comments, limited to one minute each.

A woman thanked the Council and the hard work of City staff, working collaboratively with the
theater parents, leaders and children. She was very happy with the proposed program to continue
theater arts program in the City.

Voltaire Montemayor, a resident, mentioned eminent domain, a bigger place, having a great
program for the whole region.

Jackie Romero asked Council to notice all the audience members wearing white in solidarity
with the theater group supporters. It was important to listen to stakeholders and work
collaboratively, which happened in this case. She mentioned over 1,000 signatures on a petition
that was signed online.

Allysson McDonald, resident, was pleased with the result of this study and effort, especially with
the City recovering more of the costs. She urged the City Council to prioritize public use of the
auditorium over private rentals.
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A young woman thanked the Council for its support of the theater. Recently, try outs in the
auditorium yielded 60 kids for the new show. She was concerned about having only one
weekend for performances of shows.

A young woman asked how the Council would choose the Director by contract: would it be
based on prior qualifications or other factors, and she admired the current director.

A woman spoke of good turnout for the recent audition. She was concerned about one small
room allocated for practicing the shows, with kids of all varying ages.

A young man referred to a committee voting on what show the theater group was doing for the
season. He asked if it would be a set committee for one season or something else.

Evelyn Chua, resident, thanked the Mayor and Councilmembers for finding a solution to this
issue, along with the City Manager and Recreation Director along with the parents of the theater
youth. She liked the solution proposed.

A young man followed up on his sister’s comments about how hard it would be to do five shows
over one weekend. That was a lot, along with other responsibilities.

A man was concerned about the number of participants in each show and the smaller number of
performances for each show (if only six).

A woman was very happy that the City and theater group worked together to make it happen.
Lots of history of the program and it needed to continue. She thanked City Council.

Lisa Baker, resident, thanked the City Council. Residents paid their taxes and the theater was
supported by the people who lived here. A community theater group should be kept for the
community, not for private rentals.

A young woman felt that on shortening the time frame, that it was barely enough for a quality
production.

Ms. Lorentzen came to the podium to respond to many of the questions by speakers.

Mayor Tran commented first. He liked the study, having become more informed about programs
at the Community Center. He referred to the Milpitas Library which had a great stage and
auditorium room, as a potential location to explore for performance and rehearsal. He was fine
with the one-weekend, five performances proposed and supported the proposal.

Vice Mayor Dominguez knew performing arts were important to all of the City Council and the
community. She thanked staff for prioritizing this topic and the time commitment to the outreach
process done.

Councilmember Nufiez asked about the Arts Commission (not Parks and Recreation) for the
show selection committee. Staff responded on the usual role of Arts Commissioners, while it did
not preclude having a Parks, Recreation and Cultural Resources Commissioner on the
committee. He inquired about the School District and if it would be involved. Staff replied
MUSD could be involved in a potential joint use area, and perhaps on the selection committee.
Mr. Nufiez asked if there were groups waiting to sign up to use the auditorium for the 156 dates
once the theater show dates were reduced.

Councilmember Phan was impressed with several of the student theater participants, and hoped
their concerns were answered. Ms. Lorentzen responded to various financial questions he had.
He fully supported the idea of remaining flexible to allow a show to be performed over two
weekends (not just one) if space was available.

Mayor Tran asked if the City staff support amount of $72,560 could be shifted to the contractor
(on the cost analysis slide). Recreation Director responded that it partly depended on the
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revenue of the shows performed, while the City did propose to do the marketing and branding of
the theater program.

Councilmember Montano thanked city staff and Mayor Tran for their efforts, and she
appreciated the Mayor’s passion for this program. She agreed with staff recommendations.

Motion:

1. To approve restructuring of the youth theatre contract program and performing arts class
opportunities resulting in: (a) increased availability for residents’ use of the Community
Center Auditorium; (b) creation of Performing Arts Brand and Marketing; and (c) expansion
of performing arts opportunities including shorter, less expensive programs for children with
subsidy through the Milpitas Assistance Program; and greater variety, including cultural
music and dance; and, (d) a contract structure for the program’s Director to go to a flat rate
for each production, including a percentage of ticket sales revenue, and

2. Todirect staff to develop additional recommendations for City Council consideration during
the FY 2020-21 budget process for additional opportunities based on community feedback/

interest.
Motion/Second: Councilmember Montano/Vice Mayor Dominguez
Motion carried by a vote of: AYES: 5
NOES: 0
PUBLIC SAFETY
13. Unmanned Aircraft Milpitas Police Captain Jared Hernandez presented information about the Unmanned Aircraft
System (UAS) System (UAS or “drone”) policy, the Federal Aviation Authority, oversight authority, laws and

policy, and the fiscal impact of such a program. He displayed visuals, with an example video
obtained from an aircraft over the hills in Milpitas. This technology would be useful to other city
departments: Fire, Public Works, Engineering and Building. Captain Hernandez described
elements of the proposed policy along with costs of approximately. $55,000 - $65,000 in total.
Following the next steps for this program, including outreach, the Milpitas Police hoped to
implement it in January of 2020.

Mayor Tran stated he was fully in favor of this technology, for many beneficial uses once
deployed, similar to neighboring cities that use drones presently. He inquired about insurance
and appreciated various uses. It could also be used by the P1O to showcase the City.

Councilmember Montano was glad that technology would be in use for first responders. She
asked what the distance would be that a drone could view. Staff replied it depended on the
vendor’s product, and there were two primary companies for law enforcement drones.

Councilmember Nufiez asked, regarding costs, if the those noted covered the costs of buying the
units and training of the (8) operators. He was fully supportive and wanted to make sure that the
Fire Department could take advantage of the technology, and to consider buying eight total
devices with some designated for Fire, distinct from Police use.

Councilmember Phan asked if costs were mostly for training and certifications, or was the bulk
for the equipment. Staff replied equipment. He sought more details on the specifications of the
drones, different from commercial products at the mall. Mr. Phan asked for how long the
recordings were maintained (based on records retention) and about the purpose of UAS. He
expressed concern for the community’s privacy rights.

Councilmember Montano referred to comments from Mr. Nufiez about buying eight units, while
she noted that technology changed rapidly. She suggesting purchasing four units and then see
how it goes before purchasing more.

Mayor Tran asked for public comments and Voltaire Montemayor addressed the Council.
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LEADERSHIP

14. Clarification on Rules
Subcommittee

15. Facility Use Manual

16. Direction on Policy for
Training and Events

REPORTS
NEXT AGENDA
26. Preview next agenda

ADJOURNMENT
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Police staff received the comments and input from the Mayor and City Council, and no vote was
taken on this item.

Mayor Tran announced this would be the last item discussed at this meeting, at 11:26 PM.

City Manager Steve McHarris and Assistant City Manager Ashwini Kantak introduced this topic.
She provided background information and then listed six questions to Council about Agenda
Item Request Forms.

Mayor Tran responded briefly to Ms. Kantak that most of the questions did need further
discussion and input to staff on those 1 — 6. He noted some items could wait until the CIP was
formed next year, and others perhaps wait for the budget. If three members during a meeting ask
for an item to go on the next Council agenda, he felt that was ok to bypass the Rules Committee.
Time management was key. He would limit the total number of these request items to five on
any City Council agenda.

Councilmember Nufiez felt these questions were administration questions, not Council questions.
He liked that it was a pilot program and wanted to keep the process to make it better.
Consistency would make the Council better at this. He wanted to talk about his proposed items,
before it got onto a City Council agenda. Maybe cue up the items, as the Mayor suggested. Mr.
Nunez wanted to allow those who submitted forms to be able to speak on the item described.

Vice Mayor Dominguez went through the listed questions and responded to those. She agreed
with controlling the items for the next agenda, but not control the topics. This would get a
pipeline of ideas going (list of the ideas submitted).

Mayor Tran felt there needed to be more parameters. Limit the number of requests to be
submitted at a time. He suggested to wait until Rules meets to review.

Councilmember Nufiez and Vice Mayor Dominguez commented further on the questions posed
by staff. Then the Vice Mayor Dominguez suggested the group might discuss this at the retreat.

City Attorney Diaz replied that perhaps the entire Council could attend the Rules Subcommittee
meeting scheduled on Friday, October 4, to get these items addressed and respond to staff
questions No. 1 — 6. The meeting could include the full City Council if noticed properly.

Vice Mayor Dominguez wanted to follow what the City Attorney described. Mr. Diaz then
confirmed all five Councilmember could be invited to the Rules Subcommittee meeting and it
would be listed on the agenda as a special Council meeting. All could participate then.

This item was not heard.

This item was not heard.

None of the Agenda Item Request Forms were discussed, in agenda items no. 17 — 25.

Noted receipt of list of agenda items for October 15, 2019 City Council meeting agenda.

Mayor Tran adjourned the joint meeting at 12:09 AM on Wednesday, October 2. In memory of
Sandeep Dhaliwal, Harris County, TX Sheriff’s Deputy who was killed the previous weekend.

Meeting minutes respectfully drafted and submitted by
Mary Lavelle, City Clerk
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Draft MEETING MINUTES
CITY OF MILPITAS

Minutes of: Special Meeting of Milpitas City Council
Date: Friday, October 4, 2019

Time: 10:00 AM

Location: Crowne Plaza Hotel, Krystall B room

777 Bellew Road, Milpitas CA

CALL TO ORDER

PUBLIC FORUM

RETREAT

ADJOURNMENT

Vice Mayor called the special meeting to order at 10:10 AM.

PRESENT: Vice Mayor Dominguez, Councilmembers Montano, Nufiez
and Phan

ABSENT: Mayor Tran

Staff present: Interim City Manager Steve McHarris and City Attorney
Chris Diaz

From the consulting firm Management Partners, Rod Gould and Christine
Butterfield were also in attendance.

None

Councilmembers met together with the staff and consultant to discuss
working relationships, meeting management and City Council goals.

At the end, City Council directed staff to cancel the subsequent Rules
Subcommittee meeting jointly with City Council scheduled for 3:00 PM this
same date (due to Mayor’s absence). The group also directed that items on
the last City Council meeting from Rules would be removed for October 15
until they had a chance to discuss Rules procedures on October 25, the next
scheduled Rules meeting.

The Special Meeting was adjourned at 1:45 PM.

Meeting minutes respectfully submitted by
Mary Lavelle, City Clerk

22




CITY OF MILPITAS
AGENDA REPORT
(AR)

Item Title: Approve Findings of Exception to the requirements of the Affordable Housing
Ordinance to allow payment of fees in lieu of reserving six affordable units on
the project site to be included in the previously adopted Resolution approving a
Site Development Permit, Conditional Use Permit, Vesting Tentative Map, and
Environmental Assessment to develop a 40-unit residential condominium
building, up to 49 feet in height (four stories), with parking for up to 74 vehicles,
on a 1.22 acre site located at 2001 Tarob Court

Category: Consent Calendar-Community Development
Meeting Date: 10/1/2019
Staff Contact: Ned Thomas, Planning Director, 408-586-3073

Recommendation: | Approve Findings of Exception to the requirements of the Affordable Housing
Ordinance to allow payment of fees in lieu of reserving six affordable units on the
project site to be included in the previously adopted Resolution approving Site
Development Permit (SD18-0014), Conditional Use Permit (UP19-0009), Vesting
Tentative Map (MT18-0004), and Environmental Assessment (EA19-0002) to allow
development of a 40-unit residential condominium building, up to 49 feet in height (four
stories), with parking for up to 74 vehicles, on a 1.22-acre site at 2001 Tarob Court

Background:
On August 20, 2019, the City Council held a public hearing on the proposed development. The City Council

voted 4-0 (Mayor Tran absent) to adopt the resolution to tentatively approve the proposed project subject to
Council review and approval of the required findings, provided in writing by the City Attorney, for an exception
to the requirements of the Affordable Housing Ordinance to allow payment of fees in lieu of reserving six
affordable units on the project site. The City Council directed the City Attorney and staff to prepare findings to
support the fee-in-lieu exception to the Affordable Housing Ordinance and to place the final resolution on the
consent agenda for Council review at their next meeting to approve the findings of exception.

Timeline of Project Application:

The following timeline clarifies the timing of the application for this project in relation to adoption of the City’s
Affordable Housing Ordinance on June 12, 2018 and the in-lieu fee in March 5, 2019. The applicant submitted
project plans on November 2, 2018. At that time, the applicant acknowledged an awareness of the City’s
affordable housing requirements and stated an intent to provide six affordable units on the project site. The
applicant later requested an exemption after the City adopted an in-lieu fee of $33/sf for residential projects.

| DATE ACTION |
October 3, 2017 Council amends General Plan and TASP to allow residential
development on four former industrial parcels (551 Lundy
Place, 1992 and 2001 Tarob Court, and 675 Trade Zone).

October 17, 2017 Council rezones four former industrial parcels (8.7 acres)
from Industrial Park to Multi-family High Density with Transit-

Oriented Development Overlay (R3-TOD)
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June 12, 2018 Council adopts Affordable Housing Ordinance. Effective date
is July 20, 2018.

November 2, 2018 | True Life Cos. submits application for 40-unit condo project at
2001 Tarob Court.

March 5, 2019 Council adopts Affordable Housing In-lieu fee of $33/sf for
residential project.

May 8, 2019 True Life Cos. submits letter requesting an exception to the
Affordable Housing Ordinance to pay the in-lieu fee rather
than build six affordable units on the project site.

July 31, 2019 Planning Commission recommends approval of the proposed
project.

August 20, 2019 Staff presented draft Resolution to approve project with on-
site affordable units and deny applicant’s request for an
exception to the Affordable Housing Ordinance. Council
adopts the resolution tentatively approving the project
contingent on staff preparing legal findings and Council
review and approval of the required findings for approval of a
fee-in-lieu exception to the Affordable Housing Ordinance.

Sept. 17, 2019 Staff will return to Council with draft findings to support the
fee-in-lieu exception to the Affordable Housing Ordinance in
order to allow the Council to approve the findings.

Analysis:

The proposed project is consistent with the development standards and goals of the Transit Area Specific Plan
and the Multifamily High Density (R3) Zoning District with Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) Overlay. The
project includes a mix of two and three bedroom units and is within the allowable density range for the R3-TOD
designation (21-40 units per acre). The project also complies with the setbacks, maximum height limitations,
and parking requirements. All of the current findings for approval of the Site Development Permit, Conditional
Use Permit, and Vesting Tentative Map can be made for the proposed project.

Affordable Housing Ordinance Requirements — Section XII-3.00 of the Milpitas Municipal Code (MMC) requires
all new residential development projects of ten units or more designed and intended for permanent occupancy
to designate 15% of the total number of dwelling units within the development as affordable units. The cover
letter that accompanied the applicant’s original submittal of plans on November 2, 2018 states the developer’s
intent to build six (6) affordable units on the project site rather than pay the in-lieu fees (See Attachment E).
The application form that accompanied the applicant’s original submittal of plans also indicates the developers’
intent to provide six new affordable units on the project site (See Attachment F, Section 5).

MMC Section XII-1-4.00 provides an exception to the 15 percent affordable requirement subject to approval by
the City Council. In a written response to the second round of staff review comments dated May 8, 2019, the
applicant states a desire to pay the new in-lieu fee rather than reserve six affordable units on the project site.
The applicant also acknowledges an awareness of recent Council action in establishing the in-lieu fee of $33/sf
for residential projects (See attachment G). All exceptions to the requirements of the Affordable Housing
Ordinance must be approved by the City Council based on specific findings related to community benefits and
project location. With an average unit size of 1,420 square feet, the minimum affordable housing in-lieu fee for
this project will be approximately $1.875 million. The final fee amount will be determined once the City has
reviewed the building permit application for the final square footage. The applicant has also offered to pay
additional funds into the Affordable Housing Fund, the Public Art Fund, and other community benefit projects.

Prior to City Council approval to the requested exception, affirmative findings to the following must be ma 24




1. The exception requested exceeds the minimum affordable requirements; and

Based on the current in-lieu housing fee of $33 per square foot for residential projects, the applicant
shall pay approximately $1.875 million to the City’s affordable housing fund to meet the minimum
affordable requirements for the proposed project. In addition, the applicant shall pay an additional
$200,000 to the affordable housing fund to meet the required finding for approval of the exception.
Pursuant to Resolution no. 8852, the affordable housing fee is based on the building permit application
date. The residential affordable housing fee is $33 per square foot until June 30, 2020, and the fee will
be adjusted by the Rate Index for the next fiscal year after June 30, 2020.

2. The community benefits exceed the project benefits.

Pursuant to MMC Section XI-10-14, private residential development of 20 or more dwelling units shall
devote an amount not less than one-half of one percent of Building Development Costs for acquisition
and installation of Publicly Accessible Art on the project site or contribute the value into the Public Art
Fund for acquisition and placement of Public Art throughout the City. The applicant has agreed to
double the required contribution to the City’s Public Art fund to provide a community benefit. The
applicant shall pay no less than one percent of building development costs, with the actual fee amount
determined at the time of building permit issuance.

As an additional community benefit, the applicant shall also pay $100,000 toward the cost of aesthetic
enhancements to the planned vehicle/pedestrian bridge that will extend South Milpitas Boulevard over
Penetencia Creek and into the Tarob Court neighborhood. With the payment of additional funds to the
design of the South Milpitas Boulevard bridge, the community benefits will exceed the project benefits.

Based on the record as a whole, staff recommends that the fee exception request by the applicant meets the
findings pursuant to MMC Section XllI-1-4.00. Staff recommends that the City Council approve the exception to
the requirements of the Affordable Housing Ordinance and allow the payment of fees in lieu of reserving six
affordable units on the project site.

Policy Alternatives:
Alternative 1: Not approve the findings granting an exception to the requirements of the Affordable
Housing Ordinance.

Pros: The City will add six Below Market Rate (BMR) units to its housing stock, benefiting the community and
Milpitas residents. This is the first project requesting a fee exception under the new Affordable Housing
Ordinance, and a decision to grant the exception could set a precedent for other projects to fee-out.

Cons: The applicant may abandon the project and the project site may remain an industrial office. The City
would lose the opportunity to further implement the TASP in this area. The City would also lose the additional
monetary contributions towards the Public Art fund, Affordable Housing Fund, and the aesthetic enhancement
of the South Milpitas Boulevard culvert bridge.

Reasons not recommended: With commitments to pay addition funds to the Affordable Housing fund, Public
Art fund, and other community benefits, the applicant has demonstrated that the Project qualifies for an
exception to the requirements of the Affordable Housing Ordinance. Staff is able make the findings to support
of the affordable housing exception request.

Fiscal Impact:

The project will pay an additional $200,000 to the Affordable Housing Fund, increasing the contribution from
approximately $1.875 million to $2.075 million. The final fee amount will be determined once the City has
reviewed the building permit application for the final square footage. In addition, the application will pay double
the required contribution to the Public Art Fund from 0.5% to 1% of building valuation and contribute $100,000

toward the cost of aesthetic enhancements to the planned South Milpitas Boulevard culvert bridge.
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California Environmental Quality Act:

The Planning Division conducted an initial environmental assessment (P-EA19-0002) of the project in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The assessment concluded that none of the
circumstances necessitating preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR are associated with the Project.
The assessment also concluded that an Addendum to the TASP EIR is the appropriate document to address
these madifications rather than a subsequent EIR. The Addendum fully addressed all potential impacts
associated with this project, and no material changes have been made to the project that would alter the
conclusions of the Addendum.

As separate and independent bases, the project is exempt from further CEQA review pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15182 (Project Consistent with a Specific Plan), 15183 (Project Consistent with the
General Plan), and 15168 (Projects Consistent with a Program EIR).

Recommendation:

Approve Findings of Exception to the requirements of the Affordable Housing Ordinance to allow payment of
fees in lieu of reserving six affordable units on the project site to be included in the previously adopted
Resolution approving Site Development Permit (SD18-0014), Conditional Use Permit (UP19-0009), Vesting
Tentative Map (MT18-0004), and Environmental Assessment (EA19-0002) to allow development of a 40-unit
residential condominium building, up to 49 feet in height (four stories), with parking for up to 74 vehicles, on a
1.22-acre site located at 2001 Tarob Court

Attachments:
Attachment A:

e Previously Adopted Resolution Approving Site Development Permit, Conditional Use Permit, Vesting
Tentative Map, and Environmental Assessment, now including required findings of exception.

o Exhibit A (CEQA Addendum) to Resolution for Council Approval
Attachment B: Planning Commission Staff Report (dated July 31, 2019)
Attachment C: Signed Planning Commission Resolution no. 19-022
Attachment D: Project Plans
Attachment E: Applicant’s Cover letter Submitted with Application dated November 2, 2018
Attachment F: Original Application Form dated Sept. 26, 2018
Attachment G: Applicant’s Letter requesting Affordable Housing Exception dated May 8, 2019

26




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS APPROVING SITE
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. SD18-0014, CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. UP19-0009, VESTING
TENTATIVE MAP NO. MT18-0004, AND ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. EA19-0002 TO
ALLOW A 40-UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM BUILDING, UP TO 49 FEET IN HEIGHT
(FOUR STORIES), WITH PARKING FOR UP TO 74 VEHICLES, ON A 1.22 ACRE SITE LOCATED
IN THE MULTI-FAMILY HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (R3) ZONING DISTRICT AT 2001
TAROB COURT, AND MAKING FINDINGS PURSUANT TO SECTION XI11-1.00, et seq. OF THE
MILPITAS MUNICIPAL CODE AND CEQA FINDINGS PURSUANT TO CEQA GUIDELINES
SECTIONS 15162, 15163, 15164, 15168, 15182, AND 15183

WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code, § 21000 et
seq.), the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, title 14, § 15000 et seq.) (collectively,
“CEQA”), the City of Milpitas is the lead agency for the proposed project described below; and

WHEREAS, on June 3, 2008, the City Council of the City of Milpitas certified an Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”) prepared to analyze the environmental impacts associated with the proposed Transit Area Specific
Plan (the “TASP EIR,” State Clearinghouse No. 2006032091), and subsequently adopted the Transit Area Specific
Plan (the “TASP”); and

WHEREAS, the TASP EIR reviewed the potential environmental impacts associated with the
implementation of the TASP, which envisioned the development of 7,109 dwelling units, 287,075 square feet of
retail space, 993,843 square feet of office and industrial park space, and 350 hotel rooms; and

WHEREAS, 2001 Tarob Court is located within the TASP planning area; specifically, within the Trade
Zone/Montague subdistrict of the TASP; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA, when taking subsequent discretionary actions in furtherance of a project
for which an EIR has been certified has been adopted, the lead agency is required to review any changed
circumstances to determine whether any of the circumstances under Public Resources Code § 21166 and State
CEQA Guidelines § 15162 require additional environmental review; and

WHEREAS, on November 2, 2018, The True Life Companies (the “Applicant”) submitted an application
to the City of Milpitas for the approvals necessary to develop a 40-unit condominium residential project at 2001
Tarob Court. The project (the “Project”) thus consists of and requires:

a. Site Development Permit (SD18-0014) to allow the development of four-story building with up to
forty residential units on a 1.22 acre site; and

b. Conditional Use Permit (UP19-0009) to allow the condominium use; and

c. Vesting Tentative Map (MT18-0004) to establish forty residential condominium spaces and related
common areas and to record site easements; and

d. Environmental Assessment (EA19-0002) to review and assess all requested entitlements for
consistency with the 2008 Transit Area Specific Plan EIR.

WHEREAS, the Planning Division completed an environmental assessment No. EA19-0002 for the
Project in accordance with CEQA, and the Planning Commission recommended that the City Council determine
this Project is covered under the program of activities identified in the Transit Area Specific Plan EIR,
SCH#2006032091, certified by the City Council on June 3, 2008, based on the CEQA finding included in this
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resolution (the “Addendum,” a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as
Exhibit 2 to Exhibit A); and

WHEREAS, per 14 C.C.R (CEQA Guidelines) Section 15164(b), the Addendum demonstrates and
concludes that none of circumstances necessitating preparation of a supplemental or subsequent EIR, as specified
in CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 or 15163 are present in that there are (a) no substantial changes are proposed
in the Project which will require major revisions of the TASP EIR due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; (b) no
substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the Project is being undertaken
which will require major revisions in the TASP EIR due to new or substantially more severe significant effects;
and (c) no new information of substantial importance, as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, which was
not known and could not have been known at the time the TASP EIR was certified has become available; and

WHEREAS, the City Council hereby adopts the Addendum makes and accepts as its own the findings
set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto; and

WHEREAS, as separate and independent bases, the City Council hereby finds and determines that the
Project is exempt from further CEQA review pursuant to (1) CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 (projects consistent
with a Community Plan, General Plan or Zoning; (2) CEQA Guidelines Section 15182 (residential projects
consistent with a specific plan); and (3) CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 (projects within the scope of a program
EIR); and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission is an advisory body to the City Council pursuant to Milpitas
Municipal Code Section XI-10-64.03 (Consideration of Concurrent Applications), where, as here, due to the
application for density bonus pursuant to Milpitas Municipal Code Section XI-10-54.15, the City Council is the
highest review authority for the Project, and, accordingly, all review by other bodies with approval authority over
the application shall be in the form of a recommendation to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, on July 31, 2019, the Planning Commission held a duly-noticed public hearing, during
which meeting the Planning Commission considered the Addendum EA19-0002, as well as the requested Site
Development Permit SD18-0014, Conditional Use Permit UP19-0009, and Vesting Tentative Map MT18-0002
for 2001 Tarob Court, heard a presentation from staff, and had the opportunity hear from members of the public;
and

WHEREAS, by adoption of Resolution No. 19-022, the Planning Commission recommended the City
Council approve Site Development Permit No. SD18-0014, Conditional Use Permit No. UP19-0009, Vesting
Tentative Map No. MT18-0002, and Environmental Assessment No. EA19-0002 for 2001 Tarob Court; and

WHEREAS, the documents and other materials which constitute the record of proceedings upon which
the City Council bases the findings contained within this Resolution are available and may be reviewed at Milpitas
City Hall, located at 455 E. Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, California 95035; and

WHEREAS, on August 20, 2019, the City Council held a duly-noticed public hearing, during which
meeting the City Council considered the Environmental Assessment No. EA19-0002, as well as the requested Site
Development Permit No. SD18-0014, Conditional Use Permit No. UP19-0009, and Vesting Tentative Map No.
MT18-0002 for 2001 Tarob Court, heard a presentation from staff, and had the opportunity hear from members
of the public; and

WHEREAS, the findings and conclusions made by the City Council pursuant to this Resolution are based
upon the oral and written evidence before it as a whole; and

WHEREAS, all other legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred.
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NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Milpitas hereby finds, determines, and resolves as
follows:

SECTION 1. Recitals

The City Council has considered the full record before it, which may include, but is not limited to such
things as the staff report, testimony by staff and the public, and other materials and evidence submitted or provided
to it. Furthermore, the recitals set forth above are found to be true and correct and incorporated herein by reference.

SECTION 2. California Environmental Quality Act Findings

The proposed Project is covered under the scope of activities approved under the TASP EIR,
SCH#2006032091, which was certified by the Milpitas City Council on June 3, 2008. The EIR included a program
of activities including construction of up to 7,109 residential units within the TASP area. The proposed 40
residential units fall within this scope of development activity contemplated in the TASP EIR. LSA Associates
completed an environmental assessment of the proposed Project to confirm the proposed Project is within the
scope of the TASP EIR. The analysis found that the Project is consistent with the TASP EIR and confirmed that
the Project is within the scope of development density considered under the TASP EIR. No new impacts were
identified and no new mitigation measures are required. Policies and/or mitigation measures required of projects
covered under the TASP EIR are included as Conditions of Approval. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21166 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c)(2), the Project is except from further review under CEQA.

SECTION 3. Vesting Tentative Map Findings (Section XI-1-20.01)

The City Council makes the following findings based on the evidence in the administrative record in
support of Vesting Tentative Map No. MT18-0004:

A. The tentative subdivision map is consistent with the General Plan.

The Project site has a General Plan land use designation of High Density, Transit Oriented Residential
(HD-TOR). The intent of this designation is to provide high-density housing at a density range of 21-40
dwelling units/acre. As this Project proposes 32.8 dwelling units/acre, it is consistent with both the
intended land use of the General Plan and the relevant density requirement.

Further, the Project is consistent with the following General Plan Guiding Principle and Implementing
Policies:

1. 2.a1-31 Develop the Transit area, as shown on the Transit Area Plan, as attractive, high density,
urban neighborhoods with a mix of land uses around the light rail stations and the future BART
station. Create pedestrian connections so that residents, visitors, and workers will walk, bike, and
take transit. Design streets and public spaces to create a lively and attractive street character,
and a distinctive identity for each sub-district.

The Project is consistent with this policy as it includes attractive four-story residential buildings in close
proximity to the future Milpitas BART Station. The Project also includes significant streetscape
improvements enabling and encouraging pedestrian and bicycle movement throughout the Trade
Zone/Montague Subdistrict, with connections to the BART and Light Rail transportation hubs.

2. 2.a 1-32 Require development in the Transit area to conform to the adopted design
guidelines/requirements contained in the Transit Area Plan.
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The Project is consistent with this policy as it has been designed per the adopted design requirements
contained in the Transit Area Plan. As demonstrated in Section B(2) below, the project meets the
applicable requirements of the Transit Area Plan, including building setbacks and height, density, parking,
open space, landscaping, access and circulation.

B. None of the conditions identified in California Government Code Section 66474 exist, to wit:

1.

That the proposed map is not consistent with applicable general and specific plans as specified
in Government Code Section 65451.

As set forth in Section 3(A) above, the map proposes the development of the site into 40
residential condominium units at a density of 32.8 dwelling units/acre. The General Plan and
Transit Area Specific Plan land use designation applicable to the site (High Density, Transit
Oriented Residential — (HD-TOR) permits residential development at densities of 21 to 40
dwelling units/acre. The map is thus consistent with the General Plan and Transit Area Specific
Plan.

That the design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is not consistent with applicable
general and specific plans.

The design and improvement of the subdivision is consistent with the density range of 21-40
dwelling units per acre as permitted by the General Plan and Transit Area Specific Plan. The
proposed density is 32.8 dwelling units per acre. The proposed project is also consistent with the
Transit Area Specific Plan development standards, including height (maximum of 49’ proposed,
where 75’ is maximum allowed), number of vehicular parking spaces (74 vehicular spaces
proposed, where a minimum of 74 is allowed), bicycle parking (14 spaces proposed, where 14
are required), building orientation (proposed buildings will face streets, where requirement
provides building must face streets).

That the site is not physically suitable for the type of development.

The site is surrounded by property designated for high density, transit-oriented residential
development under the City’s General Plan and zoned for this type of development under the
Transit Area Specific Plan. In addition, the developer has determined this site to be suitable for
the higher density development based on the location, physical attributes, and proposed
infrastructure improvements.

That the site is not physically suitable for the proposed density of development.

The City Council, through adoption of Resolution No. 8702, has determined that the site is
physically suitable for development at the proposed density of 32.8 dwelling units per acre,
insomuch as it has amended the applicable general plan land use designation to High Density,
Transit Oriented Residential (HD-TOR), which allows densities of 21-40 dwelling units per acre.
The site is also flat and has direct access to adjacent streets (Tarob Court and Lundy Place) to
accommodate the proposed density of the development.

That the design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements are likely to cause substantial
environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their habitat.

The Project, including the subdivision and its associated improvements, has been subjected to
environmental review under CEQA through the preparation of an Environmental
Assessment/Categorical Exemption Memo (Exhibit 2 to Exhibit A of Attachment A). The memo
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did not find that the project would be likely to cause substantial environmental damage or
substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their habitat. The Project is also located in
an urbanized area and previously developed as an industrial building, and therefore, will not cause
substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their
habitat.

6. That the design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious public health
problems.

The Project, including the subdivision and its associated improvements, has been subjected to
environmental review under CEQA through the preparation of an Environmental
Assessment/Categorical Exemption Memo (Exhibit 2 to Exhibit A). The memo did not find that
the design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious public health
problems.

7. That the design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will conflict with easements,
acquired by the public at large, for access through or use of, property within the proposed
subdivision.

Upon review of the subdivision map, it has been determined that the design of the subdivision or
the type of improvements will not conflict with any easements acquired by the public at large, for
access through or use of, property within the proposed subdivision. The subdivision does not
involve the vacation of easements, however, the existing right-of-way will be abandoned and
portions of the area will be retained for a Public Services Utility Easement (PSUE).

SECTION 4. Site Development Permit Findings (Section X1-10-57.03(F)(1))

The City Council makes the following findings based on the evidence in the public record in support of
Site Development Permit No. SD18-0014:

A. The layout of the site and design of the proposed buildings, structures and landscaping are compatible
and aesthetically harmonious with adjacent and surrounding development.

The Project’s site design is consistent with the TASP development standards for the Trade
Zone/Montague Subdistrict. The Project consists of 40 condominium units and associated site amenities
on a 1.22-acre site. The building’s contemporary architectural design features varied materials and
complements previously-approved and adjacent projects within the subdistrict. The Project has a strong
sense of identity, achieving compatibility and aesthetic harmony with surrounding developments.

B. The Project is consistent with the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance.

The Project site is zoned R3 (Multiple-Family, High Density Residential with a Transit Oriented
Development (-TOD) Overlay). Residential uses are permitted in the zoning district. The proposed
residential uses are permitted in the zoning district. As demonstrated in the Table 1, the Project conforms
to the zoning district and meets the intent for this type of project envisioned in this area.
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Table 1:
Summary of TASP R3-TOD Development Standards

SIEEETE Requirement Proposed i [
(R3-TOD) q P (YIN)
Height Up to 75 feet 49 feet Y
Front Yﬂg;(i?nfl?r?:l‘c’ foot 10 foot front yard setback; 8 foot
PeOREKS | sideand Rear Vards: 15 foot | g SR RO ek |
minimum, y
Projections Up to 6 feet 2 feet Y
B_U|Id|n_g Buildings must face street Buildings face street Y
Orientation
Density 21-40 du/ac 32.8 du/ac Y
2-3 bedroom — 1.6 — 2 covered
. per unit
(gsgilélgr?t) . 64 spaces Y
Between 64 (min) - 80 (max)
spaces
Parking 15 percent of required = 10 10 spaces vy
(Guest) spaces
1 space per 4 housing units,
exempting units with private
Parking garages = 10 spaces; on-street 10 secure, long term spaces
. . . Y
(Bicycle) guest racks equivalent to 5 4 exterior guest spaces
percent of parking requirement =
4 spaces
Minimum 25 percent of the total
Usable site shall be usable open space or
Open Space | recreational facilities = 0.31 acres 0.44 acres Y
required;
An average of two hundred Private recreational area = 0.28
square feet of usable open space acres
shall be provided for each
dwelling unit. "Usable open 60 SF balconies provided per
Private space" shall mean any open unit. 60 x 40 = 2,400 SF or 0.06
Open Space | SPace the smallest dimension of acres. 0.06/0.18 = 30% of the Y
P P which is at least 4 % feet and required contiguous open space
which is not used as storage or
for movement of motor vehicles: | Total private open space = 0.31
except that yards abutting a acres = 337.6 SF/unit
public street, which are not
6
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adequately screened for privacy,
in the opinion of the Planning
Commission, shall not qualify as
usable open space. Balconies,
porches, or roof decks may be
considered usable open space
when properly developed for
work, play or outdoor living
areas. At least thirty (30) percent
of required open space shall be
contiguous to and provide for
private usable open space of the
individual dwelling unit.

200 x 40 = 8,000 SF or 0.18
acres

C. The Project is consistent with the Milpitas General Plan.

The Project site has a General Plan land use designation of High Density, Transit Oriented Residential
(HD-TOR). The intent of this designation is to provide high-density housing at a density range of 21-40
dwelling units/acre. As this Project proposes 32.8 dwelling units/acre, it is consistent with both the
intended land use of the general plan and the relevant density requirement.

Further, the Project is consistent with the following General Plan Guiding Principle and Implementing
Policies:

a. 2.a1-31 Develop the Transit area, as shown on the Transit Area Plan, as attractive, high density,
urban neighborhoods with a mix of land uses around the light rail stations and the future BART
station. Create pedestrian connections so that residents, visitors, and workers will walk, bike, and
take transit. Design streets and public spaces to create a lively and attractive street character,
and a distinctive identity for each sub-district.

The Project is consistent with this policy as it includes attractive four-story residential buildings in close
proximity to the future Milpitas BART Station. The Project also includes significant streetscape
improvements enabling and encouraging pedestrian and bicycle movement throughout the Trade
Zone/Montague Subdistrict, with connections to the BART and Light Rail transportation hubs.

b. 2.a 1-32 Require development in the Transit area to conform to the adopted design
guidelines/requirements contained in the Transit Area Plan.

The Project is consistent with this policy as it has been designed per the adopted design requirements
contained in the Transit Area Plan. As demonstrated in subsection D, the Project meets the applicable
requirements of the Transit Area Plan, including building setbacks and height, density, parking, open
space, landscaping, access and circulation.

. The Project is consistent with the Specific Plan.

The Project proposes the development of the site in to one four-story building consisting of 40 residential
condominium units at a density of 32.8 dwelling units/acre. The Transit Area Specific Plan land use
designation applicable to the site (High Density, Transit-Oriented Residential (HD-TOR)) permits
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residential development at densities of 21 to 40 dwelling units/acre. The Project is thus consistent with
the Transit Area Specific Plan use and density requirements. As demonstrated in Table 1, the project also
complies with TASP development standards. Landscaping along the streets and greenspace with the
development is provided as envisioned by the TASP.

SECTION 5. Conditional Use Permit Findings (Section XI-10-57.04(F))

The City Council makes the following findings based on the evidence in the public record in support of
Conditional Use Permit No. UP19-0009:

A. The proposed use, at the proposed location, will not be detrimental or injurious to property or
improvements in the vicinity nor to the public health, safety and general welfare.

The Project will not be detrimental or injurious to property or improvements in the vicinity, nor to the
health, safety or general welfare. The project is consistent with other high density residential projects
within the TASP. The condominium project creates housing opportunities and increases the diversity of
housing types in the TASP area.

B. The Project is consistent with the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance.

The Project is consistent with the Zoning Ordinance, as the condominium use is conditionally permitted
per MMC Table XI-10-4.02-1. The project conforms to all of the development standards set forth by the
Zoning Ordinance, as discussed in the Zoning Ordinance consistency discussion set out in support of
issuing a Site Development Permit.

C. The Project is consistent with the Milpitas General Plan.

As stated in the Site Development Permit discussion above, the Project implements the range of uses and
the density of development set forth in the Milpitas General Plan.

D. The Project is consistent with the Transit Area Specific Plan.

As stated in the Site Development Permit discussion above, the Project implements the range of uses, the
density of development and the development standards as set forth in the TASP.

SECTION 6. Affordable Housing Ordinance (Section X11-1-4.00)

The City Council approves the Applicant’s request for an exception from the requirement to construct
affordable housing units as part of the Project as required by the Milpitas Municipal Code Section XI1-1-00, et
seg. The Applicant has demonstrated that the Project qualifies for such an exception based upon the following
findings based on the evidence in the public record for the affordable housing exception request:

A. The exception requested exceeds the minimum affordable requirements; and

Based on the current in-lieu housing fee of $33 per square foot for residential projects, the applicant shall
pay approximately $1.8 million to the City’s affordable housing fund to meet the minimum affordable
requirements for the proposed project. Pursuant to Resolution no. 8852, the affordable housing fee is
based on the building permit application date. The residential affordable housing fee is $33 per square
foot until June 30, 2020, and the fee will be adjusted by the Rate Index for the next fiscal year after June
30, 2020. In addition to the minimum affordable requirements, the applicant shall pay an additional
$200,000 to the affordable housing fund to meet the required finding for approval of the exception.
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B. The community benefits exceed the project benefits.

Pursuant to MMC Section XI1-10-14, private residential development of 20 or more dwelling units shall
devote an amount not less than one-half of one percent of Building Development Costs for acquisition
and installation of Publicly Accessible Art on the project site or contribute the value into the Public Art
Fund for acquisition and placement of Public Art throughout the City. The applicant has agreed to
double the required contribution to the City’s Public Art fund to provide a community benefit. The
applicant shall pay no less than one percent of building development costs, with the actual fee amount
determined at the time of building permit issuance.

As an additional community benefit, the applicant shall also pay $100,000 toward the cost of aesthetic

enhancements to the planned vehicle/pedestrian bridge that will extend South Milpitas Boulevard over

Penetencia Creek and into the Tarob Court neighborhood. With the payment of additional funds to the

design of the South Milpitas Boulevard bridge, the community benefits will exceed the project benefits
to meet the required finding.

SECTION 7. Severability

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this Resolution is for any reason held
incorrect, invalid, illegal, or unenforceable, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of
this Resolution. The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed each section, subsection, phrase, or
clause thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, phrases or clauses be declared
incorrect, invalid, illegal, or unenforceable.

SECTION 8. City Council Approval
The City Council hereby approves Site Development Permit No. SD18-0014, Conditional Use Permit No.

UP19-0009, Vesting Tentative Map No. MT18-0004, and Environmental Assessment No. EA19-0002 (subject to
the Conditions of Approval attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit 1), based on the above findings.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this ___ day of 2019, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Mary Lavelle, City Clerk Rich Tran, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney
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7.

EXHIBIT ‘1’

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
2001 TAROB COURT RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. SD18-0014
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. UP19-0009
VESTING TENTATIVE MAP NO. MT18-0004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. EA19-0001

GENERAL CONDITIONS

General Compliance: The Permittee and owner, including all successors in interest (collectively "Permittee™)
shall comply with each and every condition set forth in this Permit. SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
SD18-0014, CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT UP19-0009, VESTING TENTATIVE MAP MT18-0004,
and ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT EA19-0002 (collectively "Permit") shall have no force or effect
and no building permit shall be issued unless and until all things required by the below-enumerated precedent
conditions have been performed or caused to be performed. The Permittee shall develop the site in accordance
with the approved Attachments and as modified by these Conditions of Approval.

Effective Date: Unless there is a timely appeal filed in accordance with the Milpitas Zoning Code, the date of
approval of this Permit is the date on which the City Council approved this Permit.

Acceptance of Permit: Should Permittee fail to file a timely appeal within twelve (12) calendar days of the
date of approval of this Permit, inaction by Permittee shall be deemed to constitute each of the following:
a. Acceptance of this Permit by Permittee; and
b. Agreement by the Permittee to be bound by, comply with, and to do all things required of or by
Permittee pursuant to all of the terms, obligations, and conditions of this Permit.

Permit Expiration: Pursuant to Section XI-10-64-06 of the Milpitas Municipal Code, this Permit shall become
null and void if the activity permitted by this Permit is not commenced within two (2) years from the date of
approval, or for a project submitted with a tentative map, within the time limits of the approved tentative map.
Pursuant to Section X1-10-64.06(B) of the Milpitas Municipal Code, an activity permitted by this Permit shall
be deemed to have commenced when the Project:

a. Completes a foundation associated with the Project; or

b. Dedicates any land or easement as required from the zoning action; or

c. Complies with all legal requirements necessary to commence the use, or obtains an occupancy

permit, whichever is sooner.

Time Extension: Pursuant to Section XI-10-64.07 of the Milpitas Municipal Code, unless otherwise provided
by State law, Permittee shall have the right to request a one-time extension of the Permit if the request is made
in writing to the Planning Division prior to the expiration date of the approval. (P)

Project Job Account: If Permittee’s project job account is at any time delinquent or below the required deposit
amount, City will not continue to review or process the application until Permittee's project job account is
paid in full and the required deposit has been made. Additionally, prior to the issuance of any building permit
or occupancy permit as applicable, Permittee shall pay in full the Project account balance and establish a
remaining balance of at least twenty-five percent (25%) of the required initial deposit. (P/E)

Notice: Pursuant to California Government Code Section 66020, any protest filed in court relating to the
imposition of fees, dedication, reservations, or other exactions to be imposed on the development project shall

10
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

be filed within ninety (90) days after the date of the adoption of this Resolution. This provision serves as
notice from the local agency to the Permittee that the ninety (90) day period in which the Permittee may file
a protest has begun under California Government Code Section 66020(d)(1).

Cost and Approval: Permittee shall fully complete and satisfy each and every condition set forth in this
Resolution and any other condition applicable to the Project to the sole satisfaction of the City. Additionally,
Permittee shall be solely responsible and liable for the cost to satisfy each and every condition. (ALL)

Conditions: Each and every condition set forth in this Exhibit shall apply to the Project and continue to apply
to the Project so long as the Project is operating under the permits and approvals in this Resolution. (ALL)

Compliance with Laws: The construction, use, and all related activity authorized under this Permit shall
comply with all applicable local, state and federal laws, rules, regulations, guidelines, requirements and
policies. (CAO/P/E/B)

Indemnification: To the fullest extent permitted by law, Permittee shall indemnify, defend with counsel of the
City's choosing, and hold harmless City, its City Council, its boards and commissions, officials, officers,
employees and agents from and against any and all claims, demands, obligations, damages, actions, causes of
action, suits, losses, judgments, fines, penalties, liabilities, costs and expenses (including without limitation,
attorney's fees, disbursements and court costs) of every kind and nature whatsoever which may arise from or
in any manner relate (directly or indirectly) to (i) City's approval of the project, including, but not limited to,
the approval of the discretionary permits, maps under the Subdivision Map Act, and/or the City's related
determinations or actions under the California Environmental Quality Act, and (ii) Permittee's construction,
operation, use or related activity under this Permit. This indemnification shall include, but not be limited to,
damages awarded against the City, if any, costs of suit, attorneys' fees, and other expenses incurred in
connection with such claim, action, causes of action, suit or proceeding whether incurred by Permittee, City
and/or the parties initiating or bringing such proceeding. Permittee shall indemnify the City for all of City's
costs, attorneys' fees and damages, which City incurs in enforcing the indemnification provisions set forth in
this condition. Permittee shall pay to the City upon demand or, as applicable, to counsel of City's choosing,
any amount owed pursuant to the indemnification requirements prescribed in this condition. The above
indemnification is intended to be as broad as permitted by applicable law. To the extent the above
indemnification is limited by Government Code Section 66474.9, any limitations shall only apply to Vesting
Tentative Map No. MT16-0003, and the balance of the Permit shall be unaffected by Government Code
Section 66474.9.

Certificate of Insurance: Permittee shall provide certificate of insurance and name City as an additional insured
in its insurance policies for the Project.

Revocation, Suspension, Modification: This Permit may be suspended, revoked or modified in accordance
with Section X1-10-63.06 of the Milpitas Municipal Code.

Severability: If any term, provision, or condition of this Permit is held to be illegal or unenforceable by the
Court, such term, provision or condition shall be severed and shall be inoperative, and the remainder of this
Permit shall remain operative, binding and fully enforceable.

Response to Conditions of Approval: Permittee shall provide a written response to comments upon submittal
for building permit application. The responses should clearly indicate how each condition of approval has
been addressed in the plans and shall note the appropriate plan sheet. (P)

Compliance with Fire Department and California Fire Code: The project shall comply with the requirements
of the Milpitas Fire Department and the California Fire Code, as adopted by the City. Changes to the site plan
and/or buildings requires review and approval by the Fire Department. (F)

1
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Development in Conformance with Approved Plans: Permittee shall develop the approved Project in
conformance with the plans dated July 10, 2019 and approved by the City Council on September 17, 2019, in
accordance with these Conditions of Approval. Any deviation from the approved site plan, elevations,
materials, colors, landscape plan or other approved submittal shall require that, prior to the issuance of
building permits, the Permittee shall submit modified plans and any other applicable materials as required by
the City for review, and obtain the approval of the Planning Director or Designee. If the Planning Director or
designee determines that the deviation is significant, the owner or designee shall be required to apply for
review and obtain approval of the Planning Commission or City Council, as applicable, in accordance with
the Milpitas Zoning Code. (P)

PLANNING CONDITIONS

Landscape: All approved landscaping shall be permanently maintained and replaced with substantially similar
plant material as necessary to provide a permanent, attractive and effective appearance.

Architecture: Permittee shall submit updated Project Architecture depicted on the Building Elevations sheets
to the Planning Division, and obtain approval from the Planning Director or Designee prior to Building Permit
submittal. Any deviations from approved Project Architecture shall be approved at the sole discretion of the
Director of Planning or his/her approved designee

Street Lights: Permittee shall provide street lighting along all street frontages subject to the review and
approval of the Planning Division. Permittee shall likewise install pedestrian scale lights along all public and
private street frontages. The Permittee shall submit a photometric plan to determine appropriate light levels
with submittal of on-site improvement plans.

Parking: Parking shall be provided as depicted on the Site Plan approved by the City Council and shall consist
of the following:

a. RESIDENT: A total of 64 spaces within the parking garage and on the site.

b. GUEST: A total of 10 guest spaces are to be provided in the internal driveway and in the parking
garage.

c. COMPACT: 29 of the resident and guest parking spaces will be designated as compact spaces.
No additional spaces shall be compact without written approval from the Planning Director or
his/her designee.

Bicycle Racks: A minimum of ten (10) long-term bicycle parking spaces shall be installed on the site. A total
of four (4) short-term bicycle parking spaces shall also be installed on the site.

Trees: The project will remove 34 trees and replace with 40 trees, in conformance with the plans approved by
City Council on September 17, 20109.

Public Art Requirement: Permittee shall comply with the City’s Public Art Requirements for Private
Development, as set forth in Milpitas Municipal Code Section X1-10-14. Fee shall be no less than one-half
of one percent of building development costs and shall be payable at time of building permit issuance.

Affordable Housing Requirement: Permittee shall comply with the City’s Affordable Housing Ordinance, as
set forth in Milpitas Municipal Code Section XI-1-3.00 and Resolution no. 8852. The applicable fee levels
will be determined by the building permit application date.
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a. Fee-In Lieu Exception Request: Prior to Building Permit issuance, the applicant shall pay the in-
lieu fees pursuant to Resolution no. 8852, as well as an additional $200,000 to the Affordable
Housing Ordinance Fund.

b. Fee-In Lieu Exception Request: Prior to Building Permit issuance, the applicant shall pay an
additional one-half of one percent of building development costs towards the City’s Public Art
Fund.

c. Fee-In Lieu Exception Request: Prior to Building Permit insurance, the applicant shall pay
$100,000 to benefit the aesthetic enhancement of the South Milpitas Boulevard culvert bridge.

PLANNING & BUILDING PROJECT-RELATED TASP MITIGATION MEASURES &
REQUIRED PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES

Biological Resources (TASP Policy 5.26)

26. Nesting Birds: To mitigate impacts on non-listed special-status nesting raptors and other nesting birds, a
qualified biologist will survey the site for nesting raptors and other nesting birds within 14 days prior to any
ground disturbing activity or vegetation removal. Results of the surveys will be forwarded to the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Services (USFWS) and CDFG (as appropriate) and, on a case-by-case basis, avoidance
procedures adopted. These can include construction buffer areas (several hundred feet in the case of raptors)
or seasonal avoidance. However, if construction activities occur only during the non-breeding season between
August 31 and February 1, no surveys will be required. (P)

Noise (TASP Policy 5.10))

27. Noise Insulation: Prior to issuance of any building permit, Permittee shall demonstrate that the Project will
meet the required 45 dBA maximum interior noise standard.

Air Quality (TASP Policy 5.16)

28. Dust Control Emissions: During the construction of the Project, Permittee shall comply with all of the
following:

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

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

c. All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads shall be removed using wet power
vacuum street sweepers at least once per day or more often if determined necessary by City
Engineer or designee. The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

d. All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 MPH.

e. 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.

f. Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the
maximum idling time to five (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.

g. All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturer's specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified mechanic and
determined to be running in proper condition prior to operation.

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

(B)

29. ROG Emissions: Prior to issuance of any building permit, Permittee shall develop, submit and obtain approval

from the City of a plan to reduce ROG emissions by 17 percent or greater during the architectural coating
phase of the construction. Acceptable measures to achieve this goal include, but are not limited to, using paint
that contains 125 grams per liter of VOC or less, the use of pre-fabricated building materials, or a combination
of both. The plan shall be implemented as approved by the City. (B)

Cultural Resources (TASP Policies 5.34 and 5.35)

30.

31.

Archeological Monitoring: Any future ground disturbing activities, including grading, in the Transit Area
shall be monitored by a qualified archaeologist to ensure that the accidental discovery of significant
archaeological materials and/or human remains is handled according to CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 regarding
discovery of archeological sites and burial sites, and Guidelines §15126.4(b) identifying mitigation measures
for impacts on historic and cultural resources (see Public Resources Code §821083.2, 21084.1). In the event
that buried remains are encountered, work shall be halted in the immediate area and the Santa Clara County
coroner and the City of Milpitas Department of Planning and Department of Building shall be immediately
contacted to determine the nature of the remains and related appropriate mitigation plan. If remains are
determined to be of Native American origin, the coroner will then contact the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC), which will in turn contact the appropriate Most Likely Descendent (MLD). The MLD
will then have the opportunity to make a recommendation for the respectful treatment of the Native American
remains and related burial goods. (P/B)

Paleontological Monitoring: All grading plans for development projects involving ground displacement shall
include a requirement for monitoring by a qualified paleontologist to review underground materials recovered.
In the event fossils are encountered, work in the area shall be halted and the City of Milpitas Department of
Planning and Department of Building shall be immediately contacted to determine the nature of the remains
and related appropriate mitigation plan. A qualified paleontologist shall evaluate the fossils, and steps needed
to photo-document or to recover the fossils shall be taken. (P/B)

ENGINEERING CONDITIONS

PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION PLAN SUBMITTALS

The following conditions shall be met prior to any detailed construction plan check submittals (Building or
Engineering, except demolition and rough grade plans), unless otherwise approved by the Director of
Engineering/City Engineer. City reserves the right to reject any plan check submittal if any of the following
conditions are not met. (E)

32.

33.

Modifications: The Site Development Plan dated July 10, 2019 is subject to change during the plan check
stage based upon City’s previous comments and conditions stated herein.

Solid Waste and Recycling Handling Plan: Permittee shall submit final Solid Waste and Recycling Handling
Plan based upon City’s previous comments for City’s review and approval by the Engineering Department.
The subject Plan shall show calculations of waste generation volumes and how materials will be transferred
from the waste generation areas to the trash enclosure/external collection point; demonstrate how recycling
shall have a separately maintained process from garbage handling; address other requirements such as waste
generation and compactor sizing, chute shut-off and property management responsibility for bin
management and litter control; and procure sufficient service frequency.
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34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Stormwater Control Plan: Permittee shall submit City approved final Stormwater Control Plan (SWCP) that
complies with the latest Municipal Regional Stormwater NPDES Permit, including Low Impact
Development (LID) Section C3.c.i.(2)(b) measures for harvesting and reuse, infiltration, or evapo-
transpiration, for City’s review and approval by the Engineering Department.

Photometric Analysis: Permittee shall submit streetlight photometric analysis for City’s review and approval
by the Engineering Department along Tarob Court and Lundy Place that meet the Illuminating Engineering
Society of North America (IESNA), RP8, for roadway and sidewalk lighting standards and City standard
design guidelines.

Recycle Water Cross-Connection Specialist: In order to comply with the California Code of Regulations
Title 17 and 22, and for timely plan approval by the California State Water Resources Control
Board/Division of Drinking Water as well as by the South Bay Water Recycling, Permittee must hire a
certified cross-connection specialist for their consultation as to irrigation water system design and
construction phasing. The name and contact information of the certified cross-connection specialist shall be
provided on all landscape submittal plans.

Submittal Requirements: Permittee to ensure that all plan check submittals are in accordance with City’s
submittal check list for each permit type, including but not limited to, payment of permit fees and/or fee
deposit at the time of the submittal.

Project Job Account/Fee Deposit: Permittee shall open a new PJ account as a deposit to cover the costs for
Engineering Department’s services for review and inspection of the project. The amount shall be determined
based on the public improvement cost estimates as prepared by the Permittee’s engineer.

Coordination with other Projects: Permittee shall coordinate designs with 1992 Tarob Court subdivision (E-
EN18-0056) in advance prior to any plan submittal.

PRIOR TO FINAL MAP APPROVAL/RECORDATION

The following conditions shall be addressed during the final map plan check process and shall be met prior to
any final approval/recordation (except demolition permit and rough grade permit), unless otherwise approved
by the Director of Engineering/City Engineer. (E)

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45,

Dedication on the Final Map: Permittee shall dedicate necessary emergency vehicle access easement, public
service utility easement, sanitary sewer easement and other public easement(s) deemed necessary for the
project.

Abandonment/Quitclaim Easements: Permittee shall abandon/quit claim existing easements that are in
conflict with or unnecessary for the project.

Partial Street Vacation: This project is subject to and contingent upon partial vacation on Tarob Court and
Lundy Place.

Easements on the Final Map: Permittee shall depict all existing easements to remain based upon current
preliminary title report and depict new easements on the final map.

Concurrent Off-site Plan Reviews: Permittee shall submit separate off-site improvement plans for City’s
review and approval by the Engineering Department.

Utility Company Approval: Permittee shall obtain approval letters from utility companies (PG&E, AT&T,
Comocast) for abandonment of existing and dedication of new public service utilities easements.
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46.

47.

48.

49.

Demolition of Existing Building: Permittee shall demolish existing buildings/facilities that are in conflict
with the new property lines.

Covenant, Conditions & Restrictions (CC&Rs): Permittee shall provide CC&Rs for City’s review and
approval for perpetual maintenance of private roadways, private utilities, stormwater management facilities
in accordance with a separately recorded Stormwater Management Facilities Operation and Maintenance
Agreement. There shall be provisions in the CC&Rs to retain a recycled water site supervisor with annual
re-certification report to the City’s Public Works Department.

Subdivision Improvement Agreement and Securities: Permittee shall execute a Subdivision Improvement
Agreement and provide improvement securities in accordance with MMC Title XI, Section 17, and submit
all other supplemental documents as stipulated in the Improvement Agreement (such as certificate of
insurance).

Annexation to the Community Facilities District: Permittee shall submit an executed petition affirmatively
consenting to annex the subject property to the Community Facilities District (CFD) 2008-1, and agree to
pay the special taxes levied by the CFD 2008-1 for the purpose of maintaining the public services. The
CFD annexation process shall be completed prior to final map approval. Permittee shall comply with all
rules, regulations, policies and practices established by the State Law and/or by the City with respect to the

CFD including, without limitation, requirements for notice and disclosure to future owners and/or residents.

This condition of approval is nonseverable from the Permit and invalidation or limitation of this condition
invalidates the Permit, condition 14 notwithstanding.

PRIOR TO OFF-SITE PLAN APPROVAL/ENCROACHMENT PERMIT ISSUANCE

The following conditions shall be addressed as part of the off-site improvement plan review and shall be met
prior to encroachment permit issuance, unless otherwise approved by the Director of Engineering/City
Engineer. (E)

50.

51.

52.

53.

Public Improvement Design Standards: All public improvements shall be designed and constructed in
accordance with all applicable public improvement design standards, including but not limited to:

a. Milpitas Design Guidelines:
(http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/milpitas/departments/engineering/design-guidelines/);

b. Standard details and specifications:
(http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/milpitas/departments/engineering/standard-details-and-
specifications/);

c. Transit Area Specific Plan design guidelines:
(http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/engDesignGuidelines/en_dg_vi_transitAreaSpecific.pdf);
and

d. Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements, where applicable.

Sanitary Sewer Calculations: Permittee shall submit a completed “Sewer Needs Questionnaire” form and
sanitary sewer calculations to justify lateral size design, allocation of discharge for each of the lateral, and
impact to the existing main. Permittee shall be responsible to implement any necessary improvements if
there is any identified deficiency to the existing main as a result of the project.

Storm Drain Design: Permittee shall submit storm drain hydrology and hydraulic calculations based upon a
10-year storm event to justify the size of the storm drain lateral flowing full, without surcharging the main
line pipe, and to be reviewed and approved by the Engineering Department.

Domestic Water and Fire Service Calculations: Permittee shall submit potable water and fire service
calculations to confirm adequacy of lateral size, pressure and flow, to be reviewed and approved by the
Engineering Department and Fire Department. Hydraulic modeling analysis by the City and paid by the
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54.

55.

56.

o7.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

Permittee may be required as needed. Permittee shall be responsible to implement any necessary
improvements if there is any identified deficiency to the existing main as a result of the project.

Specific Improvements: In addition to standard public improvements required under Milpitas Municipal
Code (MMC) Title X1, Chapter 1, Section 7, Permittee shall install other specific improvements listed below
including incidental improvements as required by the City as part of the encroachment permit.

a) Installation of separate water service tap and meter for each of the following services:
residential, irrigation, and fire.

b) Installation of separate utility service lines (domestic water, fire service, sanitary sewer) for
residential.

c) Installation of radio-transmitted water meters with a meter antenna, any repeaters or transmitters
as needed with dedicated power supplies at no cost to the City at locations acceptable to the
City to ensure accurate and timely reception of meter readings. Permittee shall execute a
recorded instrument providing dedicated space, access rights and dedicated power supplies to
the City for operation/maintenance/repair/replacement of subject radio antenna.

d) Provide 2” grind and overlay with base repair of existing asphalt pavement to the centerline of
the street along the Tarob Court and Lundy Avenue project frontage to the City Engineer’s
satisfaction.

e) Street taper design along the Tarob Court project frontage shall be to the City Traffic Engineer’s
satisfaction.

f) Installation of new street trees along the project frontage. The locations, spacing of trees and
tree species shall be in compliance with applicable City standards and details.

Abandonment of Existing City Utilities: Permittee shall cap, abandon or remove any unused existing public
utilities based upon City’s Abandonment Notes and to the City’s satisfaction.

Relocation and Adjustment of Existing Public Utilities: Permittee shall relocate and/or adjust existing public
utilities as needed that are in conflict with the proposed improvements.

Water Service Agreement: Permittee shall complete a water service agreement to obtain water service.

Encroachment Permit: Prior to any work in the public right-of-way and/or public easement, obtain an
encroachment permit with insurance requirements for all public improvements including a traffic control
plan per the latest California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) standards to be
reviewed and approved by the Engineering Department.

Pothole Encroachment Permit: Due to multiple new utility service connections along the project frontage,
Permittee shall pothole and verify all potential utility crossing conflict as part of the public improvement
plan during the design stage.

Permittee shall relocate the existing 12 water main along the Tarob Court project frontage. The permittee
shall connect the new 12 water main to the existing 12” water main at both ends per City standards and
install per backbone guidelines. The existing water main shall be abandoned per the City’s Abandonment
Notes and to the City Engineer’s satisfaction.

Permittee shall upsize the existing 15” storm drain to 24” HDPE from the existing manhole within the 20’
Public Utility Easement as shown on parcel map in book 431 of maps at pages 2 and 3, to the point of
connection on Tarob Court.

Permittee shall abandon and remove the existing 6” sanitary sewer line within the 20’ Public Utility
Easement as shown on parcel map in book 431 of maps at pages 2 and 3. Existing service to 1971 Tarob
Court (APN 086-36-033) and existing sewer main within the easement downstream of said service shall
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63.

64.

remain to continue to serve 1971 Tarob Court. The Permittee shall communicate and coordinate with
adjacent property owners of 1971 Tarob Court declaring work on the sanitary sewer line serving 1971 Tarob
Court.

A new 8-inch recycled water main line shall be installed along the City’s Preferred Alignment, as described
below, or an alignment the City identifies as the most feasible route for the recycled water main line. The
City’s Preferred Alignment is, connect to the existing recycled water main line on Tarob Court extending, at
a minimum, to the point of future irrigation connection for 2001 Tarob Court.

The Permittee agrees to fulfill the requirement of installing a new recycled water main line by completing
one of the following options at the City’s discretion:

a. Ifan alignment has not been installed by another party at the time of Building Permit issuance,
the Permittee and the City shall enter into a reimbursement agreement to reimburse the
permittee for the design and construction of the portion of the new recycled water main line that
exceeds the property frontage length of 230 linear feet.

b. If the recycled water main is under construction or the construction of the recycle water main
has been completed, by another party, at the time of Building Permit issuance, the permittee
shall pay the City for the cost of design and construction equivalent to the property frontage
length, measured to be 230 linear feet. The cost of design and construction shall be based upon
a licensed Civil Engineer’s cost estimate, approved by the City.

c. Ifthe installation of a new recycled water main line is determined to be infeasible by the City,
the permittee shall pay the City for the cost of design and construction equivalent to the
property frontage length, measured to be 230 linear feet for the City's use to fund the City’s
preferred future recycled water improvements which the City will design and install at a later
time. The cost of design and construction shall be based upon a licensed Civil Engineer’s cost
estimate, approved by the City.

Permittee shall obtain approval and encroachment permit from the City of San Jose for work on the City of
San Jose manhole due to realignment of the curb. Permittee shall comply with City of San Jose design
requirements and submit offsite plans to the City of San Jose for their review and approval of improvements
impacting City of San Jose Infrastructure.

PRIOR TO BUILDING PERMIT ISSUANCE

The following conditions shall be addressed during the building plan check process and shall be met prior to
any building permit issuance (except demolition permit and rough grade permit), unless otherwise approved by
the Director of Engineering/City Engineer. (NOTE: Pursuant to Density Bonus approval, standard conditions
regarding the reconstruction of the street and the upgrade of stormwater requirements have been requested as
regulatory concessions, and therefore do not apply to this project). (E)

65.

66.

67.

Final Map Recordation: Permittee shall record the final map.

Easements on the Building Permit Plans: Permittee shall depict all existing easements to remain based upon
current preliminary title report and depict new easements on applicable building permit plans.

Stormwater Facility Operation & Maintenance Plan: Permittee shall incorporate design details into
applicable construction plans in accordance with City approved Storm Water Control Plan (SWCP).
Permittee shall also submit Stormwater Facility Operation & Maintenance Plan that describes operation and
maintenance procedures needed to ensure that treatment Best Management Practices (BMPs) and other
storm water control measures continue to work as intended and do not create a nuisance (including vector
control).
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68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

Stormwater Management Facilities O&M Agreement: Permittee shall execute and record a Stormwater
Management Facilities Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Agreement associated with the SWCP O&M
Plan, including perpetual maintenance of treatment areas/units, as reviewed and accepted by the Engineering
Department. The subject O&M Agreement shall be referenced in the CC&Rs, if applicable.

Water Supply and Force Majeure. The City reserves the right to suspend the issuance of building permits in
case of an emergency declaration of water supply in the case of a major catastrophic event that restricts
City’s assurance to provide water supply.

Recycle Water Approval: Permittee shall use recycled water for landscape irrigation purpose, except for the
interior courtyard/podium areas within the building footprint where the potable water shall be used for
irrigation. Permittee shall comply with California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 22, Division 4, Chapter
3, titled “Water Recycling Criteria”, CCR, Title 17, Division 1, Chapter 5, Subchapter 1 titled “Drinking
Water Supply” and all other recycled water regulations as listed under the publication titled “California
Department of Public Health Regulations Related to Recycled Water June 18, 2014”. Permittee shall obtain
approval from the California State Water Resources Control Board/Division of Drinking Water, South Bay
Water Recycling and the City for recycled water design, including but not limited to on-site irrigation
design, based upon South Bay Water Recycling Guidelines and City of Milpitas Supplemental Guidelines.
All landscape plants shall be compatible with recycled water.

Water Efficient Landscapes: Permittee shall comply with Milpitas Municipal Code Title VIII, Chapter 5
(Water Efficient Landscapes) for landscape design, including but not limited to, providing separate water
meters for domestic water service and irrigation service and providing applicable landscape documentation
package.

Solid Waste and Recycling Facility Design: Permittee shall comply with all applicable City design
guidelines/details associated with haul route, turning radius, vertical and horizontal clearance, trash
enclosure, staging area, storage area, etc.

Recycling Report Prior to Demolition Permit Issuance: Permittee shall submit Part | of a Recycling Report
on business letterhead to the Building Department, for forwarding to the Engineering Department for review
and approval. The report shall describe the following resource recovery activities:

a. What materials will be salvaged.

b. How materials will be processed during demolition.

c. Intended locations or businesses for reuse or recycling.

d. Quantity estimates in tons (both recyclable and for landfill disposal). Estimates for recycling
and disposal tonnage amounts by material type shall be included as separate items in all reports
to the Building Division before demolition begins.

Permittee shall make every effort to salvage materials for reuse and recycling, and shall comply with the
City’s demolition and construction debris recycling ordinance.

Recycling Report Prior to Building Permit Issuance: Permittee shall submit Part Il of the Recycling Report
to the Building Department, for forwarding to the Engineering Department. Part 11 of the Recycling Report
shall be supported by copies of weight tags and/or receipts of “end dumps.” Actual reuse, recycling and
disposal tonnage amounts (and estimates for “end dumps”) shall be submitted to the Building Department
for approval by the Engineering Department prior to inspection by the Building Department.

Flood Plain Management: This project is in the Flood Zone “AO” with 1’ average flood depth, therefore,
Permittee shall comply with all applicable flood protection criterion required by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) and MMC Title XI, Chapter 15. Permittee shall also submit a Flood Study
for the Project demonstrating, to the satisfaction of the City Engineer, that the proposed development has no
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76.

adverse impact to the surrounding flood plain within the Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) and to the
flood carrying capacity of the area. The study should include cumulative effects of existing and proposed
developments demonstrating the combined effects will not increase the water surface elevation of the Base
Flood Elevation (BFE) more than one foot at any point. For the AO Flood Zone, the flood study is required
to establish the BFE, and set the building elevation accordingly. The flood study shall be consistent with the
requirements in accordance with Title 44 of the Code of Federal Regulations by establishing a hydraulic
model and HEC-RAS. The study shall clearly identify the lowest floor elevation as being either the bottom
of garage, bottom of first floor residential units, bottom of elevator pit, etc. and shall be completely elevated
out of the SFHA.

Development Fees: Permittee shall pay the following development fees. The information listed in items “a”

through “g” are based upon current fee rates; however, those fee rates are subject to change. The exact fee
amount shall be determined at the time of building permit fee payment.

a. Transit Area Specific Plan fee at $32,781/unit for residential uses. Based on approval for
development of 40 units, the estimated Transit Area Specific Plan Development Impact Fee for
this project is $1,311,240 ($32,781/unit x 40 units). TASP fees shall be paid prior to Building
Permit Final.

b. Parkland:

1. The project is required to dedicate 0.35 acres of parkland, equivalent to $971,841.02
fees-in-lieu.

2. The park portion of the TASP fee is valued at $600,548, equivalent to 0.22 acres. This
will be applied to the project parkland requirement.

3. The applicant will receive credit for 0.13 acres of private recreation space on site. Upon
demonstration of provision of this private recreation space to the satisfaction of the
Direction of Planning or his/her designee, no additional parkland fees will be due, per
table below.

2001 Tarob Court Unit Count 40
2001 Tarob Court Population Estimate 97 persons
TASP Parkland Requirement 3.5 gcres/l,OOO _people or
equivalent fees-in-lieu
PARKLAND ACREAGE DUE/FEE EQUIVALENT | 0.35 acres/$971,841.02
Amount Satisfied Through TASP Fees 0.22 acres/$600,548
(Acreage/Dollars)
REMAINING DELTA TO BE SATISFIED 0.13 acres/$371,293.02
(Acreage/Dollars)
Private Recreation Acreage Approved by City 0.13 acres
TOTAL ACREAGE/FEES PROVIDED 0.26 acres
REMAINING ACREAGE/FEE REQUIREMENT 0.0 acres/$0
TO BE MET )
BALANCE OF PARKLAND ACREAGE/FEES
0.0 acres/$0
DUE

c. Storm water connection fee at $16,771/acre for residential.

d. Water connection fee at $1,164/unit for residential, based upon increased water usage.

e. Sewer connection fee at $1,406/unit for residential, based upon increased average wastewater

flow.
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f.  2.5% of applicable fees in accordance with City Resolution No. 7590 as Permitting Automation
Fee.
g. FEMA Flood Zone Designation Letter fee in the amount of $100.00 each.

77. Building foundations adjacent to public utilities shall be designed to be self-supporting such that the
building weight is not required to be supported during shoring and excavation of adjacent utilities. If any
project building is located next to a City easement, the City is not responsible for any foundation damage
that would occur due to excavating in the event of servicing or repairs in that easement.

78. All domestic, irrigation, and fire water services serving the site shall have at least a reduced pressure
backflow preventer.

DURING CONSTRUCTION
The following conditions shall be complied with at all times during the construction phase of the project, unless
otherwise approved by the Director of Engineering/City Engineer. (E)

79. Dewatering: If dewatering is needed during construction, Permittee shall obtain a Short-Term Industrial
Wastewater Permit from the San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant for discharging the
groundwater to a sanitary sewer system.

80. On-site Recycle Water Coordination: Permittee’s cross-connection specialist shall coordinate the phasing of
the construction; facilitate the cross-connection testing in order to minimize the impact for occupied
buildings during cross-connection testing; sign-off before the water meter set; coordinate on-site
construction inspection; complete the site inspection; fill out required paperwork/questionnaire; and provide
them to the City for forwarding to South Bay Water Recycling.

81. Prohibition of Potable Water Usage: Permittee shall use recycled water for construction purposes, including
dust control and compaction. Permittee shall comply with MMC V111-6-5.00 and 6-6.00 where potable
water usage is prohibited, unless otherwise approved by the City Council.

82. Construction Staging and Employee Parking: Permittee shall place all construction related materials,
equipment, and arrange construction workers parking on-site and not located in the public right-of-ways or
public easements.

83. Water Shut-down Plan: Permittee shall provide a water shut-down plan at least seven days in advance of the
shut-down in coordination with the Engineering Inspector, and notify affected property owners/tenants when
cut-in tee(s) is/are required.

PRIOR TO FIRST OCCUPANCY
The following conditions shall be met prior to first building occupancy on either lot, unless otherwise approved
the Director of Engineering/City Engineer.

84. Completion of Public Improvements: Permittee shall complete all public improvements, including but not
limited to frontage improvements along Tarob Court and Lundy Avenue, as shown on City approved plans.

85. LOMR-F: Permittee shall submit the FEMA approved LOMR-F for each unit/building associated with the
requested occupancy, if project is located in the SFHA.

86. Elevation and/or Flood Proofing Certificate: Permittee's civil engineer shall submit Elevation and/or Flood
Proofing Certificate for the lowest finished floor elevation of each building for City record.
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87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

Landscape Certificate of Completion: Permittee shall submit a Certificate of Substantial Completion that
complies with the Milpitas Municipal Code Water Efficient Landscapes ordinance.

Certificate of Cross-Connection: Permittee shall ensure that the cross-connection specialist complete the
required recycled water construction inspection checklist, cross connection test results and any special
inspection checklist as required by the South Bay Recycling Program
http://www.sanjoseca.gov/index.aspx?NID=1595 and forward them to the City.

Record Drawings: Permittee shall submit record drawings in AutoCAD, Tiff, and PDF formats for City
records. Record drawings shall include all public improvements. Additionally, if the project uses recycled
water, the permittee shall also submit record drawings of on-site irrigation facilities.

Private Job (PJ) Balance: Permittee shall pay for any remaining balance from the Private Job deposit.

Backflow Devices: All backflow preventer devices shall be tested by a certified backflow tester, and results
of the test shall be submitted to the City before going into service.

FIRE CONDITIONS

The plans approved by City Council are not building plans and have not been reviewed nor approved for
conformance to the California Building Code (CBC), California Fire Code (CFC) and the Milpitas Municipal
Code (MMC). Do not consider the plan set approved by City Council as final building plans approved by the
Fire Department. Building plans must be submitted for review and approval before construction is to commence.
The following notes are a general list of the applicable code requirements (2016) and are provided to assist with
the building permit process. Please note that these are not all inclusive. All applicable Building, Fire and
Municipal Code requirements must be met in advance of any building permit approvals or related construction.
Note, Jan. 01, 2020, new CA Building Codes go into effect.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

Technical Assistance: To determine the acceptability of technologies, processes, products, facilities,
materials, and uses attending the design, operation or use of a building or premises subject to inspection by
the Fire Code Official, the Fire Code Official is authorized to require the owner or agent to provide, without
charge to the jurisdiction, a technical opinion(s), plan review(s) and/or report(s). CFC Section 104.7.2

Electronic documents: The Fire Code Official may require electronic base documents for all construction
documents and operational permits. The Fire Code Official shall designate the software base format for the
electronic documents. CFC Section 105.4.2.2, added by MMC Section V-300-2.11

Fire Department Emergency Key Box (aka: Knox Box, Knox Locks, Knox Electric Switches, etc.): The
Fire Code Official is authorized to require a key box(es) to be installed in an approved location(s) if
necessary for life-saving or fire-fighting purposes. Quantity and location shall be as directed by the Fire
Code Official. CFC Section 506. In addition to the building, locked mechanical closets, fire alarm closets,
sprinkler riser closets, etc. may need a Fire Dept. approved “Knox” key box.

Emergency Responder Radio: A Fire Department approved emergency responder radio coverage system
shall be provided. CFC Section 510, MMC V-300-2.57

Standby Power for Elevators. Elevators shall be provided with standby power. CFC Section 1009.4
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97.

98.

99.

100.

Two Way Communication. A tow-way communication system complying with Sections 1009.8.1 and
1009.8.2 shall be provided at the landing serving each elevator or bank of elevators on each accessible floor
that is one or more stories above or below the level of exit discharge. CFC Section 1009.8

Fire Safety: Fire safety during construction, alteration or demolition of the building shall meet the
requirements of Chapter 33 of the California Fire Code and the Standards for Construction Site Fire Safety
(un-024) by “unidocs” organization (http//:www.unidocs.org). A Construction Site Fire Safety plan shall be
submitted to the Milpitas Fire Prevention Division for review and approval prior to the start of combustible
construction. CFC Chapter 33

Access Control Devices: When access control devices including bars, grates, gates, electric or magnetic
locks or similar devices, which would inhibit rapid fire department emergency access to the building, are
installed, such devices shall be approved by the Fire Code Official. All access control devices shall be
provided with an approved means for deactivation or unlocking by the fire department. Access control
devices shall also comply with Chapter 10 Egress. CFC Section 504.6, added by MMC Section V-300-2.51

Fire Department Access: Fire Department apparatus and staff access shall be provided to all buildings
and site. Detailed review will be done during construction permit process. CFC Section 503

a. Minimum Number of Fire Apparatus Access Points: A Minimum of two independent and
approved (approved by the Fire Code Official) means of fire apparatus access shall be provided
for the site. Buildings or facilities exceeding 30 feet (9144 mm), or three stories in height, or
50,000 square feet (5760 m?) shall be provided with at least two means of fire apparatus access
for each structure. International Fire Code, Section D104.1, adopted and amended by MMC V-
300-2.143

b. Turning Radius: Fire apparatus access roads shall meet the Milpitas Fire Department turning
radii guidelines and shall provide continuous apparatus travel. Turning radii for fire apparatus
access roads shall be a minimum net clearance of 48 feet 6 inches for the outside radius and 28
feet 0 inches for the inside radius. The layout for the outside and the inside radius shall be from
the same reference point (center). CFC Section 503.2.4

c. Fire Apparatus Clearance: Fire apparatus access roads shall provide a minimum clear width of
26 feet. This requirement is for the use and function of a fire ladder apparatus. International
Fire Code, Appendix D, Sections D103.1 and D105.2, adopted and amended by Milpitas
Municipal Code. MMC V-300-2.142 and 2.145

d. Timing of Installation and Serviceability of Fire Protection Elements: When fire apparatus
access roads or a water supply for fire protection is required to be installed, such protection
shall be installed and made serviceable prior to and during the time of construction.
Combustible construction shall not begin until water mains and hydrants are operational and fire
apparatus access roads are installed (paved, or other acceptable Fire Department roads that are
weather resistive and able to meet the fire apparatus requirements). CFC Section 501.4

e. Fire Apparatus Access: Fire apparatus access shall extend to within 150 feet of all portions of
exterior walls of the building/structure per the California Fire Code Section 503.1.1. When
there is a dead-end condition, means for fire apparatus turn-around shall be provided.

f.  Adjacent Access Rights: No source of access from lands adjoining a property to be developed
shall be considered fire apparatus access roads, unless there is obtained the irrevocable and
unobstructed rights and recorded as an ingress/egress access easement with the Country of
Santa Clara. CFC Section 503.7, added by MMC V-300-2.48

g. Fire Access Road Materials and Load Bearing Requirements: Fire access roads shall be paved
(concrete and/or asphalt cement, or other concrete type pavement approved by the Fire Dept.).
Fire apparatus access roads/lanes and emergency vehicle roads shall be designed and
maintained to support the imposed loads of fire apparatus and shall be surfaced so as to provide
all-weather capabilities. Design criteria shall be based on the City of Milpitas fire apparatus
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Sutphen S95 Aerial Platform unit. Please contact the Fire Prevention Division for
specifications. CFC Section 503.2.3

h. Obstruction of Fire Access: Ground structures (including landscape) and building projections
shall not encroach or impede the fire apparatus access requirements. CFC Section 503.4

i. Emergency Vehicle Access (EVA): EVA roads, when required, shall meet the fire department
site access requirements. CFC Section 503.

j. Marking of Fire Access Roads. The required access road shall be designated and clearly
marked as a fire lane. The designated fire lane shall be identified as set forth in Section 22500.1
of the Vehicle Code. The designation shall be indicated (1) by a sign posted immediately
adjacent to, and visible from, the designated place clearly stating in letters not less than one inch
in height that the place is a fire lane, (2) by outlining or painting the place in red and, in
contrasting color, marking the place with the words "FIRE LANE", which are clearly visible
from a vehicle, or (3) by a red curb or red paint on the edge of the roadway upon which is
clearly marked the words "FIRE LANE". CFC Section 503.3. Minimum marking shall be pole
signage and red curb with “FIRE LANE” stencil. Signage and red curbs shall be done
throughout and as needed to clearly identify the no parking zones.

Minimum marking shall be (1) pole signage and (3) red curb with “FIRE LANE — CVC 22500.1”
stencil.

k. Buildings with Courtyards. Fire access shall be provided to enclosed courts for firefighting and
rescue operations. Each court shall be designed to provide readily accessible method of bring a
fire department ground ladder (36’ long) into the courtyard. Please anticipate and accommodate
personnel carrying ladder. CFC Section 102.9

I. Building Setbacks: Building/structure set back, proximity to fire access roads. At least one of
the required access routes meeting the Fire Dept. conditions shall be located within a minimum
of 15 feet and a maximum of 30 feet from the building, and shall be positioned parallel to the
entire side of the building. 2016 International Fire Code, Section D105.3, adopted by MMC
Section V-300-1.01

m. Site Design Changes: The Fire Department reserves the right to request site design changes as
needed to meet the requirements of the CFC, and/or make the request for additional fire
protection measures in conformance with the CFC Section 102.9.

101.  Fire Protection Water Supply (Hydrants, On-site and/or Public): An approved water supply (hydrants
on-site and/or public) capable of supplying the required fire flow for fire protection shall be provided upon
which facilities, buildings, or portions of buildings are hereafter constructed or moved into or within the
jurisdiction. Water supply shall meet the Fire Code and the City of Milpitas Engineering Division water
supply guidelines and the CFC Section 507, Appendix B and Appendix C. Note, the Civil plans submitted
under this Planning review are not approved for construction.

a. Water System Calculations: Private fire service mains and appurtenances shall be designed and
installed in accordance with the City of Milpitas Engineering design guideline requirements and
the NFPA 24. Design calculations and all the necessary design information for the water
system to meet the domestic and fire flow requirements as per the City of Milpitas Engineer
Division water design requirements shall be provided as part of the construction permit process.
CFC Section 507.

The minimum water flow at the worst case hydrant outlet within the private system shall be not
less than 3,000 gpm.

b. Fire Hydrant Location: The location and quantity of hydrants will be evaluation during the
construction permit process. This applies to the on-site private streets as well as to the public
streets. CFC Section 507.5

c. Hydrant for Automatic Fire Sprinkler/Standpipe Systems: Buildings equipped with an
automatic fire sprinkler system and/or a standpipe system installed in accordance with Sections
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903 and or 905 shall have a fire hydrant within 50 feet of the fire department connections. CFC
Section 507.1.1, amended by MMC Section VV-300-2.53

Private Hydrant Requirements: Private hydrants shall have the bottom 6 inches of the hydrant
painted, with a weather resistive paint, white in color. CFC Section 507.5.7, added by MMC V-
300-2.54.

No Parking in Front of Hydrants: No parking is permitted in front of fire hydrants. Hydrants
located on streets (Public or Private Street) shall have an unobstructed clearance of not less than
30 feet per CA Vehicle Code 22514

102.  Automatic Fire Sprinkler System for Structures:

a.

Automatic Fire Sprinkler. The buildings shall be provided with an automatic fire sprinkler
system in conformance with the NFPA 13 Standards. Note, system type will depend on
building/structure “construction type” analysis. California Fire Code Section 903

Sprinkler Valves: All valves controlling the water supply for the automatic sprinkler system
shall be electrically supervised by a listed fire alarm control unit. CFC 903.4

Fire Riser Location. The fire sprinkler system riser shall not be located within electrical rooms
or storage closets and shall be provided with clear access and working clearance. California
Fire Code Section 903.3.5.3, added by MMC Section V-300-2.65

Sprinkler Design. Hydraulic design for the automatic fire sprinkler system shall provide a
minimum of 20% safety margin. CFC Section 903.3.5.6, MMC V-300-2.68

103.  Requirements for Fire Service Water Laterals for Building Sprinkler Systems: Each building shall have

a fire service water laterals for the automatic fire sprinkler system and shall meet the California Fire Code
requirements Chapter 9 and the NFPA applicable Standards. Note that the utilities drawings provided are
not reviewed nor approved for construction. CFC Section 912.1

a.

FDC/PIV (fire department connection/post indicating valve) Location(s). The location of the
fire department FDC’s/PIV’s shall be at a readily visible and accessible location off the fire
access road and approved by the Fire Code Official. FDC’s/PIV’s shall not be located behind
parking stalls nor behind any other obstruction. Final review for location for the FDC’s/PIV’s
will be conducted during the construction permit process. CFC Section 912.2

FDC/PIC Signage. A metal sign with raised letters at least 1 inch in size shall be mounted on
all fire department connections. Signage shall be reflective, weather resistive and approved by
the Fire Code Official. CFC Section 912.5

Buildings equipped with an automatic fire sprinkler system and or a standpipe system installed
in accordance with Section 903 and or 905 of the CA Fire Code shall have a fire hydrant within
50 feet of the fire department connections. CA Fire Code Section 507.5.1.1 Added by MMC V-
300-2.53

Fire Service Water Lines: Service water supply laterals for the sprinkler systems and the on-site
fire hydrants shall be independent of each other. NFPA 13, Chapter 24

Backflow Protection. Potable water supply to the automatic sprinkler and/or the standpipe
systems shall be protected against backflow as required by the Health and Safety Code section
13114.7 and the City of Milpitas Utilities Engineering Division. CFC Section 912.6

Water Drainage. All new installations of sprinkler systems shall preclude sprinkler test and
system drain water from discharging into the storm drain; provisions to direct water to the
sanitary sewer or landscape or other approved means shall be provided. Sprinkler system
design shall include the proposed method for drainage of sprinkler system discharge. Storm
Water Pollution Regulations.

104.  Fire Alarm System, R-2 Occupancy: A fire alarm system and smoke alarms shall be installed in Group

R-2 Occupancies as required in Sections 907.2.9.1 through 907.2.9.4. CFC Section 907.2.9
CFC Section 907.2.9.1 - Manual Fire Alarm System
CFC Section 907.2.9.2 - Smoke Alarm (in accordance with 907.2.11)
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Manual Fire Alarm System: A manual fire alarm system that activated the occupant notification
system in accordance with Section 907.5 shall be installed in Group R-2 occupancies. CFC
907.2.9.1

Smoke Alarm, R-2 Occupancy: R-2 Occupancy, listed single and multiple-station smoke
alarms complying with UL217 shall be installed in accordance with Sections 907.2.11.2 through
907.2.11.6 and the NFPA 72. CFC Section 907.2.11

Visible Alarm Notification: For Group R-2 required by Section 907 to have a fire alarm
system, all dwellings units and sleeping units shall be provide with the capability to support
visible alarm notification appliances in accordance with NFPA 72. CFC 907.5.2.3.3

Fire Alarm Zones: Fire alarm system(s) shall be zoned as per the requirements of the CFC
Sections 907.6.3 and 907.6.4.

Fire Alarm Panel: Fire alarm panel (or fire alarm annunciator panel) shall be located in a
readily accessible location and shall be provided with the necessary access and working
clearance as required by the CA Electrical Code. CFC Section 907.6.4.1.1

Fire Alarm Monitoring: Fire alarm monitoring (approved supervising station - UL, or FM
approved). Fire alarm systems required by the Fire Code or by the California Building Code
shall be monitored by an approved supervising station in accordance with the NFPA 72. CFC
Section 907.6.6

105.  Building/Structure Other Requirements:

a.

Stairs to Roof: All stairs shall run up to the roof. The fire code official shall determine the
required number and location of stairway(s) to the roof. CFC Section 504.3.1, MMC Section
V-300-2.49

Roof stairs. When there are roof planes with vertical difference of more than 24” there shall be
stairs for access between the different roof planes. The Fire Code Official shall determine the
location for the stairs. CFC Section 102.9

Roof Guardrails at Interior Courts. Roof openings into interior courts that are bounded on all
sides by building walls shall be protected with guardrails. The top of the guardrail shall not be
less than 42 inches in height above the adjacent roof surface that can be walked on. Intermediate
rails shall be designed and spaced such that a 12-inch diameter sphere cannot pass through.
CFC 316.7, added by Milpitas Municipal Code V-300-2.45

Exception: Where the roof opening is greater than 600 square feet in area.

Premises Identification: New and existing buildings shall have approved address numbers,
building numbers or approved building identification placed in a position that is plainly legible
and visible from the street or road fronting the property. These numbers shall contrast with
their background. Address numbers shall be Arabic numerals or alphabet letters and shall be
consistent with Milpitas standardized addressing guidelines. CFC Section 505. The Fire Dept.
may require the installation of address numbers at multiple building locations. CFC Section
102.9

Address lllumination: All required addresses shall be illuminated. CFC Section 505.3, added
by MMC V-300-2.52.

Medical Service Elevators. All new passenger service elevators shall meet the medical service
elevator requirements in the California Building Code, 2016 Edition, Chapter 30. CFC Section
607.1.1, MMC V-300-2.59

Standpipe System: Standpipe system shall be installed in accordance with the California Fire
Code Section 905.2 and NFPA 15. When stairs are provided with intermediate landings, the
standpipes shall be located at the bottom floor level, at the top floor level and at all intermediate
landings. CFC Section 905.4

Portable Fire Extinguishers. Portable fire extinguishers shall be selected, installed and
maintained in accordance with CFC Section 906.
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106.  Electrical Generators:

a. Fuel tank(s) located below grade shall be considered underground tanks in accordance with the
California code of Regulations, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 16 (State Underground Tank
Regulations).

b. If the fuel tank system(s) is not to be considered an underground tank, as defined by the
underground tank regulations, provide documentation demonstrating compliance with the
specified State Water Resource Control Board’s Guidance letter LG-165-2.

c. Construction drawings, for the fuel tank, shall be submitted to the City for compliance with the
California Fire Code Chapters 27 and 34.

107.  Landscape sheets: The proposed landscaping may be impacted by the comments above and the
requirements for fire access, fire systems and devices (such as apparatus access, hydrants, fire service lines,
fire department connections valves, etc.). The Fire Dept. reserves the right to relocate, delete or change the
proposed landscaping when in conflict with fire systems and devices. CFC 507.5.4.

108.  Plan Submittal: Complete plans and specifications for all aspects of fire protection systems shall be
submitted to the Fire Department for review and approval prior to system installation. CFC Section 901.2

BUILDING CONDITIONS
General

109. Applicable Codes: Applicable codes shall be 2016 California Building Code (CBC), California
Mechanical Code (CMC), California Electrical Code (CEC), California Plumbing Code (CPC), Green
Building Standards Code (CalGreen), California Energy Code (CEnC) and 2017 Milpitas Municipal Code
(MMC).

110.  Build It Green/LEED Requirement: Residential portion of the building shall meet Build It Green 50 Green
Points or LEED for Homes Certified threshold per MMC sec. 11-20-3.01.

111.  Licensed Engineer/Architect: Engineer or Architect licensed in the State of California shall prepare the
plans. Structural design calculations and plans shall be wet signed and stamped when applying for a building
permit.

112.  Application for New Building Address: Applicant shall apply for new building addresses prior to
submitting for a building permit.

113.  Occupancy Group Designations: Apartment/Condominium building shall be classified as Group R2
Occupancy per CBC sec. 310 and private garages not exceeding 1,000 square feet as Group U Occupancy per
sec. 312. Each private garage shall be separated from other private garage by 1 hr fire barriers and/or 1 hr
horizontal assemblies per CBC sec. 406.3.1. Multiple private garages not separated by fire barriers shall be
classified as Group S-2 Occupancy per sec. 311.

114.  Fire Rating for Apartment Buildings: Apartment/Condominium buildings over 2 stories high shall be one-
hour fire-rated minimum (Type V-A) when allowable area increase with sprinkler is used per CBC Table
504.4.

115.  Allowable Building Area: Allowable building area for the building shall be as per CBC Table 506.2.
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116.  Exterior Wall Openings: The maximum area of protected and unprotected openings in exterior walls shall
comply with CBC sec. 705.8.

117.  Separating Units Requirements: Wall and floor separating units in the same building and separating units
from other occupancies are required to be one-hour fire resistive construction per CBC sec. 420, 708 and 711.

118.  Apartment Building Considered Separate and Distinct: Apartment/condominium building shall be
considered as separate and distinct buildings for the purpose of determining area limitations, continuity of fire
walls, limitation of number of stories and type of construction where it is separated from Group S-2 garage
by 3-hour fire rated horizontal assembly, garage is not more than one story above grade and of Type I-A
construction as per CBC sec. 510.2.

119.  Required Separation in Residential Building: Required separation in buildings between dwellings and
private garages shall be as per CBC sec. 420.2 and 420.3.

120. Required Separation in Residential Building: Required separation in buildings with mixed occupancies
shall be per CBC sec. 508

121.  Corridor Fire Rating: Corridor with occupant load over 10 shall be one-hour rated with 20-minute doors
leading to it per CBC sec. 1020.1.

122.  Minimum Number of Exits: Minimum no. of exits shall be provided per CBC Table 1006.3.1 and the
exits provided shall comply with CBC sec. 1022 through 1027. The required number of exits from any story
shall be maintained until arrival at grade or public way per CBC sec. 1006.3.1. Elevator shall not be used as
a component of a required means of egress per CBC sec. 1003.7, except elevators are used as an accessible
means of egress in accordance with sec. 1009.4.

123.  Required Egress: At least one required accessible means of egress shall be an elevator complying with
CBC sec. 1009.4 in buildings where a required accessible floor is four or more stories above or below a level
of exit discharge per sec. 1009.2.1.

124, Two-Way Communication System: Two way communication system is required at elevator landing on
each accessible floor that is one or more stories above or below the story of exit discharge per CBC sec.
1009.8.

125.  Exit Stair Enclosures: Exit stair enclosures shall not provide exit through corridor as per CBC sec. 1022.1,
but shall extend to exterior of the building with an exit passageway.

126.  Mezzanines: Mezzanine in the upper units shall be considered a story if it does not meet requirements of
CBC sec. 505.2

127.  Carbon Monoxide/Smoke Detectors Required: In the dwelling units, provide carbon monoxide detectors
and smoke detectors per CBC sec. 915 and 907.2.11.

128.  Escape Window Location: Escape bedroom windows below the 4™ floor shall open into a public street,
yard or exit court that opens to a public way as per CBC sec. 1030.1.

129.  Exit Courts: Exit from exit courts shall not reenter exit access as per CBC sec. 1028.1 and sec. 1028.5

130.  Exit Courts: Required exit courts to which escape bedroom windows open, shall be provided with exiting
as per CBC sec. 1028.1.
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131.  Elevator Enclosure: Elevator shall be enclosed in a shaft enclosure per CBC sect. 713.2 and 713.4.

132.  Elevator Hoistway Opening: Elevator hoistway opening shall be protected and enclosed within a shaft
enclosure per CBC 3006.2 and 712.1.1.

133.  Elevator Hoistway Door Opening: Elevator hoistway door opening shall be protected per CBC 3006.3.

134.  Elevator Lobby Sign: Elevator lobby identification signs shall be provided at any door with direct access
to an enclosed elevator lobby at landings in interior exit stairways where two or more doors lead to the floor
level per CBC 1023.10.

135.  Interior Stairway Enclosure: Interior stairway shall be enclosed per CBC sec. 1023.2.

136.  Roofing Material: Roofing material shall be as per CBC Table 1505.1.

137.  Exit Doors: Doors in a room with occupant load of 50 or more persons shall swing in the direction of exit
per CBC sec. 1010.1.2.1. Exit doors from assembly occupancy shall be provided with panic hardware per
sec. 1010.1.10.

138.  Exit Signs: Provide exit signs and tactile exit signs when two exits are required per CBC sect. 1013.1 and
1013.4.

139.  Building Occupancy Frontage: Buildings that house Group A Occupancy shall front directly on or
discharge to a public street not less than 20 feet in width per sec. 1029.2 and 1029.3. The main entrance to the
building shall be located on a public street or on the exit discharge.

140.  Occupant Load: Occupant load factor for assembly and multi-use room without fixed seats, including
clubhouse, common use deck area, courtyard, etc., shall be 1 occupant per 7 sq. ft per CBC Table 1004.1.2.

141.  Exit Enclosure: Exit enclosure in building less than four stories in height shall be one-hour fire-resistive
construction per CBC sec. 1023.2.

142.  Exit Enclosure: Exit enclosure in building four or more stories in height shall be two-hour fire-resistive
construction per CBC sec. 1023.2.

143.  Stairways: In buildings four or more stories in height, one stairway shall extend to the roof surface through
a penthouse complying with CBC sec. 1510.2, unless the roof has a slope steeper than 4:12 per CBC sec.
1011.12. In buildings without an occupied roof, access to the roof shall be permitted to be a roof hatch or trap
door not less than 16 sq ft with a min. dimension of 2ft and accessed by an alternating tread device, ship ladder
or a permanent ladder.

144,  Exterior Openings: Exterior openings required for natural light shall open directly onto a public way, yard
or court as set forth in CBC sec. 1205.1.

145.  Egress Balconies: Egress balconies shall comply with CBC sec. 1021.

146.  Egress Courts: Egress courts shall comply with CBC sec. 1028.4.

147.  Acoustical Report: Provide acoustical report to determine sound insulation requirements for at least
exterior walls. Interior sound insulation shall be as per CBC sec.1207 or as per acoustical report.
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148.  Ventilation Requirements for Dwelling Units with Non-Openable Windows: Dwelling units, which has
non-openable windows as required by acoustical report shall be provided with mechanical ventilation per
CBC sec. 1203.1 and CMC sec. 402.3. As per City policy BDP-MEO5, City does not allow the use of exhaust
only fans to achieve the fresh outside air requirement through infiltration.

149.  Ventilation Requirements for Studio Units: In studios, natural light and ventilation for sleeping areas shall
meet requirements per CBC sec.1203.5 and sec.1205.2. Any room is permitted to be considered as a portion
of an adjoining room for natural lighting and ventilation purpose where the common wall is open and
unobstructed and provides an opening of not less than 1/10 of the floor area of the interior room and not less
than 25 square feet per CBC 1205.2.1.

150.  Electric Vehicle Charging Stations Requirement: Where 17 or more multifamily dwelling units are
constructed on a building site, 3% of the total number of parking spaces provided for all types of parking
facilities, but no less than 1, shall be electric vehicle charging stations (EVCS) capable to supporting future
electric vehicle supply equipment per CalGreen sec. 4.106.4.2.

151.  Electric Vehicle Charging Stations Location: At least one EVCS shall be located in common use areas
and available for use by all residents per CalGreen sec. 4.106.4.2.1. Per City Policy No. BDP-BLG17 and
CalGreen sec. 4.106.4.2.2, one in every 25 EVCS, but no less than 1, shall be accessible and located on an
accessible route. Accessible EV charging parking space shall not be counted as one of the required accessible
parking spaces as required by CBC, because the space is allowed to be used by non-disabled people.

152.  Solar Ready Requirement: The buildings shall comply with solar ready requirements per CEnC 110.10.

153.  Mechanical Duct Location: No mechanical duct shall penetrate exterior walls unless approved by
Planning Division.

154.  Balconies, Landings and Decks: Balconies, landings, decks, stairs and similar floor projections exposed
to the weather shall comply with City Policy No. BDP-BLG40:
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/BLG40_RequirementsforConstructionofBalconies.pdf.

ACCESSIBILITY
155.  Site Accessibility Plan: Provide site accessibility plan.

156.  Group U Private Garages: Group U private garages, which are accessory to covered multifamily dwelling
units shall be accessible as required in CBC sec. 1109A

157.  Accessible Parking Provided: People with disabilities accessible parking shall be provided per CBC sec.
1109A.3 (2% shall be accessible of the covered dwelling units). Signage is not required.

158.  Accessible Parking Required: Each type of parking shall be accessible as per CBC sec. 1009A.3 and
1009A 4.

159.  Accessible Assigned Parking Requirement: If assigned parking spaces are provided for residents, at least
2% of the assigned parking spaces shall be accessible in each type of parking facility per CBC 1109A.4.

160.  Accessible Visitor Parking Requirement: If unassigned or visitor parking is provided, a minimum of 5%
parking stalls shall be accessible and shall be provided with signage as per CBC sec. 1009A.5.
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161.  Accessible Parking Location: Accessible parking spaces shall be dispersed and located closest to the
accessible entrances and elevators per CBC per sec.1009A.7.

162.  Accessible Parking Location: Accessible parking spaces shall be located so that persons with disabilities
is not compelled to walk or wheel behind parked cars other that their own as per sec. 1109A.7.

163.  Van Accessible Parking for Resident and Guest: One in every eight accessible parking spaces for resident
and guest parking shall be ““ Van accessible “, but not less than one per CBC sec. 1109A.8.6.

164.  Van Accessible Parking for Public Parking: One in every six accessible parking spaces for public parking
(e.g. retail space or leasing office, etc.) shall be “ Van accessible “, but not less than one per CBC sec. 11B-
208.2.4.

165.  Accessible Routes of Travel: An accessible route of travel shall be provided to all accessible building
entrances. At least one accessible route shall be provided from public transportation stop, accessible parking
and public street to building entrance per CBC sect. 1110A.1. When more than one route is provided, all
routes shall be accessible.

166.  Accessibility Signs: Accessibility signs shall be provided at every primary public entrance and at every
major junction along or leading to an accessible route of travel and at building entrance that are accessible per
CBC, sec. 1110A.2

167.  Accessible Access: All primary entrances and required exit doors to building and facilities shall be
accessible to people with disabilities per CBC, sec. 1117A.2.

168.  Egress Clearance: Exit stairways considered as an accessible means of egress shall be min. 48” clear width
between handrails and provided with the area of refuge per CBC sec. 1009.3 unless building is provided with
approved automatic fire sprinkler system.

169.  Egress Elevator: At least one accessible means of egress shall be an elevator per CBC sec. 1009.2.1 unless
building is provided with approved automatic fire sprinkler system and horizontal exit at each floor and
approved by Fire Department to exempt this requirement.

170.  Accessible Elevators: All elevators shall be accessible per CBC sec. 1124A and at least one shall be
medical emergency service elevator as per sec. 3002.4a.

171.  Parking Structure Clearances: All entrances to and vertical clearances within parking structures shall have
a minimum of 8 feet 2 inches where required for persons with disabilities per CBC sec. 1109.A.8.1.

172.  Accessible Means of Egress: Each accessible portion of the space shall be served by accessible means of
egress in at least the same number as required by CBC sec. 1006.2 or 1006.3 per sec. 1009.1.

173.  Areas of Refuge: Areas of refuge shall be provided with a 2-way communication system between the area
of refuge and a central control point per CBC sec. 1009.6.3.

174. Two-Way Communication System: 2-way communication system shall be provided at each elevator
landing serving each accessible floor per CBC 1009.8.

175.  Accessible Elevators: All elevators shall be accessible as per CBC sec. 1124A, except private elevators
serving one dwelling unit.
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176.  Medical Emergency Service Elevators: All elevators in buildings four or more stories in height (including
private elevator) shall be provided with not less than one medical emergency service to all landings meeting
the provisions of CBC sec. 3002.4a.

177.  Elevator Emergency Operation: If an elevator is considered as part of an accessible means of egress, it
shall comply with the emergency operation, signaling device and standby power requirements and shall be
accessed from an area of refuge per CBC sec. 1009.4.

178.  Accessible Bathing and Toilet Facilities: Bathing and toilet facilities within covered multifamily dwelling
units shall comply with CBC sec. 1134A.

179.  Maneuvering Clearance: Provide maneuvering clearance at all interior doors per CBC sec. 1132A.5 and
at entrance doors and exit doors per CBC sec. 1126A.3.

180.  Accessible Kitchens: Kitchens within covered multifamily dwelling units shall comply with CBC sec.
1133A.

181. Bread Board Clear Space: Where bread board is provided in lieu of 30” work surface per CBC 1133A.4
exception, clear floor space shall be provided at each bread board and the clear floor space shall extend min.
19” into the knee and toe space per CBC 1133A.7.

182.  Accessible Entrance: Covered multifamily dwellings served by an elevator, including private elevator,
shall be designed and constructed to provide at least one accessible entrance on an accessible route per CBC
sec. 1106A.1 and the units shall be adaptable and accessible into and throughout the dwelling unit as provided
in Division 1V per CBC sec. 1128A.

183.  Multistory Dwelling Units Without Elevators: Multistory dwelling units without elevator shall comply
with CBC sec. 1102A.3.1

PUBLIC AND COMMON AREA
184.  Accessible Public-Use Areas: Public-use areas shall be accessible per CBC Ch. 11B and common-use
areas for residents and their guests shall be accessible per CBC sec. 1127A.

185.  Accessible Common Facilities: Fitness center, swimming pools and all common facilities shall be fully
accessible to people with disabilities per CBC sec. 1102A.4, sec.1141A and sec.1127A.

ENGINEERING
186.  Storm Drain and Sanitary Sewer System: Storm drain and sanitary sewer system shall be gravity system
without use of mechanical device.

187.  Utility Lines: No utility lines shall cross property lines unless an easement agreement between the
properties are recorded with the County and shall be submitted as part of the submittal documents and noted
on the plans.

188.  Soil Report: A soil report shall be provided when applying for grading, site improvement and building
permit.

189.  Paving: Paving of driveways and parking lot shall comply with MMC sec. 11-13-18.

190.  Concrete Flat Work: All non-structural concrete flat work shall be as per MMC sec. 11-13-17.05.
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191.  Erosion and Sediment Control Plan: Erosion and sediment control plan shall be submitted when applying
for grading permit as per MMC sec. 11-13-10.

192.  Recordation of Easements: Prior to issuance of building permit, all the easements including private storm
drain easement through adjacent parcels shall be recorded. The developer shall include interim erosion control
provisions and schedules in the construction plans for areas, which will not have permanent erosion control
features installed (such as landscaping) prior to any occupancy so that erosion and sediment control can be
sustained as per MMC sec. 11-13-11.

ELECTRICAL
193. New Electrical Services: All new electrical services shall be underground per MMC sec. 11-6-2.02.

194.  Building Main Services Disconnect: The building main services disconnect shall be located on the first
floor level of the building per MMC sec. 11-6-2.03.

195.  Grounding System: Grounding system shall comply with MMC sec. 11-6-2.04.

STRUCTURAL

196.  Structural Design Calculations: Provide two complete sets of structural design calculations (vertical and
lateral) and five sets of construction plans and details when applying for a building permit. Plans and
calculations shall be wet signed and stamped by Civil/Structural Engineer.

LEGEND

P = Planning Department

B = Building Department

E = Engineering Department

F = Fire Department

CAO = City Attorney’s Office
ALL = All Reviewing Departments

NOTICE OF RIGHT TO PROTEST

The Conditions of Project Approval set forth herein include certain fees, dedication requirements, reservation
requirements, and other exactions. Pursuant to Government Code Section 66020(d)(1), these Conditions constitute
written notice of a statement of the amount of such fees, and a description of the dedications, reservations, and
other exactions. You are hereby further notified that the 90-day approval period in which you may protest these
fees, dedications, reservations, and other exactions, pursuant to Government Code Section 66020(a), began on
date of adoption of this resolution. If you fail to file a protest within this 90-day period complying with all of the
requirements of Section 66020, you will be legally barred from later challenging such exactions.

AGREEMENT

Permittee/Property Owner

The undersigned agrees to each and every condition of approval and acknowledges the NOTICE OF RIGHT TO
PROTEST and hereby agrees to use the Project property on the terms and conditions set forth in this resolution.

Dated:

Signature of Permittee
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CARLSBAD
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PALM SPRINGS
POINT RICHMOND

RIVERSIDE
ROSEVILLE
SAN LUIS OBISPO
MEMORANDUM
DATE: June 14, 2019
To: Lillian Hua, Associate Planner, City of Milpitas
FROM: Theresa Wallace, AICP, Principal

Matthew Wiswell, Project Manager

SUBJECT: California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Exemption Memo for the 2001 Tarob
Court Project, Milpitas, California

This memorandum and attachments provide a description of the proposed 2001 Tarob Court Project
(project) and substantial evidence to confirm that the project is exempt from further environmental
analysis per Section 15168(c) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The approximately
1.22-acre project site is located at 2001 Tarob Court in Milpitas, Santa Clara County. The proposed
project would involve demolition of the existing building and concrete pavements on the site and
construction of 40 residential units and associated parking, open space, and landscaping.

Attachment A provides a description of the proposed project. This attachment includes a description
of the project location, existing site characteristics, the proposed project, and required approvals
and entitlements. The City of Milpitas (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the proposed project.

The responses in the environmental checklist (included in Attachment B to this memo) prepared for
the project demonstrate for each CEQA topic that because the proposed project was evaluated and
impacts were mitigated to the degree possible as part of the Transit Area Specific Plan Final
Environmental Impact Report (TASP FEIR), no additional CEQA review is required. CEQA Guidelines
Section 15168(c)(4) recommends using a written checklist or similar device to confirm whether the
environmental effects of a subsequent activity were adequately covered in a program EIR. The
responses contained in the checklist confirm that the project was considered within the scope of the
evaluation within the TASP FEIR and no new impacts were identified and no new mitigation
measures are required.

The City can approve the 2001 Tarob Court Project as being within the scope of the Transit Area
Specific Plan covered by the TASP FEIR and no new environmental document for the purposes of
CEQA clearance is required. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines
Section 15168, the 2001 Tarob Court Project is exempt from further review under CEQA. This
analysis finds that a Notice of Exemption may be prepared for the project and filed with the Santa
Clara County Clerk.
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ATTACHMENT A - PROJECT DESCRIPTION 2001 TAROB COURT PROJECT
JUNE 2019 MILPITAS, CA

ATTACHMENT A
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The following describes the proposed 2001 Tarob Court Project (project) that would include
construction of a four-story building with a total of 40 residential units. The project site is located
within the planning area for the Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan (TASP).! In addition to the
description of the proposed project itself, this section includes a summary description of the
proposed project’s location and existing site characteristics and required approvals and
entitlements. The City of Milpitas (City) is the lead agency for review of the proposed project under
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). As demonstrated in Attachment B, the proposed
project is Categorically Exempt from further environmental review pursuant to section 15168(c) of
the CEQA Guidelines and is within the scope of the certified Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan
Project Final Environmental Impact Report? (TASP FEIR).

PROJECT SITE

The following section describes the location and site characteristics for the project site and provides
a brief overview of the existing land uses within and in the vicinity of the site.

Location and Surrounding Land Uses

The project site is located in the southern portion of the City of Milpitas, just north of the border
with the City of San José. The approximately 1.22-acre project site is located at 2001 Tarob Court
(Assessor’s Parcel Number [APN] 086-036-034). The project site is located within a light industrial
area of Milpitas that is predominantly developed with commercial office parks and other buildings
for industrial and commercial uses. The project site is bordered to the north by Tarob Court, to the
east by Lundy Place, and to the west and south by commercial and light industrial uses. The project
site is in close proximity to the Great Mall shopping center in Milpitas, approximately 0.5 miles north
of the project site.

Regional vehicular access to the project site is provided by Interstate 880 (I-880) located to the west
and Interstate 680 (I-680) located east of the project site. The future Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)
Milpitas station is currently under construction and will be co-located with the Montague Valley
Transportation Authority (VTA) light rail station, approximately 0.1 mile northeast of the project site.
Figure 1 shows the site’s regional and local context. Figure 2 shows an aerial of the existing site and
surrounding land uses.

Site Characteristics and Current Site Conditions

The project site is currently developed with an approximately 16,463-square-foot, free standing
office/light-industrial building. The project site includes a public utility easement that wraps around
the project site from the southern corner along Lundy Place, where it is 40 feet in width, to the

1 Milpitas, City of, 2008. Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan. June. Amended December 2011.
2 Milpitas, City of, 2008. Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan Final Environmental Impact Report. May.
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2001 TAROB COURT PROJECT ATTACHMENT A — PROJECT DESCRIPTION
MILPITAS, CA JUNE 2019

northern corner along Tarob Court, where it tapers down and varies from 4 feet to 10 feet in width.
According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the project site is located in a
Zone AO Special Flood Hazard Area due to the proximity of East Penitencia Creek.? Pedestrian and
vehicular access to the project site is via Lundy Avenue and Tarob Court.

Existing General Plan and Zoning

The project site is designated Multi-Family Residential High Density (MFH) within the City’s General
Plan.* The project site is located within the TASP Planning Area, and is within the Multi-Family
Residential High Density with a Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) Overlay (R3-TOD) TASP zoning
district.

MILPITAS TRANSIT AREA SPECIFIC PLAN

In 2008, the City of Milpitas adopted the Milpitas TASP as a guide for development and redevelop-
ment of its light industrial corridor near the future Milpitas BART and current VTA station. The goals
of the TASP are to create an attractive and livable neighborhood within walking distance of the
future Milpitas BART and VTA light rail transit stations and to transform the older, light industrial
area into a residential and commercial area that would meet demand for housing, offices, and
shopping in the Bay Area. Milpitas designated the TASP to accommodate substantial growth,
minimize impacts on local roadways, and reduce urban sprawl at the periphery of the region.

The TASP identifies subdistricts within the planning area, each having its own policies related to
street design, land use, building height, setbacks, parks and building design. The project site is
located within the Trade Zone/Montague subdistrict. The Trade Zone/Montague subdistrict is
identified as being an attractive residential district with ample green space that would serve transit
users as it is located directly adjacent to the BART station and VTA light rail.

Environmental impacts associated with implementation of the TASP were evaluated in the Final
Environmental Impact Report (TASP FEIR). The TASP FEIR, certified in 2008, evaluates the
environmental impacts of approximately: 1) 7,100 units of residential development; 2) 18,000 new
residents; 3) 4,200 new jobs; 4) 1.0 million square feet of office space; 5) 285,000 square feet of
retail space; and 6) 175,000 square feet of hotels.

Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2009. FEMA Flood Map Service Center (map). Website:
msc.fema.gov/portal/search?AddressQuery=2001%20Tarob%20Court%2C%20Mlilpitas#tsearchresultsanch
or (accessed June 14, 2019).

4 Milpitas, City of, 1994. City of Milpitas General Plan. December.
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ATTACHMENT A - PROJECT DESCRIPTION 2001 TAROB COURT PROJECT
JUNE 2019 MILPITAS, CA

PROPOSED PROJECT

This section provides a description of the residential development project proposed for the project
site as identified in the materials provided by the True Life Companies (the project applicant) dated
May 2019. The project applicant proposes to demolish the existing building and pavements on the
site, and construct a four-story building with a total of 40 residential units as well as associated
landscaping and open space, parking and circulation, and infrastructure improvements. Figure 3
depicts the proposed site plan for the project.

The TASP FEIR evaluated the environmental impacts associated with implementation of the TASP
within which the proposed project would be located. Table AA shows the housing units and
population assumptions evaluated within the TASP FEIR, the number of approved units and under
construction units and inclusion of the proposed project. As shown, the development associated
with the proposed project is within the amount of growth evaluated and cleared within the TASP
FEIR.

Table AA: Existing and Proposed Housing Units and Population within the TASP Area

Evaluated Within . Remaining Development
the TASP FEIR Approved Proposed Project Available
Housing Units 7,1092 6,875° 40 234
Population 17,915° 17,325 100° 590°

Source: Lillian Hua, Associate Planner, City of Milpitas (April 2019).

2 Milpitas, City of, 2008. Final Transit Area Specific Plan EIR.

® Estimated population associated with approved units, under construction units, and the proposed project was determined by using
the residents per unit evaluated within the TASP FEIR (17,915 residents/7,109 units = 2.52 residents per unit).

Residential Development

The proposed project would result in the construction of 40 residential apartment units within three
stories above a single-story parking garage, at a density of 32.8 dwelling units per acre. The unit mix
would consist of 18 two-bedroom units ranging in size from 1,277 to 1,470 square feet, and 22
three-bedroom units ranging in size from 1,482 to 1,520 square feet. Six of the units would be
designated as below market rate units. Figures 4 through 6 depict conceptual floor plans for the
proposed project.

The proposed project would consist of a single building with residential units surrounding an open-
air courtyard located above a ground floor parking garage. As shown in Figure 4, the ground floor
would include an approximately 180-square-foot residential lobby at the northern corner of the
courtyard in the center of the project site. As shown on Figure 5, an approximately 1,704-square-
foot terrace would be located on the second floor at the northern end of the building. In addition,
each of the residential floors would include private storage units. As noted above, the proposed
building would consist of four floors and would be approximately 55 feet in height. Conceptual
building elevations are shown in Figures 7 and 8.
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Open Space and Landscaping

The proposed project would include a total of 0.44 acres of common open space and landscaped
areas. A total of approximately 0.30 acres would consist of private common open area space for use
by project residents. As shown in Figure 3, private open space would consist of the interior
courtyard on the ground level of the proposed building and a walking path and landscaping along
the southern portion of the building, including within the existing public utility easement. The
interior courtyard would include seating areas and landscaping that would be screened from the
parking garage by a dense row of columnar bamboo around each side. A designated walkway would
connect the interior courtyard with the walking path and landscaping mentioned above. The
remaining 0.14 acres of open space on the project site would consist of landscaped areas generally
located in the northern portion of the site. A conceptual landscape plan is shown in Figure 9.

Access, Circulation, and Parking

Access to the project site would be provided by a driveway from Tarob Court at the northern corner
of the project site. The driveway would provide access to an internal 26-foot access drive lane and
fire lane, which would include a fire engine/garbage truck turnaround that would connect to the
ground-level internal parking garage. The parking garage would provide 60 automobile parking
spaces, including 27 compact parking spaces and one accessible parking space. An additional 14
automobile parking spaces would be provided along the access drive lane, including two compact
spaces, one accessible parking space, and one electric vehicle parking space.

Utilities and Infrastructure

The project site is located in an urban area and is currently served by existing utilities, including:
water, sanitary sewer, storm drainage, electricity, and telecommunications infrastructure. The
majority of existing utilities within the boundary of the project site would be removed. Existing and
proposed utility connections are discussed below.

Water

Water service in the City of Milpitas is provided by the Santa Clara Valley Water District (SCVWD).
The proposed project includes the removal of all existing utilities within the project site. New water
8-inch lines within the project site would connect to existing service connections and the existing 12-
inch main located within Tarob Court.

Wastewater

The San José/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant (WPCP) provides wastewater treatment for
Milpitas. The City of Milpitas maintains existing sanitary sewer lines within the vicinity of the site,
including an 8-inch line located along Tarob Court. The proposed project includes the installation of
a new on-site 8-inch wastewater line that would connect to the City’s existing line.
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Stormwater

The proposed project would connect to the existing 12-inch municipal storm drain located at the
northwest corner of the project site. The proposed project would include pervious pavers
throughout the interior access driveway.

Electricity and Natural Gas

Electricity and natural gas services to the site are provided by Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(PG&E). Existing underground utility connections and gas mains provide electricity and gas to the
project site. The project includes removal of all existing utilities and would require the construction
of new electricity and gas connections to serve the project. New electrical lines (servicing the project
only) would be installed underground and connect to the existing joint trench box in the northern
corner of the project site.

Demolition, Grading, and Construction

Development of the project would result in the demolition of the existing structure and pavement. A
total of approximately 1,410 cubic yards of soils would be excavated and exported from the project
site, and approximately 5,600 cubic yards would be filled on the project site to raise the site by
approximately 4.5 feet to comply with the City’s Flood Ordinance and create a level pad.

Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to occur over approximately 16 months, starting
in April 2020 and ending in August 2021.

AMENDMENTS AND PERMITS

The following approvals and permits would be required for development of the proposed project:
e Site Development Permit

e Demolition Permit

e Building Permit

e Tentative Map
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ATTACHMENT B — ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 2001 TAROB COURT PROJECT
JUNE 2019 MILPITAS, CA

ATTACHMENT B
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
PURSUANT TO CEQA GUIDELINES SECTION 15168

CEQA Guidelines 15168(c)(4) recommends using a written checklist or similar device to confirm
whether the environmental effects of a subsequent activity were adequately covered in a program
EIR. This checklist confirms that the 2001 Tarob Court Project is within the scope of the Transit Area
Specific Plan® Final Environmental Impact Report? (TASP FEIR) and will have no effects and no new
mitigations are required, and as such, the City can approve the 2001 Tarob Court Project as being
within the scope of the TASP and covered by its FEIR and no new environmental document is
required. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15168, the
2001 Tarob Court Project is exempt from further review under CEQA.

1.  AESTHETICS

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation = Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? |:| |:| |:| |Z|
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings ] ] ] X

within a state scenic highway
c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced |:| |:| I:l |Z|
from a publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project is in
an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would |:| |:| I:l |Z|
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Discussion
Scenic Vistas

The project site is not located within a scenic viewshed or along a State Scenic Highway or other
scenic highway. Flat topography and existing urban development constrain scenic vistas in the
vicinity of the project site. Intermittent views of the Milpitas foothills to the northeast are available
from the project site only when viewed from the northern edge of the project site. No on-site parks,
open space lands or public lands adjacent to or in the vicinity of the proposed project have views of
the foothills.

1 Milpitas, City of, 2008a. Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan. June. Amended December 2011.
2 Milpitas, City of, 2008b. Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan Final Environmental Impact Report. May.
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Furthermore, as described in the TASP FEIR, the City’s visual resources are outside of the TASP Area.
Additionally, the proposed project would be required to comply with TASP policies and design
standards related to scenic vistas. Therefore, the impacts associated with the proposed project
would not result in new impacts to scenic vistas or substantially increase the severity of the less-
than-significant impacts to scenic vistas identified in the TASP FEIR.

Scenic Resources

The only scenic resources located within the TASP Area are street trees located on McCandless
Drive, approximately 0.5 miles west of the project site. There are no scenic resources located on the
project site. Additionally, the City’s Tree and Planting Ordinance (Ord. 201.1) protects significant
trees and heritage trees throughout the City. Therefore, the impacts associated with the proposed
project would not result in new impacts to scenic resources or substantially increase the severity of
impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Visual Character

The TASP aims at improving the existing aesthetic value of the TASP Area and calls for new parks,
trails, landscape buffers, and other design policies that would result in the enhancement of the
visual character of the TASP Area. The TASP includes specific design standards to create a unified
appearance to the TASP Area, consistent setbacks, landscaped buffers, street trees, and parks,
which the TASP FEIR analyzed. The proposed project would conform to these design standards by
providing street landscaping and landscaped setback areas.

The TASP allows buildings in the R3-TOD district up to 75 feet in height and requires a density of 21-
40 dwelling units per acre. The proposed project would include construction of a four-story building
that would be approximately 55 feet in height with a density of approximately 33 dwelling units per
acre. Therefore, the proposed project would meet the building height limits and density standards
set for in the TASP design standards, and would not conflict with zoning or other regulations
governing scenic quality.

Light and Glare

Redevelopment of the TASP Area would result in the introduction of new sources of light and glare
on the project site. As discussed in the TASP FEIR, development standards and policies would limit
new sources of light and glare in the TASP Area. To minimize potential light and glare impacts, the
proposed project would implement and be consistent with TASP development standards that
address street and outdoor lighting. Therefore, the proposed project would not create impacts
related to light and glare that would be new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP
FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.
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Applicable Policies
TASP Policies

e Development Standard: Utilities shall be underground or in subsurface conduits and accessible.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential aesthetic impacts of the proposed project.

Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional mitigation is not required.
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2.  AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

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

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

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

Discussion

The TASP FEIR did not analyze impacts to agricultural resources as the TASP Area is urban without
any agricultural or forest land uses in the area or vicinity. The project site, located within the TASP
Area, is also not used for agriculture. The Santa Clara County Important Farmland 2012 map
designates lands within the TASP Area, including the project site, as “Urban and Built-Up Land.”
Thus, the TASP and the proposed project would have no impacts on agriculture or forestry
resources.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
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certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the agriculture and forestry impacts of the proposed project.
Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional mitigation is not required.
3. AIR QUALITY

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

New
Potentially Less Than
Significant New Mitigation Significant No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

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

Discussion
Clean Air Plan Consistency

An air quality plan describes air pollution control strategies to be implemented by a city, county, or
region classified as a non-attainment area. The main purpose of an air quality plan is to bring an area
into compliance with the requirements of federal and State air quality standards.

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) guidelines were referenced to determine
if a project would conflict with or obstruct implementation of an applicable air quality plan, which
for the TASP FEIR was the 2005 Bay Area Ozone Strategy.? In forecasting future stationary and
mobile source emissions and preparing the regional air quality plan, the BAAQMD uses growth
projections prepared by ABAG. The BAAQMD based its 2005 Bay Area Ozone Strategy on population
projections in the 2003 ABAG Projections.? The TASP FEIR found that population increases in the City
are anticipated to exceed population increases accounted for by the 2003 ABAG Projections, thus
resulting in a significant and unavoidable impact (Impact 3.6-1) related to consistency with the
applicable federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Clean Air Plan.

3 Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 2006. Bay Area 2005 Ozone Strategy.

4 Association of Bay Area Governments, 2003. Projections 2003.
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The BAAQMD’s current Clean Air Plan is the 2017 Clean Air Plan, which was adopted on April 19,
2017. The 2017 Clean Air Plan is a comprehensive plan to improve Bay Area air quality and protect
public health. The 2017 Clean Air Plan defines control strategies to reduce emissions and ambient
concentrations of air pollutants; safeguard public health by reducing exposure to air pollutants that
pose the greatest heath risk, with an emphasis on protecting the communities most heavily affected
by air pollution; and reduce greenhouse gas emissions to protect the climate. Consistency with the
Clean Air Plan can be determined if the project does the following: 1) supports the goals of the Clean
Air Plan; 2) includes applicable control measures from the Clean Air Plan; and 3) would not disrupt
or hinder implementation of any control measures from the Clean Air Plan.

The proposed project would locate future residents within walking distance of public transportation,
jobs, restaurants, and services. Implementation of the TASP includes policies that address transpor-
tation and land use that are consistent with the Clean Air Plan. TASP Policy 3.21 would provide
continuous pedestrian sidewalks and safe bike routes throughout the TASP Area; Policy 3.22
encourages walking and biking routes to schools and major destinations; and Policy 3.33 requires
new development within the TASP Area to provide incentives for alternative modes of transit, which
support the Clean Air Plan. The proposed project would develop high-intensity, transit oriented
residential development and would result in a building density at the project site that is similar to
what was evaluated in the TASP FEIR. In addition, the population and housing units included in the
proposed project would fall within the total development anticipated by the TASP FEIR, as
mentioned in Section 10, Land Use and Planning. Therefore, implementation of the proposed
project would not substantially increase population, vehicle trips, or VMT.

The TASP FEIR identified measures to reduce air emissions such as encouraging the use of pedes-
trian walkways and bikes, and designing streets for slower speeds, but concluded that air quality
impacts would be significant and unavoidable. The project would implement the TASP measures and
would not increase the previously-identified impacts. Thus conclusions about compliance with the
Clean Air Plan in the TASP FEIR remain applicable to the project.

Regional Air Pollutant Emissions

The TASP FEIR indicates that the development of projects under the TASP could further contribute
to non-attainment of air quality standards. The TASP FEIR also identified that buildout of the TASP
could place sensitive land uses (land uses that could house sensitive receptors) near local
intersections or roadways associated with air pollutant emissions that exceed (worsen) State or
federal ambient air quality standards.

The 2001 Tarob Court Project would result in redevelopment of the site with new residential uses,
similar to what the TASP envisioned. The new uses would result in mobile air quality impacts from
increased vehicle trips to and from the project site and air quality impacts such as emissions
generated from the use of landscaping equipment and consumer products. Emission estimates for
operation of the project were calculated using CalEEMod. Model results are shown in Table BA.

The results shown in Table BA indicate that the proposed project would not exceed the significance
criteria for annual ROG, NO,, PM3o or PM; s emissions; therefore, implementation of the proposed
project would not have a significant effect on regional air quality and mitigation would not be
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LSA

required. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any new or more significant regional

or local air quality impacts than described and evaluated in the TASP FEIR.

Table BA: Project Operational Emissions

ROG | NO, | PM1o PM, 5

Pounds Per Day
Area Source Emissions 1.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Energy Source Emissions <0.1 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Mobile Source Emissions 0.3 1.2 0.5 0.1
Total Emissions 1.5 1.3 0.5 0.2
BAAQMD Thresholds 54.0 54.0 82.0 54.0
Exceed Threshold? No No No No

Tons Per Year
Area Source Emissions 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Energy Source Emissions <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Mobile Source Emissions 0.1 0.2 0.1 <0.1
Total Emissions 0.3 0.2 0.1 <0.1
BAAQMD Thresholds 10.0 10.0 15.0 10.0
Exceed Threshold? No No No No

Source: LSA (April 2019).

Construction-Related Impacts

Construction activities would cause temporary adverse effects on local air quality. Construction
activities such as earthmoving, construction vehicle traffic and wind blowing over exposed earth
would generate exhaust emissions and fugitive particulate matter emissions that affect local and
regional air quality. Construction activities are also a source of organic gas emissions. Solvents in
adhesives, non-water-based paints, thinners, some insulating materials, and caulking materials
would evaporate into the atmosphere and would participate in the photochemical reaction that
creates urban ozone. Asphalt used in paving is also a source of organic gases immediately after its
application. Construction dust could affect local air quality at various times during construction of
the project. The dry, windy climate of the area during the summer months creates a high potential
for dust generation when, and if, underlying materials are exposed to the atmosphere. The effects
of construction activities would be increased dustfall and locally elevated levels of particulate
matter downwind of construction activity.

The TASP FEIR determined that construction of projects associated with the TASP would be less than
significant with compliance with the BAAQMD’s basic construction mitigation measures and TASP
policies.

Construction emissions were estimated for the project using the California Emissions Estimator
Model (CalEEMod) version 2016.3.2, consistent with BAAQMD recommendations. Construction of
the proposed project is anticipated to occur over approximately 16 months, starting in April 2020
and ending in August 2021. Construction-related emissions are presented in Table BB. CalEEMod
output sheets are included in Appendix A.
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Table BB: Project Construction Emissions in Pounds Per Day
Exhaust Fugitive Exhaust Fugitive
Project Construction ROG NO, PMyo Dust PMyq PMys Dust PM, 5
Average Daily Emissions 2.5 10.8 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.3
BAAQMD Thresholds 54.0 54.0 54.0 BMP 82.0 BMP
Exceed Threshold? No No No No No No

Source: LSA (April 2019).

As shown in Table BB, construction emissions associated with the project would be less than
significant for ROG, NOy, PM, s, and PMjo exhaust emissions. Therefore, construction of the
proposed project would result in similar construction-related, short-term air quality impacts as
those impacts identified in the TASP FEIR. The BAAQMD requires the implementation of the
BAAQMD’s Basic Construction Mitigation Measures to reduce construction fugitive dust impacts to a
less-than-significant level. These recommendations will be included in the conditions of approval for
the proposed project:

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

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

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

e All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.
o All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as soon as possible.

e Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are
used.

e |dling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the
maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California airborne toxics control measure
Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of Regulations [CCR]). Clear signage shall be provided
for construction workers at all access points.

e All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturer’s specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified mechanic and
determined to be running in proper condition prior to operation.

e A publicly-visible sign shall be posted with the telephone number and person to contact at the
City of Milpitas regarding dust complaints. This person shall respond and take corrective action
within 48 hours. The BAAQMD’s phone number shall also be visible to ensure compliance with
applicable regulations.
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With implementation of these project conditions of approval, construction of the proposed project
would result in similar construction-related, short-term air quality impacts as those impacts
identified in the TASP FEIR. In addition, implementation of TASP Policy 5.16 would reduce
construction-related air quality impacts; therefore, the proposed project would also not result in any
new or more significant construction-related air quality impacts than were evaluated in the TASP
FEIR. This impact would remain less than significant.

Localized Carbon Monoxide Impacts

The TASP FEIR identified that implementation of the TASP would have the potential to affect carbon
monoxide concentrations along surface streets and near stagnation points such as major highways
and heavily traveled and congested roadways. This increase in traffic would not only add more
vehicles on the road but the increased congestion would cause existing non-project traffic to travel
at slower, more polluting speeds. The TASP FEIR evaluated CO concentrations based on the
BAAQMD’s methodology for manual calculation of CO concentrations to estimate the impact of
project traffic on existing and future carbon monoxide concentrations at intersections in and around
the TASP Area.

The TASP FEIR found that background carbon monoxide levels are projected to be significantly lower
in 2030 due to improvements in the automobile fleet, attrition of older, high-polluting vehicles, and
improved fuel mixtures. Despite the addition of project and cumulative traffic, carbon monoxide
concentrations at the intersections would decrease from existing to TASP buildout conditions
(2030). This would be due to the beneficial effects of ongoing State and federal vehicle emissions
reductions programs, which are expected to continue to generate reductions in average vehicle
emissions of carbon monoxide per vehicle-mile-traveled for the foreseeable future. Therefore, the
TASP FEIR determined that long-term increase in traffic due to development pursuant to the TASP
would not violate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing or projected air quality
violation in the vicinity of the planning area.

As discussed above, the proposed project would locate future residents within walking distance of
public transportation, jobs, restaurants, and services. The proposed project would develop high-
intensity, transit oriented residential development and would result in a building density at the
project site that is similar to what was evaluated in the TASP FEIR. In addition, the population and
housing units included in the proposed project would fall within the total development anticipated
by the TASP FEIR, as mentioned in Section 11, Land Use and Planning. Therefore, implementation of
the proposed project would not substantially increase vehicle trips and would not generate more
vehicle trips than evaluated in the TASP FEIR. Therefore, impacts related to localized carbon
monoxide would remain less than significant.

Local Community Risk and Hazard Impacts to Sensitive Receptors

The TASP FEIR identified a variety of pollutant or toxic air emissions, such as diesel exhaust and
those from dry cleaning facilities, in addition to emissions that could be released from construction
projects and operations associated with proposed projects. TASP Policy 5.23 requires project
sponsors to inform future and/or existing sensitive receptors of any potential health impacts
resulting from nearby sources of dust, odors, or toxic air contaminants, and where mitigation cannot
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reduce these impacts. As identified in the TASP FEIR, this information could be disseminated
through rental agreements, real property disclosure statements, and/or mailed notices to existing
residents and property owners; and would include, but would not be limited to: location of dry
cleaners, proximity to diesel emission from trucks and passenger vehicles, and light duty industrial
operations.

Policy 5.25 requires an analysis of the impact on future sensitive receptors located within 500 feet of
active rail lines or roadways if traffic exceeds 100,000 vehicles per day. The future Bay Area Rapid
Transit (BART) and Montague Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) light rail is located approxi-
mately 750 feet northeast of the project site and would not generate harmful emissions at this
distance. The roadways within 500 feet of the proposed project are Tarob Court, Lundy Place, and
Trade Zone Boulevard; traffic on these roadways would not exceed 100,000 vehicles per day and
therefore no further analysis is required. The proposed project does not include additional TAC
sources in the project site; therefore implementation of the proposed project would not expose
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Objectionable Odors

The TASP FEIR did not address potential odor impacts for the proposed project. The project would
not include any activities or operations that would generate objectionable odors and, once
operational, the project would not be a source of odors. Therefore, the project would not create
objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. The proposed project would not
increase impacts beyond those evaluated in the TASP FEIR and would have a less-than-significant
impact related to odors.

Applicable Mitigation

Construction of the project would result in the temporary generation of fugitive dust emissions.
Implementation of the project conditions of approval would ensure that construction of the
proposed project would result in a less-than-significant impact. No new mitigation measures would
be required.

Applicable Policies
General Plan Policies
e Policy 3.d-G-2: Provide adequate bicycle parking and end-of trip support facilities for bicyclists at

centers of public and private activity.

e Policy 3.d-I-9: Require developers to make new projects as bicycle and pedestrian “friendly” as
feasible, especially through facilitating pedestrian and bicycle movements within sites and
between surrounding activity centers.

e Policy 3.d-I-10: Encourage developer contributions toward pedestrian and bicycle capital
improvement projects and end-of-trip support facilities.
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Policy 3.d-I-14: Include evaluation of bicycle facility needs in all planning applications for new
developments and major remodeling or improvement projects.

Policy 3.d-I-15: Encourage new and existing developments to provide end-of-trip facilities such as
secure bicycle parking, on-site showers and clothing storage lockers, etc.

Policy 2.b-1-2: Consider locating housing in close proximity to industrial developments where they
can be served by existing city services and facilities.

TASP Policies

Policy 3.21: Provide continuous pedestrian sidewalks and safe bike travel routes throughout the
entire Transit Area and within development projects. New development shall install sidewalks
per the street design standards in Chapter 5 [of the Specific Plan]. The City and/or private
property owner shall install sidewalks in areas where they currently do not exist, and where new
development is not anticipated during the Plan timeframe. City staff will review individual
development applications to ensure that adequate pedestrian facilities are provided and are
consistent with the Transit Area Plan's pedestrian improvements.

Policy 3.22: Private development shall be encouraged to provide direct walking and biking routes
to schools and major destinations, such as parks and shopping, through their property.

Policy 3.27: Every resident of the Transit Area shall be able to safely walk and bike to the BART
and VTA light rail stations. As projects are constructed, make sure that all the routes are
continuous and designed to be attractive and safe for pedestrians.

Policy 3.33: Require new development within the Transit Area to facilitate the use of alternative
modes of transportation through programs such as carpool parking, the VTA's EcoPass Program,
shuttles to transit stations and lunchtime destinations, assistance to regional and local
ridesharing organizations, alternative work schedules, telecommuting, etc. Establish a
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program for this purpose, as described in
Policy3.16.

Policy 5.23: Require project sponsors to inform future and/or existing sensitive receptors (such as
day care facilities, schools, nursing homes) of any potential health impacts resulting from nearby
sources of dust, odors, or toxic air contaminants, and where mitigation cannot reduce these
impacts.

Policy 5.24: Allow only natural gas fireplaces, pellet stoves or EPA-Certified wood-burning
fireplaces or stoves. Conventional open-hearth fireplaces shall not be permitted.

Policy 5.16: During review of specific development proposals made to the City, sponsors of
individual development projects under the Specific Plan shall implement the BAAQMD's
approach to dust abatement. This calls for “basic” control measures that should be implemented
at all construction sites, “enhanced” control measures that should be implemented in addition to
the basic control measures at construction sites greater than four acres in area, and “optional”
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control measures that should be implemented on a case-by-case basis at construction sites that
are large in area, located near sensitive receptors or which, for any other reason, may warrant
additional emissions reductions (BAAQMD, 1999).

e Policy 5.25: For new residential development that is proposed within 500 feet of active rail lines
where vehicles emit diesel exhaust, or roadways where total daily traffic volumes from all
roadways within 500 feet of such location exceed 100,000 vehicles per day, will, as part of its
CEQA review, include an analysis of toxic air contaminants (which includes primarily diesel
particulate matter (DPM)). If the results show that the carcinogenic human health risk exceeds
the 10 people in a million standard for carcinogenic human health impacts established by the
BAAQMD, the City may require upgraded ventilation systems with high efficiency filters, or other
equivalent mechanisms, to minimize exposure of future residents.

Conclusion

With implementation of the project conditions of approval, the proposed project would not result in
significant air quality impacts. In addition, with implementation of the applicable TASP and General
Plan Policies, the 2001 Tarob Court project would not create any new or worsening air quality
impacts.
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

New
Potentially Less Than
Significant New Mitigation  Significant No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

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

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

vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?
h. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with |:| |:| I:l |Z|
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
i. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting

biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ] ] ] X
ordinance?

j. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or |:| |:| I:l |Z|
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

Discussion

Protected Plants and Wildlife

As described in the TASP FEIR, the area covered by the TASP consists of land previously altered by
development. The majority of the TASP Area is covered in vacant industrial lots that have been
previously developed and abandoned with structures that are partially or entirely dismantled,
resulting in lots with compacted soils and ruderal (plants growing among refuse) habitats. With the
exception of burrowing owls, the TASP FEIR determined that there is minimal potential for special-
status species to occur due to the history of development in the TASP Area.

The only record of special-status species occurring in the area is for burrowing owls. The TASP FEIR
notes that development of vacant and ruderal lots could result in a loss of burrowing owls or their
nests. According to the TASP FEIR, TASP Policy 5.26 would reduce potential impacts to burrowing
owls to a less-than-significant level. This policy would require preconstruction surveys, buffers
during breeding season, and relocation by a qualified biologist in consultation with the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) during the non-breeding season in conformance with all

\\ptr11\projects\MLP1903 2001 Tarob Court\PRODUCTS\CE\Final\B_Checklist 2001 Tarob.docx (06/14/19) B-13

95




2001 TAROB COURT PROJECT ATTACHMENT B - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
MILPITAS, CA JUNE 2019

necessary State and federal permits. With implementation of this polices, the proposed project
would not result in impacts related to protected plants and wildlife that are new or more significant
than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Riparian Habitat

As described in the TASP FEIR, the project site is located in proximity to two drainages: Lower
Penitencia Creek and east channel of Penitencia Creek. While these drainages lack high-quality
riparian habitat, patches of riparian habitat exist. New development in the TASP Area could result in
loss or degradation of this habitat. However, as noted in Attachment A, Project Description, the
project site is not located directly adjacent to either drainage and vegetation is limited to
ornamental trees, shrubs, and grasses and does not contain any riparian habitat. Therefore, the
project site does not support State or federal jurisdictional habitat areas or other sensitive natural
communities. Therefore, the proposed project would not create impacts related to riparian habitat
that are new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Federally Protected Wetlands

As the TASP FEIR states, Penitencia Creek and the east channel of Penitencia Creek and their
tributaries receive protection under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Wetlands associated with
these drainage features also potentially receive protection under Section 404.

The TASP has specific design guidelines, including setbacks that would reduce direct impacts on
creeks within the TASP Area. TASP Policy 5.29 requires setbacks from creeks to be a minimum 25
feet from top of bank or from a maintenance road, if one exists. However, as noted above, the
project site is not located directly adjacent to either of the drainages within the proximity of the site.
The proposed project would conform to the setback requirements and other design standards
provided in the TASP, and therefore would not create impacts related to wetlands that are new or
more significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Wildlife Movement Corridors

As the TASP FEIR states, nesting habitat for non-listed special-status raptor species occurs in and
near the TASP Area. Many bird species use the existing ornamental trees for cover, nesting, or stop-
over locations during migration, especially with the availability of water from the drainages within
the TASP Area. Removal of large, mature trees can cause direct mortality to nesting birds and their
young and construction disturbance can cause nest abandonment resulting in indirect loss to avian
species. Raptors also could potentially use large and/or mature trees in the TASP Area for nesting.
Raptors and other common birds and their nests and eggs are protected under California
Department of Fish and Game Code 3503.5. The proposed project would implement TASP Policy
5.27 which would require a qualified biologist to conduct a survey that would be considered by the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and CDFW as appropriate, on a case-by-case basis in certain
conditions, to determine whether a project would require avoidance procedures. Implementation of
General Plan Policies 4.b-I-4 and 4.b-I-5 and TASP Policy 5.27 would reduce potential impacts to
nesting raptors and other birds to less-than-significant levels. The proposed project would conform
to the above policies and therefore would not create impacts related to migrating wildlife that are
new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.
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Mature Trees

The TASP FEIR does not contain a comprehensive tree survey. The TASP FEIR recognizes that the
impacts of the high intensity, transit-oriented redevelopment of the area would require removal of
many trees. The loss of protected trees would be a significant impact (Impact 3.8-3) that would
require compensation per the City ordinances. There are 34 trees located on the project site, none
of which are protected or qualify for Heritage or Specimen status. The proposed project would
result in the removal of all of the trees on the project site and the planting of approximately 40 new
trees. Therefore, the proposed project would not create impacts related to mature trees that are
new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies
TASP Policies

e Policy 5.26: For any project sites that are either undeveloped or vacant and support vegetation,
or project sites which are adjacent to such land, a pre-construction survey shall be conducted by
a qualified biologist within 30 days of the onset of construction. This survey shall include two
early morning surveys and two evening surveys to ensure that all owl pairs have been located. If
preconstruction surveys undertaken during the breeding season (February 1st through July 31st)
locate active nest burrows, an appropriate buffer around them (as determined by the project
biologist) shall remain excluded from construction activities until the breeding season is over.
During the non-breeding season (August 15th through January 31st), resident owls may be
relocated to alternative habitat. The relocation of resident owls shall be according to a relocation
plan prepared by a qualified biologist in consultation with the California Department of Fish and
Game (CDFG). This plan shall provide for the owl’s relocation to nearby lands possessing
available nesting habitat. Suitable development-free buffers shall be maintained between
replacement nest burrows and the nearest building, pathway, parking lot, or landscaping. The
relocation of resident owls shall be in conformance with all necessary state and federal permits.

e Policy 5.27: To mitigate impacts on non-listed special-status nesting raptors and other nesting
birds, a qualified biologist will survey the site for nesting raptors and other nesting birds within
14 days prior to any ground disturbing activity or vegetation removal. Results of the surveys will
be forwarded to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and CDFG (as appropriate) and, on a
case-by-case basis, avoidance procedures adopted. These can include construction buffer areas
(several hundred feet in the case of raptors) or seasonal avoidance. However, if construction
activities occur only during the non-breeding season between August 31 and February 1, no
surveys will be required.
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e Policy 5.29: Per Figure 5-23 G and Tables 5-1 and 5-2 [of the Specific Plan], a minimum 25 foot
setback from the top of bank of any creek or drainage channel, or from a maintenance road if
one exists, shall be provided.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the biological resources impacts of the proposed project.
Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional mitigation is not required.

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a |:| |:| D |Z|

historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

resource or site or unique geologic feature?

[] [] L] X
c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological |:| |:| D |Z|
[] [] L] X

d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?

Discussion
Historic Resources

The project site is fully developed with a light-industrial building. The existing structure is not
considered a significant historic resource under the State or federal standards for historic resources.
The only historic resource in the TASP Area that is listed in the City’s Register of Cultural Resources is
the Old Ford Motor Assembly Plant now known as the Great Mall, which is located approximately
0.6 miles north of the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in impacts to
buildings that are historic resources.

Prehistoric and Historical Archaeological Resources

No archaeological resources have been identified on the project site. However, as noted in the TASP
FEIR, the TASP Area is considered sensitive for archaeological resources. One Native American
archaeological resource, CA-SCL-593, and a prehistoric archaeological site are located adjacent to
the TASP Area. Previous archaeological studies suggest that there could be an archeological complex
in and around these sites that might extend into the TASP Area. The TASP FEIR also determined that
there is a moderate to high likelihood that unrecorded Native American cultural resources exist on
sites within the TASP Area due to early settlements along Penitencia Creek.

While subsurface cultural resources are not anticipated to be encountered with demolition and
grading of the site, there is a chance that construction activities could affect previously-unidentified
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archaeological resources on the project site. The TASP FEIR identifies Policy 5.34 to reduce the
impacts to previously unidentified archeological resources to a less-than-significant level through
construction monitoring, and if remains are found, temporary halting of construction until
development of a mitigation plan and its implementation. This measure applies to the project site,
the same as it applies to the TASP.

Implementation of Policy 5.34 from the TASP would reduce impacts to previously unidentified
archeological resources to a less-than-significant level. Implementing the proposed project would
not lead to new or more severe impacts to archaeological resources that would occur beyond those
already identified in the TASP FEIR.

Disturbance of Human Remains

All development within the TASP Area must conform to State laws pertaining to the discovery of
human remains. If human remains of Native American origin are discovered during project
construction, the developer and/or Planning Department would be required to comply with State
laws relating to the disposition of Native American burials, which fall within the jurisdiction of the
Native American Heritage Commission.

Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1 of the Public Resources Code state that if any human remains are
discovered or recognized in any location on the project site, there shall be no further excavation or
disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains
until required conditions are met. This requirement would be applicable and would reduce impacts
to potential human remains to a less-than-significant level. These potential impacts would not
exceed those already identified in the TASP FEIR, and the project would not result in any new or
more significant impacts to cultural resources beyond those identified in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15064.5 (f), if potentially significant cultural resources are discovered
during ground-disturbing activities associated with project preparation, construction, or completion,
work shall halt in that area until a qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find, and,
if necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures in consultation with Santa Clara County and
other appropriate agencies and interested parties. For example, a qualified archaeologist shall
follow accepted professional standards in recording any find including submittal of the standard
Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) Primary Record forms (Form DPR 523) and locational
information to the California Historical Resources Information Center Office (Northwest Information
Center). The consulting archaeologist shall also evaluate such resources for significance per
California Register of Historical Resources eligibility criteria (Public Resources Code Section 5024.1;
Title 14 CCR Section 4852). If the archaeologist determines that the find does not meet the CEQA
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standards of significance, construction shall proceed. However, if the archaeologist determines that
further information is needed to evaluate significance, the Planning Department staff shall be
notified and a data recovery plan shall be prepared.

All future development in the TASP Area will be in accordance with State laws pertaining to the
discovery of human remains. Accordingly, if human remains of Native American origin are
discovered during project construction, the developer and/or the Planning Department would be
required to comply with State laws relating to the disposition of Native American burials, which fall
within the jurisdiction of the Native American Heritage Commission (PRC Sec. 5097). Sections
21083.2 and 21084.1 of the PRC states that if any human remains are discovered or recognized in
any location on the project site, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any
nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until:

e The Santa Clara County Coroner/Sheriff has been informed and has determined that no
investigation of the cause of death is required; and

e [f the remains are of Native American origin,

o The descendants of the deceased Native Americans have made a recommendation to the
landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or
disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and any associated grave goods
as provided in PRC Section 5097.98, or

o The Native American Heritage Commission was unable to identify a descendant or the
descendant failed to make a recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by the
commission

TASP Policies

e Policy 5.32: See this policy in Section 4, Biological Resources.

e Policy 5.34: Any future ground disturbing activities, including grading, in the Transit Area shall be
monitored by a qualified archaeologist to ensure that the accidental discovery of significant
archaeological materials and/or human remains is handled according to CEQA Guidelines §
15064.5 regarding discovery of archeological sites and burial sites, and Guidelines §15126.4(b)
identifying mitigation measures for impacts on historic and cultural resources. (Reference CEQA
§21083.2, 21084.1.) In the event that buried cultural remains are encountered, construction will
be temporarily halted until a mitigation plan can be developed. In the event that human remains
are encountered, the developer shall halt work in the immediate area and contact the Santa
Clara County coroner and the City of Milpitas. The coroner will then contact the Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) which will in turn contact the appropriate Most Likely Descendent
(MLD). The MLD will then have the opportunity to make a recommendation for the respectful
treatment of the Native American remains and related burial goods.
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Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential cultural resources impacts of the proposed
project. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional mitigation is not
required.

6. ENERGY
New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation =~ Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. Result in a potentially significant environmental impact due
to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of ] ] ] X
energy resources during project construction or operation?
b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable |:| |:| I:l |Z|

energy or energy efficiency?

Discussion

The TASP evaluated energy in Section 3.12 Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change.

The TASP FEIR determined that buildout under the TASP would increase the total demand for
electrical energy in the Transit Area. If current trends continue, total consumption of electrical
energy would increase from 10 million to 169 million kilowatt hours (kWh), an increase of 159
million kWh of electrical power. The TASP FEIR found that reductions in GHG emissions associated
with on-going energy efficient building standards are expected to achieve a reduction of 3 million
metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents Statewide by 2020. The TASP EIR indicated that emission
reductions associated with existing energy efficient appliance standards are expected to resultin a
reduction of an additional 7 million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions by 2020.

The TASP FEIR found that implementation of the TASP polices and other State requirements at the
local level would reduce projected GHG emissions from electrical generation, which would ensure
that the additional energy that homes and businesses consume will not impede achievement of the
statewide reduction in emissions mandated by the California Climate Solutions Act of 2006.
Therefore, the impact of increased energy consumption in the TASP was considered to be less than
significant.

Construction-Period Energy Use

The anticipated construction schedule assumes that the proposed project would be built over 16
months. The proposed project would require demolition, grading, site preparation, and building
activities during construction.

Construction of the proposed project would require energy for the manufacture and transportation
of building materials, preparation of the site for demolition and grading activities, and building
construction. Petroleum fuels (e.g., diesel and gasoline) would be the primary sources of energy for
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these activities. In order to increase energy efficiency on the site during project construction, the
project would restrict equipment idling times to 5 minutes or less and would require construction
workers to shut off idle equipment, as required by the BAAQMD Basic Construction Mitigation
Measures. Energy usage on the project site during construction would be temporary in nature and
would be relatively small in comparison to the State’s available energy sources. Therefore,
construction energy impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation would be required.

Operational Energy Use

Energy use consumed by the proposed project would be associated with natural gas use, electricity
consumption, and fuel used for vehicle trips associated with the project. Energy and natural gas
consumption was estimated using default energy intensities by building type in CalEEMod. In
addition, the proposed buildings would be constructed to CALGreen standards, which was included
in CalEEMod. Electricity and natural gas usage estimates associated with the proposed project are
shown in Table BC.

In addition, the proposed project would result in energy usage associated with gasoline to fuel
project-related trips. Based on the CalEEMod analysis, the proposed project would result in
approximately 236,657 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) per year. The average fuel economy for light-
duty vehicles (autos, pickups, vans, and SUVs) in the United States has steadily increased from about
14.9 miles per gallon (mpg) in 1980 to 22.0 mpg in 2015.° Therefore, using the USEPA fuel economy
estimates for 2015, the proposed project would result in the consumption of approximately 10,757
gallons of gasoline per year. Table BC, below, shows the estimated potential increased electricity
and natural gas demand associated with the proposed project.

Table BC: Estimated Annual Energy Use of Proposed Project

Land Use Electricity Use Natural Gas Use Gasoline
(kWh per year) (therms per year) (gallons per year)
Residential 164,960 346 10,575
Parking Structure 46,560 0 0
Parking Lot 1,960 0 0
Open Space/Landscaping 0 0 0
Total 213,480 346 10,575

Source: LSA (May 2019).

As shown in Table BC, the estimated potential increased electricity demand associated with the
proposed project is 213,480 kWh per year. In 2017, California consumed approximately 288,614
gigawatt-hours (GWh) or 288,614,000,000 kWh.® Of this total, Santa Clara County consumed 17,189

> U.S. Department of Transportation, 2017. “Table 4-23: Average Fuel Efficiency of U.S. Light Duty Vehicles.”
Website: www.bts.gov/archive/publications/national transportation statistics/table 04 23 (accessed

June 14, 2019).

California Energy Commission, 2017. Energy Consumption Data Management Service. Electricity

Consumption by County. Website: www.ecdms.energy.ca.gov/elecbycounty.aspx (accessed June 14,

2019).
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GWh or 17,189,540,000 kWh.” Therefore, electricity demand associated with the proposed project
would be less than 0.01 percent of Santa Clara County’s total electricity demand.

In addition, as shown in Table BC, the estimated potential increased natural gas demand associated
with the proposed project is 346 therms per year. In 2017, California consumed approximately
12,571 million therms or 12,571,000,000 therms, while Santa Clara County consumed approximately
445 million therms or approximately 445,979,800 therms.® Therefore, natural gas demand associated
with the proposed project would be less than 0.01 percent of Santa Clara County’s total natural gas
demand.

In addition, the proposed project would result in energy usage associated with gasoline to fuel
project-related trips. As shown above in Table 3, vehicle trips associated with the proposed project
would consume approximately 44,369 gallons of gasoline per year. In 2015, vehicles in California
consumed approximately 15.1 billion gallons of gasoline.® Therefore, gasoline demand generated by
vehicle trips associated with the proposed project would be a minimal fraction of gasoline and diesel
fuel consumption in California.

The proposed project would locate future residents within walking distance of public transportation,
jobs, restaurants, and services. Implementation of the TASP includes policies that address
transportation and land use. TASP Policy 3.21 would provide continuous pedestrian sidewalks and
safe bike routes throughout the TASP Area; Policy 3.22 encourages walking and biking routes to
schools and major destinations; and Policy 3.33 requires new development within the TASP Area to
provide incentives for alternative modes of transit. The proposed project would develop high-
intensity, transit oriented residential development. Therefore, the proposed project would support
the ability to use alternative modes of transportation, would promote initiatives to reduce vehicle
trips and vehicle miles traveled, and would increase the use of alternate means of transportation,
which would allow for a decreased dependence on nonrenewable energy resources.

In addition, the proposed project would be constructed to CALGreen standards, which would help to
reduce energy and natural gas consumption. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in
the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of fuel or energy and would incorporate
renewable energy or energy efficiency measures into building design, equipment use, and
transportation. Impacts would be less than significant.

Conflict or Obstruct a State or Local Plan for Renewable Energy or Energy Efficiency

In 2002, the Legislature passed Senate Bill 1389, which required the California Energy Commission
(CEC) to develop an integrated energy plan every two years for electricity, natural gas, and
transportation fuels, for the California Energy Policy Report. The plan calls for the State to assist in
the transformation of the transportation system to improve air quality, reduce congestion, and

7 lbid.

California Energy Commission, 2017. Energy Consumption Data Management Service. Gas Consumption
by County. Website: www.ecdms.energy.ca.gov/gasbycounty.aspx (accessed June 14, 2019).

California Energy Commission, 2017. California Gasoline Data, Facts, and Statistics. Website:
www.energy.ca.gov/almanac/transportation data/gasoline (accessed June 14, 2019).
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increase the efficient use of fuel supplies with the least environmental and energy costs. To further
this policy, the plan identifies a number of strategies, including assistance to public agencies and
fleet operators in implementing incentive programs for zero emission (ZE) vehicles and their
infrastructure needs, and encouragement of urban designs that reduce VMT and accommodate
pedestrian and bicycle access.

The CEC recently adopted the 2017 Integrated Energy Policy Report.’® The 2017 Integrated Energy
Policy Report provides the results of the CEC’s assessments of a variety of energy issues facing
California. Many of these issues will require action if the State is to meet its climate, energy, air
quality, and other environmental goals while maintaining energy reliability and controlling costs. The
2017 Integrated Energy Policy Report covers a broad range of topics, including implementation of
Senate Bill 350, integrated resource planning, distributed energy resources, transportation
electrification, solutions to increase resiliency in the electricity sector, energy efficiency, transporta-
tion electrification, barriers faced by disadvantaged communities, demand response, transmission
and landscape-scale planning, the California Energy Demand Preliminary Forecast, the preliminary
transportation energy demand forecast, renewable gas (in response to Senate Bill 1383), updates on
Southern California electricity reliability, natural gas outlook, and climate adaptation and resiliency.

As indicated above, energy usage on the project site during construction would be temporary in
nature. In addition, energy usage associated with operation of the proposed project would be
relatively small in comparison to the State’s available energy sources and energy impacts would be
negligible at the regional level. Because California’s energy conservation planning actions are
conducted at a regional level, and because the project’s total impact to regional energy supplies
would be minor, the proposed project would not conflict with California’s energy conservation plans
as described in the CEC’s 2017 Integrated Energy Policy Report. Thus, as shown above, the project
would avoid or reduce the inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary consumption of energy and not
result in any irreversible or irretrievable commitments of energy. Therefore, the proposed project
would not result in the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during
project construction or operation. Impacts would be less than significant. Therefore, the proposed
project would not result in new or more severe impacts related to energy efficiency than were
identified in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

10 california Energy Commission, 2017. 2017 Integrated Energy Policy Report. California Energy Commission.

Publication Number: CEC-100-2017-001-CMF.
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Applicable Policies

TASP Policies

Policy 5.4: New commercial or institutional buildings, or tenant improvements to commercial,
industrial or institutional buildings shall follow the provisions of the City’s future Green Building
Ordinance. In the absence of any ordinance, all new projects should be encouraged to
incorporate green building measures.

Policy 5.5: Coordinate with Santa Clara County and other regional agencies to establish and
implement new local reqgulations and standards related to greenhouse gas emissions
simultaneously across the region.

By working together at the regional level, no one jurisdiction would bear the burden of being the
first to adopt new regulations.

Policy 5.6: Require the use of Energy Star appliances and equipment in new residential and
commercial development, and new City facilities.

Policy 5.7: Require at least 50 percent of all new residential development to be pre-wired for
optional photovoltaic roof energy systems and/or solar water heating.

Policy 5.8: Incorporate cost-effective energy conservation measures into all buildings being
constructed by the City in the Transit Area, including construction, operations and maintenance.
These measures can include but are not limited to:

o Energy efficient light fixtures, including solar powered systems, for streetscapes, parks, and
public buildings which have limited glare and spillover;

o Automatic lighting systems in public buildings and offices; and

o Life-cycle costing of capital projects so that the environmental, societal, and economic costs
are evaluated over the project’s long-term operation.

Policy 5.9: Establish a program to support energy efficiency in new private development and
facilitate environmentally sensitive construction practices by:

o Establishing an incentive program for projects with energy-efficient design, such as
expedited permit processing;

o Promoting use of products that are durable and allow efficient end-of-life disposal
(recyclable);

o Requiring demolition permits for structures and/or pavement exceeding 7,500 square feet to
submit a report on recycled materials;
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o Promoting the purchase of locally or regionally available materials; and
o Promoting the use of cost-effective design.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential impacts related to energy resulting from the
proposed project. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional
mitigation is not required.

7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation = Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Would the project:
c. Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
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 ] ] ] X
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? ] ] ] X
ii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? ] ] ] X
iv. Landslides? ] ] ] X
d. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? ] ] ] X
e. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral D D D |Z|
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
f. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct ] ] ] X
or indirect risks to life or property?
g. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste D D D |Z|
water?
h. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological |:| |:| I:l |Z|

resource or site or unique geologic feature?

Discussion

The information presented in this section is based on data and findings provided in the Geotechnical
Investigation®! prepared for the proposed project and geologic reports and maps by the United
States Geological Survey (USGS), California Geological Survey (CGS), and others, as available.

11 Cornerstone Earth Group, 2017. Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation for the Tarob Court Residential

Development. November 13.
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Seismicity and Seismic Hazards

Fault Rupture. Fault rupture is generally expected to occur along active fault traces that have
exhibited signs of recent geological movement (i.e., within the past 11,000 years). Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zones delineate areas around active faults with potential surface fault rupture
hazards that would require specific geological investigations prior to approval of certain kinds of
development within the delineated area. The project site is not located within or adjacent to an
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. The nearest Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone to the
project site is the Crosley Fault, which is located approximately 2 miles northeast of the project
site.’>13 No known active or potentially active faults exist on the project site.!* Therefore, the
impacts associated with the proposed project would not result in new impacts related to fault
rupture or substantially increase the severity of impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Ground Shaking. There are multiple active faults that have the potential to generate very strong
ground shaking at the project site. These faults include the Monte-Vista Shannon Fault, located 1.9
miles southwest; Hayward Fault, the southeast extension of which is located approximately 2.2
miles northeast; the Calaveras Fault, located about 5.8 miles northeast; and the San Andreas Fault,
located about 15 miles southwest.™

The Working Group on California Earthquake Probabilities and the USGS have predicted a 63
percent probability of a 6.7 magnitude (M., or Moment Magnitude)?® or greater earthquake in the
Bay Area region between 2007 and 2036, and a 7 percent chance California will experience an 8.0
magnitude earthquake in the next 30 years. The risk of ground shaking impacts is reduced through
adherence to the design and materials standards set forth in building codes.

The City of Milpitas requires projects to comply with the 2016 California Building Code (Title 24,
California Code of Regulations),*” which provides for stringent construction requirements on
projects in areas of high seismic risk based on numerous inter-related factors. It is acknowledged
that seismic hazards cannot be completely eliminated, even with implementation of advanced
building practices. However, the seismic design standards of the California Building Code are
intended to prevent catastrophic building failure in the most severe earthquakes currently
anticipated. Therefore, consistent with the findings of the TASP FEIR, compliance with the 2016
California Building Code (CBC), which is required by both the City and the State, the proposed

12 california Geological Survey, 2004. Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation, Milpitas Quadrangle.

Available online at: gmw.conservation.ca.gov/SHP/EZRIM/Maps/MILPITAS EZRIM.pdf (accessed June 14,
2019).

13

California Geological Survey, 2010. Fault Activity Map of California, 2010. Website: maps.conservation.ca.gov/

cgs/fam (accessed March May 14, 2019).

Cornerstone Earth Group, 2017, op. cit.

5 1bid.

6 Moment magnitude (Mw) is now commonly used to characterize seismic events as opposed to Richter
Magnitude. Moment magnitude is determined from the physical size (area) of the rupture of the fault
plane, the amount of horizontal and/or vertical displacement along the fault plane, and the resistance to
rupture of the rock type along the fault.

17 Milpitas, City of. Code of Ordinances, Title I, Chapter 3.

14
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project would not result in new impacts related to ground shaking or substantially increase the
severity of impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Seismic-Related Ground Failure and Liquefaction. The potential for different types of ground failure
to occur during a seismic event is discussed below.

Liquefaction Potential. Soil liquefaction is a phenomenon primarily associated with saturated soil
layers located close to the ground surface. These soils lose strength during ground shaking. Due to
the loss of strength, the soil may move both horizontally and vertically. In areas where sloping
ground or open slope faces are present, this mobility can result in lateral spreading. Soils that are
most susceptible to liquefaction are clean, loose, uniformly graded, saturated, fine-grained sands
that are relatively close to the ground surface. However, loose sands that contain a significant
amount of fines (silt and clay) may also liquefy.

The project site is located in an area that has been identified by the CGS as being susceptible to
seismically-induced liquefaction.'® The intent of the CGS mapping of areas susceptible to
earthquake-induced liquefaction is to ensure that geotechnical consultants consider possible
liquefaction hazards and perform appropriate site-specific characterization and mitigation of
liquefaction hazards as outlined in the State’s guiding document for seismic hazard analysis, Special
Publication 117A (SP117A).2° The Geotechnical Investigation prepared for the project, as required by
the Seismic Hazard Mapping Act and CBC, addresses potential liquefaction related hazards. The
Geotechnical Investigation indicates the potential for liquefaction triggering at the project site is low
to very low, and that the potential liquefaction induced settlement of thin, discontinuous sand
layers could result in ground surface settlement less than 0.25 inches. As discussed in SP117A,
different movement for level ground sites over deep soil sites will be up to about two-thirds of the
total settlement between independent foundation elements. Therefore, the Geotechnical
Investigation concluded that different settlement beneath a typical residential foundation is likely to
be negligible.

In addition, the Geotechnical Investigation provides site preparation (e.g., grading and fill
placement) and foundation design recommendations that account for potential liquefaction induced
settlement. During the design review process, the City would ensure that geotechnical recommen-
dations are incorporated into the project designs, which would reduce potential impacts related to
liquefaction. Therefore, the proposed project would not create impacts related to liquefaction that
would be new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Lateral Spreading. Lateral spreading, the horizontal/lateral ground movement of relatively flat-lying
soil deposits towards a free face, is typically associated with liquefaction of subsurface layer(s) near
the bottom of an exposed slope. The project site is approximately 770 feet southwest of a man-
made, unlined drainage channel for Penitencia Creek. Due to the distance to the site and the fact
that soils encountered during explorations are mostly clays and not susceptible to liquefaction, and

18 Cornerstone Earth Group, 2017, op. cit.

California Geological Survey, 2008. Special Publication 117A, Guidelines for Evaluating and Mitigating
Seismic Hazards in California. Revised and Re-adopted September 11.

19
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therefore, the potential for lateral spreading would be low.?° As a result, the proposed project
would not create impacts related to lateral spreading that would be new or more significant than
those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Seismic Settlement. Seismic settlement (also referred to as cyclic densification) can occur when non-
saturated, cohesionless sand or gravel soil is densified by earthquake vibrations. A medium dense
sand layer (likely undocumented fill) that is potentially susceptible to cyclic densification was
encountered above the groundwater table in one boring location at the project site. The soil
encountered at the other exploration locations is sufficiently clayey to resist cyclic densification. The
anticipated total and differential ground settlement due to cyclic densification is on the order of
half-an-inch, and would be less where the sand is removed or reworked for foundation
construction.?! The Geotechnical Investigation provides site preparation (e.g., grading and fill
placement) and foundation design recommendations that account for potential liquefaction induced
settlement.?? During the design review process, the City would ensure that geotechnical
recommendations are incorporated into the project designs, which would reduce potential impacts
related to cyclic densification. Therefore, the proposed project would not create impacts related to
seismic settlement that would be new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Landslides. The proposed project is located in a relatively flat area and is therefore not likely to be
affected by landslides. In addition, the project site is not located in an area mapped by CGS as being
susceptible to earthquake-induced landslides.?® Therefore, the proposed project would not create
impacts related to landslides that would be new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP
FEIR.

Erosion/Loss of Top Soil

The redevelopment of the project site would involve construction activities such as grading and
excavation, which could result in temporary soil erosion when the disturbed soils are exposed to
wind or rainfall. Because the proposed project would involve over an acre of land disturbance, it
would be required to comply with the State Water Resources Control Board’s Construction General
Permit, which requires the preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP). Policy 5.33 of the TASP also requires construction projects that disturb 1 or more
acres to prepare a SWPPP. The SWPPP would include erosion control best management practices
that would minimize erosion during construction. Upon completion of construction, the project site
would be covered with structures, pavement, and landscaping and would not include areas of
exposed soil. Therefore, the proposed project would not create impacts related to erosion that
would be new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

20 Cornerstone Earth Group, 2017, op. cit.

21 |bid.
2 bid.
23 (California Geological Survey, 2004, op. cit.
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Unstable and Expansive Soils

Unstable Soil. As previously discussed above, the project site would not be subject to liquefaction,
lateral spreading, or landslides. In addition, the design and construction of the project in accordance
with geotechnical recommendations would ensure these impacts would be less than significant. The
proposed project would not create impacts related to unstable soil that would be new or more
significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Subsidence/Soil Collapse. Subsidence can result from the removal of subsurface water resulting in
either gradual depression or catastrophic collapse of the ground surface. The proposed project
would not utilize groundwater at the project site. Dewatering may be required in isolated areas of
the project site during construction. Construction-related dewatering would not be expected to
result in subsidence or soil collapse as the dewatering would be temporary, localized, and affect
only the uppermost water-bearing zone. Therefore, the proposed project would not create impacts
related to subsidence or soil collapse that would be new or more significant than those analyzed in
the TASP FEIR.

Expansive Soils. Expansive soils are characterized by the potential for shrinking and swelling as the
moisture content of the soil decreases and increases, respectively. The changes in soils volume can
result in substantial cosmetic and structural damage to buildings and hardscape developed over
expansive soils. These effects can be mitigated by moisture conditioning the expansive soil, placing
non-expansive fill below slabs and foundations, designing foundations and slabs to resist ground
movements associated with volume changes, supporting foundations below the zone of severe
moisture change, and/or limiting moisture changes in the surficial soils by using positive drainage
away from the building as well as limiting landscape watering.

The Geotechnical Investigation found that highly expansive surficial clays blanket the project site. To
reduce the potential for damage to the planned structures and pavement, the Geotechnical
Investigation recommends that slabs-on-grade should be supported on a layer of non-expansive fill
and shallow footings should extend below the zone of seasonal moisture fluctuation. In addition,
geotechnical recommendations were provided for site preparation, grading, selection/placement of
engineered fill, and the design of concrete pavement, flexible asphalt pavement, drainage and
landscaping, and foundation systems which account for the presence of highly expansive soil.?*
During the design review process, the City would ensure that geotechnical recommendations are
incorporated into the project designs, which would reduce potential impacts related to expansive
soils. Therefore, the proposed project would not create impacts related to expansive soils that
would be new or more significant than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Septic Tanks/Wastewater Disposal

Development of the proposed project would not involve the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact related to
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems.

24 Cornerstone Earth Group, 2017, op. cit.
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Paleontological Resources

There is the potential to encounter unidentified fossils during construction of new development.
Since fossils are considered to be nonrenewable resources, such impacts would be considered
significant. Adverse impacts on paleontological resource could occur when earthwork activities such
as mass excavation cut into geological formations, or depths below the soil layer, which is generally
6 feet deep. The TASP FEIR determined that project-specific evaluation, monitoring during
construction, temporary suspension of grading, fossil recovery in the event fossils are discovered, as
identified in TASP Policy 5.35 would reduce the potential impact to such resources to less-than-
significant levels. Implementing the proposed project would not lead to new or more severe impacts
to paleontological resources that would occur beyond those already identified in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies
General Plan Policies

e Policy 5.a-1-3: Require projects to comply with the guidelines prescribed in the City’s Geotechnical
Hazards Evaluation manual.

TASP Policies

e Policy 5.33: Require construction projects that disturb one or more acres to prepare a SWPPP
that, when properly implemented, would reduce or eliminate impacts on surface water quality
during construction.

e Policy 5.35: All grading plans for development projects involving ground displacement shall
include a requirement for monitoring by a qualified paleontologist to review underground
materials recovered. In the event fossils are encountered, construction shall be temporarily
halted. The City's Planning Department shall be notified immediately, a qualified paleontologist
shall evaluate the fossils, and steps needed to photo-document or to recover the fossils shall be
taken. If fossils are found during construction activities, grading in the vicinity shall be
temporarily suspended while the fossils are evaluated for scientific significance and fossil
recovery, if warranted.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential impacts related to geology and soils resulting
from the proposed project. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and
additional mitigation is not required.
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8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

Would the project:

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the D D D |X|
environment?

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of |:| |:| D |X|
greenhouse gases?

Discussion

The TASP FEIR found that the primary sources of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions related to urban
development in the TASP Area are anticipated to continue to be from combustion of fossil fuels by
motor vehicles and from electric power generation. Short-term impacts are anticipated from
construction activity that would occur during the implementation of the TASP. Since the GHG
emission rate is related to growth, the TASP promotes policies that reduce energy consumption and
fuel usage by encouraging development patterns that would reduce the vehicles miles traveled
(VMT) per capita and proposes a variety of actions and policies that can reduce emissions to less-
than-significant levels.

The TASP FEIR found that the rate of increase in VMT would be less than the rate of increase in
population due to the mixed-use and transit area nature of new development proposed under the
TASP. The TASP FEIR found that while the population is expected to increase significantly in the area,
a large percentage of that population would use transit options made available to them which in
turn would reduce vehicle use. The TASP FEIR also found that the increase in VMT will not prevent
the reduction of Statewide GHG emissions to 1990 levels.

Individual projects incrementally contribute toward the potential for global climate change on a
cumulative basis in concert with all other past, present, and probable future projects. While
individual projects are unlikely to measurably affect global climate change, each of these projects
incrementally contributes toward the potential for global climate change on a cumulative basis, in
concert with all other past, present, and probable future projects.

The TASP FEIR analyzed the potential GHG emissions that would result from buildout of the TASP.
The TASP was designed to provide residential uses in proximity to retail and commercial uses and to
transit, such as the BART station, to minimize the use of vehicles and generation of VMT. TASP
policies also encourage the development of pedestrian friendly streets and bikeways to promote
alternative forms of transportation. The proposed project would incorporate the TASP policies by:
providing continuous pedestrian sidewalks and safe bike travel routes, consistent with Policy 3.21;
providing direct walking routes to schools and major destinations such as retail developments
consistent with Policy 3.22; encouraging children to walk to school by providing safe routes
consistent with Policy 3.23; and providing bikeways and bike storage and providing parking areas

B-30 \\ptr11\projects\MLP1903 2001 Tarob Court\PRODUCTS\CE\Final\B_Checklist 2001 Tarob.docx (06/14/19)

112




ATTACHMENT B — ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 2001 TAROB COURT PROJECT
JUNE 2019 MILPITAS, CA

that encourage carpooling and use of low emission vehicles consistent with TASP Policies 3.28, 3.31,
3.33 and 3.34. The TASP FEIR concluded that implementation of these measures would reduce
impacts from GHG emissions for the TASP to less-than-significant levels. As the proposed project
would remain in compliance with these policies, the project’s impact on GHG emissions would also
be less than significant.

Regarding electricity consumption, the TASP FEIR found that the increase in total demand for
electrical energy as a result of the TASP would be reduced to less-than-significant levels by requiring
compliance with State, local, and TASP energy efficiency policies. These policies (outlined below) will
ensure that the additional energy that homes and businesses consume would not impede achieve-
ment of the Statewide reduction in emissions mandated by the California Climate Solutions Act of
2006 and will ensure that the impact of increased energy consumption in the TASP Area would be
less than significant. Additionally, the proposed project would encourage and support energy
efficiency and green building techniques that would reduce energy-related GHG emissions, similar
to the previously approved TASP FEIR.

GHG emissions estimates for the proposed project were calculated using CalEEMod and the results
are shown in Table BD below.

Table BD: Operational GHG Emissions

L. Operational Emissions (Metric Tons per Year)
Emissions Source
Category Pet:cent of. Tt?tal
CO; CHa N,O COe Project Emissions
Area 0.5 <0.1 0.0 0.5 0
Energy 50.3 <0.1 <0.1 50.6 30
Mobile 105.7 <0.1 0.0 105.8 62
Waste 3.7 0.2 0.0 9.3 5
Water 3.4 0.1 <0.1 5.6 3
Total Operational 171.8 100
BAAQMD Threshold 1,100 -
Exceed? No -

Source: LSA (May 2019).

As shown in Table BD above, the proposed project would not exceed BAAQMD thresholds.
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not result in an increase in GHG
emissions beyond those analyzed in the TASP FEIR and impacts would remain less than significant.

The TASP FEIR did not include an evaluation of the project’s compliance with the City’s 2013 Climate
Action Plan which was not in place at the time the EIR was certified. The Climate Action Plan
includes GHG reduction goals, policies, and actions for new and existing development projects. The
proposed project includes transit oriented development in addition to the TASP policies listed
below, which are consistent with the Climate Action Plan’s transportation and land use goals.
Therefore, the project would be in conformance with the City’s Climate Action Plan.
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The 2001 Tarob Court Project adheres to the building guidelines of the TASP, is consistent with the
Milpitas Climate Action Plan, and promotes reductions in GHG emissions through high-density
development in close proximity to transit. To reduce energy usage, the project would incorporate
green building measures in compliance with CALGreen standard building measures for residential
buildings and Title 24 requirements. Additionally, the proposed project would include a total of 0.44
acres of common open space and landscaped areas, following the City’s standards, which would
help offset GHG emissions. The proposed project would result in no new or more severe impacts
related to GHG emissions than analyzed in the TASP FEIR and further analysis is not required.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies
TASP Policies

e Policy 3.16: Establish and implement a travel demand management (TDM) program in order to
encourage alternate modes of travel and thereby reduce automobile trips. Establish a funding
mechanism to pay for the costs of the program, including the cost of a transportation
coordinator to administer the program. The program would include a ride-matching program,
coordination with regional ride-sharing organizations, and provision of transit information; and
could also include sale of discounted transit passes and provision of shuttle service to major
destinations.

e Policy 3.21: See this policy in Section I, Air Quality.
e Policy 3.22: See this policy in Section I, Air Quality.

e Policy 3.23: Encourage children to walk or bike to school by expanding existing safe walking and
bicycling routes to schools into the Transit Area.

e Policy 3.28: Provide continuous bicycle circulation through the project site and to adjacent areas
by closing existing gaps in bicycle lanes and bicycle routes, per Figure 3-5 [of the Specific Plan].

e Policy 3.31: Require provision of bicycle and pedestrian facilities such as weather protected
bicycle parking, direct and safe access for pedestrians and bicyclists to adjacent bicycle routes
and transit stations, showers and lockers for employees at the worksite, secure short-term
parking for bicycles, etc.

e Policy 3.33: See this policy in Section Ill, Air Quality.

e Policy 5.6: Require the use of Energy Star appliances and equipment in new residential and
commercial development, and new City facilities.
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e Policy 5.7: Require at least 50 percent of all new residential development to be pre-wired for
optional photovoltaic roof energy systems and/or solar water heating.

e Policy 5.8: Incorporate cost-effective energy conservation measures into all buildings being
constructed by the City in the Transit Area, including construction, operations and maintenance.
These measures can include but are not limited to:

o Energy efficient light fixtures, including solar powered systems, for streetscapes, parks, and
public buildings which have limited glare and spillover;

o Automatic lighting systems in public buildings and offices; and

o Life-cycle costing of capital projects so that the environmental, societal, and economic costs
are evaluated over the project’s long-term operation.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential impacts associated with greenhouse gas resulting
from the proposed project. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and
additional mitigation is not required.
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9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous |:| |:| |:| |Z|
materials?
b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident |:| |:| I:l |Z|

conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into
the environment?

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

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

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the project result |:| |:| |:| |Z|
in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or
working in the project area?

f. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation |:| |:| |:| |Z|
plan?

g. Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland |:| |:| |:| |Z|
fires?

Discussion
Transport, Use, Storage, and Disposal of Hazardous Materials

The proposed project would result in demolition of the existing structure on the project site and
construction of a new residential apartment building. The proposed land use would not involve
transport, use, or disposal of significant quantities of hazardous materials. Generally, small
guantities of hazardous materials such as paints and cleaning products would be used for routine
maintenance. Therefore, a significant hazard to the public or environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would not occur and potential impacts related to
operational use of hazardous materials would be less than significant.

During project construction, hazardous materials such as fuel, lubricants, paint, sealants, and
adhesives would be transported and used at the project site. Consistent with the findings of the
TASP FEIR, due to mandatory compliance with federal, State, and local regulations, potential impacts
associated with future hazardous material use, transport, and disposal are considered less than
significant and the proposed project would not result in any new or more severe impacts than those
analyzed in the TASP FEIR.
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Release of Hazardous Materials and Risk of Upset

The public and/or the environment could be affected by the release of hazardous materials from the
project site into the environment, by 1) exposing workers and/or the public to potentially contami-
nated soil, groundwater, and vapors during construction and/or operation of the project; or

2) exposing workers and/or the public to hazardous building materials (e.g., polychlorinated
biphenyls [PCBs], lead paint, asbestos) during demolition of the existing structure.

A Preliminary Soil, Soil Vapor, and Ground Water Quality Evaluation (Soil Evaluation) involving
sampling and analysis of soil, groundwater, and soil vapor was performed for the project site to
evaluate potential environmental concerns identified at the site, including the potential presence of
residual pesticides from past agricultural land use, past use and storage of hazardous materials at
the project site, and potential presence of naturally occurring asbestos and elevated metal
concentrations. %

The soil quality data does not indicate the previous on-site activities significantly impacted soil
quality at the locations sampled. Arsenic was detected at a concentration above its typical
background concentration in one sample. However, this sample was collected at a depth of
approximately 9 % to 10 feet and from what appeared to be undisturbed native soil. This arsenic
detection likely reflects natural background variations.

Slightly elevated cobalt, chromium, and nickel concentrations were detected; however, these
detected concentrations were below their respective residential screening criteria. Therefore, these
do not appear to pose a significant human health risk concern for future commercial redevelop-
ment. In addition, naturally occurring asbestos was not detected above laboratory reporting limits.
Total chromium concentrations that were 10 times above its Soluble Threshold Limit Concentration
(STLC) regulatory value. Disposal facilities typically require STLC testing for soil with total
concentrations that exceed 10 times the STLC value. If this soil will require off-site disposal at a
landfill or other facility during development, further testing may be required to properly determine
its waste classification prior to landfill acceptance.

Total DDT was detected in one sample at a concentration exceeding its Total Threshold Limit
Concentration (TTLC) regulatory value. This detection appears isolated as the other Total DDT
concentrations were detected below the TTLC. Additional sampling would be conducted to
determine if the excavation and stockpiling activities effect the Total DDT concentration. In addition,
the detected DDD, DDE, and DDT concentrations were below their respective residential screening
levels, and therefore are not expected to pose a significant health risk.

Policy 5.20 of the TASP was developed to address potential hazardous materials that could impact
human health and require remediation of contaminated sites, and Policy 5.22 of the TASP requires a
Risk Management Plan (RMP) to be developed for sites with known contamination issues (see the
applicable TASP Policies listed below). In accordance with the requirements of Policy 5.20 of the
TASP, the project applicant would be required to work with the appropriate agencies to ensure the

25 Cornerstone Earth Group, 2018. Preliminary Soil, Soil Vapor, and Ground Water Quality Evaluation for
2001 Tarob Court, Milpitas, California. January 9.
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project site to resolve issues related to contamination that could potentially impact future land uses
in the project area. Because there is known contamination on the project site, compliance with
Policy 5.22 of the TASP would require preparation of an RMP for the project to protect the health
and safety of construction workers and the public.

Based on the age of the structure on the project site (constructed in 1982 after the 1978 ban on
lead-based paint), the presence of lead-based paint is considered unlikely; however, it is possible
that hazardous building materials such as asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) could be present in
the structure. As indicated in the Code of Federal Regulations Title 16, Chapter Il, Section 1303.3,
the use of lead paint on industrial and commercial buildings is exempt from the ban on lead paint;
therefore, lead paint may be present on the structure on the project site. Other hazardous building
materials that could be present include PCB-containing materials and equipment, and mercury
containing devices (e.g., fluorescent light bulbs and mercury switches).

Policy 5.21 of the TASP addresses hazardous materials that may be present in existing buildings such
as asbestos, PCB'’s, or lead. The project would also be required to comply with Section 19827.5 of
the California Health and Safety Code, which requires that local agencies not issue demolition or
alteration permits until an applicant has demonstrated compliance with notification requirements
under applicable federal regulations regarding hazardous air pollutants, including asbestos. Also
required is full compliance with Title 17 and Title 8 of the California Code of Regulations, which
includes work practice standards related to the evaluation and abatement of lead.

Consistent with the findings of the TASP FEIR, continued compliance with applicable local, State, and
federal regulations and TASP policies, as provided below, would reduce potential exposure of people
and the environment to hazardous materials associated with development of a contaminated
property and demolition of older structures to a less-than significant level and the proposed project
would not result in any new or more severe impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Emission of Hazardous Materials within 0.25 miles of a School

Stratford School, a private elementary school, is located at 341 Great Mall Parkway, approximately
1,500 feet north of the project site.?® According to the TASP FEIR, it is possible that an elementary or
K-8 school would be constructed in the vicinity of Houret Drive and McCandless Drive, which is
approximately a quarter mile west of the project site. No other schools were identified within a
quarter mile of the project site.?’

The project would not involve the handling of acutely hazardous materials. As discussed above, the
project would not handle significant quantities of hazardous materials during operation. Consistent
with the findings of the TASP FEIR, due to mandatory compliance with federal, State, and local
regulations, potential impacts associated with routine hazardous material use, transport, and
disposal during construction are considered less than significant. Compliance with TASP policies, as
provided below, and cleanup of the hazardous materials releases at the project site under the

26 California Department of Education, 2019. California School Directory. Website: www.cde.ca.gov/
schooldirectory (accessed on June 14, 2019).
27 bid.
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oversight of the Regional Water Board, as discussed above, would ensure that potential impacts
related to hazardous emissions from demolition of the existing building and development of a
contaminated property would be a less-than significant and the proposed project would not result in
any new or more severe impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Hazardous Materials Site Pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5

Although the project site is known to be impacted by releases of hazardous materials, the project
site is not included on a list of hazardous materials release sites compiled pursuant to Government
Code Section 65962.5. Compliance with TASP policies, as provided below, and cleanup of the
hazardous materials releases at the project site under the oversight of the Regional Water Board, as
discussed above, would ensure that potential impacts related to development of a contaminated
property would be a less than significant, and the proposed project would not result in any new or
more severe impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Aviation Hazards

The project site is located approximately 3 miles northeast of the San Jose International Airport. The
project site is not located within the Airport Safety Zones or Airport Influence Area of the San Jose
International Airport,? and is not located in the vicinity of a private air strip. Therefore, the project
would not result in aviation-related hazards due to proximity to an airport and the proposed project
would not result in any new or more severe impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Emergency Response or Evacuation Plan

The proposed project would comply with standard City regulations related to the provision of
adequate access for emergency vehicles and secure evacuation routes. The project would not alter
the existing street network; therefore, consistent with the findings of the TSP FEIR, the project
would not impact the implementation of established emergency response/evacuation plans and the
proposed project would not result in any new or more severe impacts than those analyzed in the
TASP FEIR.

Wild Fire

The project site is located within a highly urbanized area that is not susceptible to wildfires.
Therefore, the project would not result in impacts related to wildfires and the proposed project
would not result in any new or more severe impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

28 Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Commission, 2016. Comprehensive Land Use Plan, Santa Clara

County, Norma Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport. May 25.
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Applicable Policies

TASP Policies

Policy 5.20: Property owners shall work with the City of Milpitas Fire Department, the Santa
Clara County Department of Environmental Health (SCCDEH), the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC), and/or the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), whichever
has jurisdiction, to resolve issues related to contamination that could potentially impact future
land uses in the project area. The lateral and vertical extent of contamination shall be
determined, remediation activities completed, and land use restrictions implemented, as
necessary, prior to the issuance of development permits on parcels with known contamination.

For parcels with known contamination, appropriate human health risk assessments (HHRAs)
shall be conducted based on proposed land uses by a qualified environmental professional. The
HHRASs shall compare maximum soil, soil gas, and groundwater concentrations to relevant
environmental screening levels (ESLs ) and evaluate all potential exposure pathways from
contaminated groundwater and soil. Based on the findings of the HHRAs, if appropriate,
engineering controls and design measures shall be implemented to mitigate the potential risk of
post-development vapor intrusion into buildings.

For parcels with no identified contamination, a Phase | study shall be completed to review
potential for ground water, soil, or other contamination related to previous land uses. If any
potential for contamination is determined to exist that could adversely affect human health for
residential uses, a Phase Il level analysis shall be conducted per City, State, and Federal
requirements. If contamination is found to exist, procedures for contaminated sites as described
in the paragraph above shall be followed.

Policy 5.21: Project applicants shall submit information to the City regarding the presence of
asbestos-containing building materials, PCBs, and lead-based paint in existing buildings
proposed for demolition, additions, or alterations. The information shall be verified prior to the
issuance of demolition permits by the City of Milpitas Building Inspection Division for any existing
structures or buildings in the project area. If it is found that painted surfaces contain lead-based
paint and/or the structures contain asbestos-containing building materials, measures to ensure
the safe demolition of site structures shall be incorporated into the project Demolition Plan. The
Demolition Plan shall address both onsite and offsite chemical and physical hazards. Prior to
demolition, hazardous building materials associated with lead-based paint and asbestos
containing building materials shall be removed and appropriately disposed of in accordance with
all applicable guidelines, laws, and ordinances. The demolition of buildings containing asbestos
would require retaining contractors who are licensed to conduct asbestos abatement work and
notifying the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) ten days prior to initiating
construction and demolition activities. Regarding lead-based paint, Cal-OSHA regulates all
worker exposure during construction activities associated with lead-based paint. The Cal-OSHA-
specified method of compliance includes respiratory protection, protective clothing,
housekeeping, hygiene facilities, medical surveillance, and training.
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e Policy 5.22: At sites with known contamination issues, a Risk Management Plan (RMP) shall be
prepared to protect the health and safety of construction workers and site users adjacent to
construction activities. The RMP shall include engineering controls, monitoring, and security
measures to prevent unauthorized entry to the construction site and to reduce hazards outside of
the construction site. The RMP shall address the possibility of encountering subsurface hazards
and include procedures to protect workers and the public. The RMP shall also include procedures
for managing soils and groundwater removed from the site to ensure that any excavated soils
and/or dewatered groundwater with contaminants are stored, managed, and disposed of in
accordance with applicable regulations and permits. Protocols for the handling, transport, and
disposal of both known and previously unidentified hazardous materials that may be
encountered during project development shall be specified. If prescribed exposure levels are
exceeded, personal protective equipment shall be required for workers in accordance with OSHA
regulations. Finally, the RMP shall also include procedures for the use, storage, disposal, of
hazardous materials used during construction activities to prevent the accidental release of these
materials into the environment during construction.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential hazards and hazardous materials impacts of the
proposed project. Therefore, potential impacts would be less-than-significant and additional
mitigation is not required.
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

Would the project:
a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or |:| |:| |:| |Z|
groundwater quality?
b. Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the |:| |:| I:l |Z|
project may impede sustainable groundwater management
of the basin?
c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or

area, including through the alteration of the course of a I:l I:l I:l |Z|
stream or river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would:
i. Resultin substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; ] X
ii. Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or ] ] ] X
offsite;
iii. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage |:| |:| I:l |Z|
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or
iv. Impede or redirect flood flows? ] ] ] X
d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of |:| |:| I:l |Z|
pollutants due to project inundation?
e. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality
[] [] L] X

control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?

Discussion
Water Quality Standards

Construction. Construction and demolition activities of the proposed project would involve site
disturbance, grading, and excavation of soil, which could result in temporary erosion and movement
of sediments into the storm drain system, particularly during precipitation events. The potential for
chemical releases is present at most construction sites due to the use of paints, solvents, fuels,
lubricants, and other hazardous materials associated with heavy construction equipment. Once
released, these hazardous materials could be transported to nearby surface waterways in
stormwater runoff, wash water, and dust control water, potentially reducing the quality of the
receiving waters. The release of sediments and other pollutants during construction and demolition
could adversely affect water quality in receiving waters.

The proposed project would disturb greater than 1 acre of land, and therefore would be required to
obtain coverage under the Construction General Permit (State Water Board Order 2009-0009-DW).?°

29 State Water Resources Control Board Division of Water Quality, 2009. Construction General Permit Fact

Sheet. 2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ.
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On-site construction activities subject to the Construction General Permit include clearing, grading,
excavation, and soil stockpiling. The Construction General Permit also requires the development of a
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) by a certified Qualified SWPPP Developer. A SWPPP
identifies all potential pollutants and their sources, including erosion, sediments, and constructions
materials and must include a list of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to reduce the discharge of
construction-related stormwater pollutants. A SWPPP must include a detailed description of
controls to reduce pollutants and outline maintenance and inspection procedures. Typical sediment
and erosion BMPs include protecting storm drain inlets, establishing and maintaining construction
exits and perimeter controls to avoid tracking sediment off-site onto adjacent roadways. A SWPPP
also defines proper building material staging and storage areas, paint and concrete washout areas,
describes proper equipment/vehicle fueling and maintenance practices, measures to control
equipment/vehicle washing and allowable non-stormwater discharges, and includes a spill
prevention and response plan. Policy 5.33 of the TASP also requires construction projects that
disturb 1r more acres to prepare a SWPPP.

Temporary dewatering may be required during construction activities involving excavation.
Dewatering effluent may have high turbidity and could contain contaminants. Turbid and/or
contaminated groundwater could cause degradation of the receiving water quality if discharged
directly to storm drains or surface water without treatment. The discharge of dewatering effluent
would be subject to permits from the City of San Jose (which manages and operates the San Jose-
Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility which treats wastewater from the project site) or the
Regional Water Board, depending if the discharge were to the sanitary sewer or storm drain system,
respectively. The Construction General Permit allows the discharge of dewatering effluent if the
water is properly filtered or treated, using appropriate technology. If the dewatering activity is
deemed by the Regional Water Board not to be covered by the Construction General Permit, then
the discharger could potentially prepare a Report of Waste Discharge, and if approved by the
Regional Water Board, be issued site-specific Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) under National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) regulations. If it is infeasible to meet the
requirements of the Construction General Permit, acquire site-specific WDRs, or meet the City of
San Jose’s sewer discharge requirements, the construction contractor would be required to
transport the dewatering effluent off-site for treatment and disposal.

Required compliance with State and local regulations regarding stormwater and dewatering during
construction would not result in new impacts and would not substantially increase the severity of
impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Operation. Because the project would replace over 10,000 square feet of existing impervious
surface area, the project would be required to comply with Provision C.3 requirements of the San
Francisco Bay Region Municipal Regional Stormwater NPDES Permit (MRP).3° The project would
result in alteration of over 50 percent of the existing impervious surface of the project site, and
therefore all new and replaced impervious surfaces would require treatment under the MRP.
Provision C.3 of the MRP requires implementation of low impact development (LID) source control,

30 san Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, 2015. San Francisco Bay Region Municipal Regional

Stormwater NPDES Permit, Order No. R2-2015-0049, NPDES Permit No. CAS612008, November 19.
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site design, and stormwater treatment for regulated projects. LID employs principles such as
preserving and recreating natural landscape features and minimizing impervious surfaces to create
functional and appealing site drainage that treats stormwater as a resource, rather than a waste
product. Practices used to adhere to these LID principles include measures such as rain barrels and
cisterns, green roofs, permeable pavement, preserving undeveloped open space, and biotreatment
through rain gardens, bioretention units, bioswales, and planter/tree boxes. Policy 5.34 of the TASP
also requires construction projects that disturb 1 or more acres to prepare a Stormwater Control
Plan.

The LID stormwater controls for the proposed project would include permeable pavement, bio-
retention areas, self-treating landscape areas, mechanical treatment (filtration) of runoff from
asphalt pavement, and treatment of runoff using flow through planters.

Consistent with the findings of the TASP FEIR, continued compliance with applicable regulations, as
described above, and TASP policies, as provided below, would not result in new impacts or
substantially increase the severity of impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Deplete Groundwater Supplies

Dewatering may be performed during construction activities involving excavation. If performed,
construction-related dewatering would be temporary and limited to areas of excavation on the
project site and would not substantially contribute to depletion of groundwater supplies.

Operation of the proposed project would not involve dewatering or the use of groundwater as
potable water, because potable water would be supplied to the project site by the City. The project
would decrease the amount of impervious surfaces compared to the existing condition; however, as
discussed in Section 7. Geology and Soils, above, impermeable membranes and sub-drains would be
required to be installed below much of the proposed impervious surfaces due to the highly
expansive and low permeability clay which is present throughout the project site. While the
installation of impermeable membranes and sub-drains below much of the proposed impervious
surfaces would prevent rainwater from infiltrating the subsurface and recharging groundwater, the
majority of the project site is currently covered by impermeable surfaces; therefore the proposed
project would not impede the recharge of groundwater compared to the existing condition. As a
result, the proposed project would not result in new impacts to groundwater resources or
substantially increase the severity of impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Drainage Pattern and Surface Run-Off

The project would not alter the course of a stream or river. Consistent with the findings of the TASP

FEIR, compliance with applicable regulations and TASP policies, as described above and listed below,
would ensure that changes to drainage patterns would result in less-than-significant impacts related
to erosion and siltation.

The TASP FEIR determined that stormwater runoff would decrease with the buildout of the TASP
Area, including the project site. The addition of more landscaped areas and parks would allow more
precipitation to infiltrate into the ground compared with the current condition of nearly complete
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coverage of impervious pavement. The TASP FEIR determined that none of the existing stormwater
drainage pipelines would require expansion.

Developers are required to fund a Storm Drainage Plan for each subdistrict within the TASP Area
that includes measures to reduce runoff pollutants and control pollutant sources to the maximum
extent practical. Full compliance with the Santa Clara County National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit guidelines for stormwater discharges and General Plan Policy
4.d.-G-1 would ensure that long-term water quality impacts would not be significant.

Flooding and Dam Failure Inundation

The project site is not located within a dam failure inundation area.3! The project site is located in an
area protected from flooding by a levee along Berryessa Creek to the northeast of the project site;
however, this levee does not provide protection from a 100-year flood.3? The project would not alter
levees or dams, therefore the project would not result in flooding impacts related to dam failure or
increase the likelihood of levee failure. Potential impacts of the project related to redirecting flood
flows from potential levee failure along Berryessa Creek are discussed below.

The project site is located in an area designated as “Special Flood Hazard Areas Subject to
Inundation By the 1 percent Annual Chance Flood” Zone AO on the current Flood Insurance Rate
Map (FIRM) published by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).33 The Zone AO
designation indicates areas that are subject to inundation by the 1-percent-annual-chance flood
(also known as a 100-year flood) event with an established base flood elevation®* or depth, and the
flood depth at project site is indicated to be 1-foot.

TASP Policy 6.1 requires projects to minimize damage associated with flooding events and comply
with regulations stipulated by FEMA and the National Flood Insurance Program. TASP Policy 6.2
requires new development within a FEMA-designated flood hazard zone to follow the City’s
construction standards for such areas, as currently laid out in Section XI-15 ‘Floodplain Management
Regulations’ of the Milpitas Municipal Code.

As noted in Attachment A, Project Description, the proposed project would raise the site by
approximately 4.5 feet to comply with FEMA requirements to remove the project from the
floodplain. The project would be required to apply for a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR-
F) and Letter of Map Revision (LOMR-F) based on area removal or structure removal from the
effective FEMA floodplain and subsequently comply with all City floodplain ordinances.

Consistent with the findings of the TASP FEIR, the project would be required to comply with the
TASP policies, which include compliance with FEMA requirements and the City of Milpitas Municipal

31 Milpitas, City of, 1994. General Plan, Chapter 5 — Seismic and Safety Element.

32 Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2009. FEMA Flood Map Service Center (map). Website:
msc.fema.gov/portal/search?AddressQuery=2001%20Tarob%20Court%2C%20Mlilpitas#tsearchresultsanch
or (accessed June 14, 2019).

3 bid.

34 Base flood elevation is the regulatory requirement for the elevation or flood proofing of structures.
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Code. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in new impacts related to flooding or
substantially increase the severity of impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Inundation by Seiche, Tsunami, or Mudflow

The project site is not located in an area mapped by the California Emergency Management Agency
as susceptible to tsunami inundation.3* The project site is not located near or downgradient from
water bodies (e.g., lakes or reservoirs) that could produce seiches. Seiches are not considered a
hazard in the San Francisco Bay based on the basin geometry and dimensions.3® The project site and
surrounding topography is relatively flat and therefore the proposed project would not result in
impacts related to mudflows (a type of landslide that occurs on slopes). Therefore, the proposed
project would not result in new impacts related to inundation by tsunami, seiche, or mudflow or
substantially increase the severity of impacts than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies
General Plan Policies
e 4.d-G-1: Protect and enhance the quality of water resources in the Planning Area.

e 4.d-I-1: Continue implementing the NPDES requirements of the Regional Water Board — this is
implemented through Chapter 16 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance.

TASP Policies

e Policy 5.33: Require construction projects that disturb one or more acres to prepare a SWPPP
that, when properly implemented, would reduce or eliminate impacts on surface water quality
during construction.

e Policy 5.34: Require construction projects that disturb one or more acres to prepare a
Stormwater Control Plan, as stipulated in Provision C.3 of the Santa Clara County NPDES permit
for stormwater discharges.

e Policy 6.1: Minimize damage associated with flooding events and comply with regulations
stipulated by FEMA and the National Flood Insurance Program.

35 California Emergency Management Agency, 2009. Tsunami Inundation Map for Emergency Planning,

Milpitas Quadrangle, July 31.
Borrero, et al., 2006. Numerical Modeling of Tsunami Effects at Marine Oil Terminals in San Francisco Bay.
Report prepared for: Marine Facilities Division of the California State Lands Commission. June 8.

36
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e Policy 6.2: New development within a FEMA-designated flood hazard zone must follow the City’s
construction standards for such areas, as currently laid out in Section XI-15 ‘Floodplain
Management Regulations’ of the Milpitas Municipal Code.

e Policy 6.3: New development must maintain the Transit Area’s urban design standards. In
particular, first floor commercial space must be within two feet of the elevation of the public
sidewalk.

e Policy 6.4: Provide storm drain infrastructure to adequately serve new development and meet
City standards.

e Policy 6.5: Ensure that runoff in storm drains does not lower water quality within or outside of
the Transit Area by implementing BMPs in new developments within the Transit Area.
Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential hydrology and water quality impacts of the
proposed project. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional
mitigation is not required.

11. LAND USE AND PLANNING

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. Physically divide an established community? ] ] ] X
b. Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict
with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the |:| |:| |:| |X|

purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Discussion
Divide an Established Community

Projects that have the potential to physically divide an established community include projects such
as new freeways and highways, major arterials, streets, and railroad lines. The proposed project
would develop a new residential use on the project site within the TASP Area that currently contains
a light-industrial use and surface parking. The proposed project would provide public access by
including public sidewalks throughout the project site that connect with the existing sidewalks along
Tarob Court and Lundy Place. Bicycle and vehicle access would be provided by via Tarob Court as
well. Therefore, the proposed project would not inhibit public connectivity, and would not physically
divide a community. This impact would be less than significant and would be no more severe than
analyzed in the TASP FEIR.
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Conformance with Land Use Plans

The purpose of the TASP is to transition former industrial sites to primarily residential and
commercial uses adjacent to nearby transit. Upon certification of the TASP FEIR, the City of Milpitas
adopted amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance to ensure consistency between the
planning documents. The TASP FEIR evaluated these new land use designations and associated
policies and determined that impacts of the land use classifications and density of development
conceived under the TASP would be less than significant. As described in the Project Description
(Attachment A), the proposed project would be consistent with the existing land use and zoning
designations for the project site.

The TASP requires that all projects proposed within the TASP Area are subject to a Site and
Architectural Review in accordance with Chapter 42 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance. Projects must
demonstrate compliance with the TASP, including the Development Standards and Design
Guidelines. In order to approve a project or variance, the City must find that “The proposed project
conforms to the intent and the specific requirements of the TASP, including the Development
Standards and Design Guidelines.” As stated above, the proposed project would be consistent with
the existing land use and zoning designations of the project site. The development associated with
the proposed project is within the amount of growth evaluated and cleared within the TASP FEIR
and is compatible with existing and future residential uses in the vicinity of the project site.
Therefore, the density and intensity of the proposed project would not result in any new or more
significant impacts regarding conformance with land use plans than those already identified in the
TASP FEIR.

Land Use Compatibility

At buildout, the TASP assumes the overall urban design and development standards associated with
changes to land use and zoning would contribute to fewer incompatible land uses in the TASP Area.
Land uses proposed by the TASP are more compatible with the existing and proposed adjacent
residential and commercial uses. In addition, the heights and densities of higher density residential
and commercial uses will provide a transition toward lower density housing. Over the planning
horizon, residential uses will be built in an existing industrial area. Therefore incompatible uses may
be temporarily adjacent to each other until complete buildout. The TASP also includes a number of
development standards to minimize potential impacts of incompatible land uses, such as setbacks,
and building location and placement policies and standards. The full set of development standards
can be found in Chapter 5 of the TASP. With implementation of these self-mitigating policies and
standards in the TASP, the TASP FEIR concluded that no mitigation measures would be required to
address potential land use impacts.

The proposed project would conform to the TASP policies as well as the development standards
provided in Chapter 5 of the TASP. The proposed project would include land uses addressed by the
TASP and would not result in any land use compatibility impacts that would be more severe than
those analyzed in the TASP FEIR. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with
established or planned land uses.
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Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies
TASP Policies

e Policy 3.8: Allow contiguous developments to build at higher or lower residential densities, so
long as their average density falls between the designated minimum and maximum.

e Policy 3.9: Maintain the Midtown Plan’s gross floor area policy, which excludes all areas of a
building devoted to parking from FAR calculations.

e Policy 3.38: The open space requirements of the Midtown Milpitas Specific Plan (Policy 3.2.4)
shall apply to the entire area of the Transit Area Specific Plan.

e Policy 5.16: See policy in Section 3, Air Quality.

e Policy 5.17: In all rental and sale agreements, provide disclosures to future residents about all
surrounding industrial uses, including UPRR train tracks and operations and the permanent
rights of such industrial uses to remain. Describe potential impacts including but not limited to:
noise, groundborne and airborne vibration, odors, and use of hazardous materials.

e Policy 5.18: Day care facilities, schools, nursing home, and other similar sensitive receptors shall
be located away from sites which store or use hazardous materials, in accordance with State and
City standards. Adequate buffers to protect occupants of these sensitive uses shall be provided,
including but not limited to walls, fences, landscaping, large building setbacks and additional exit
routs over and above minimum code requirements.

e Policy 5.19: Require the installation of temporary buffers-fences, walls or vegetation-when
residential uses are developed adjacent to existing industrial uses. The type of buffer must be
reviewed and approved by the City Planning Department. The temporary buffers may be
removed if and when the adjacent site is redeveloped as a non-industrial use.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential land use impacts of the proposed project.
Therefore, potential impacts would be less-than-significant and additional mitigation is not required.
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12. MINERAL RESOURCES

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the residents of D D D |Z|

the state?

b. Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general |:| |:| D |Z|
plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Discussion

The entire TASP Area, including the project site, is located in a developed urban area that does not
have mineral exploration or extraction occurring in the vicinity. In addition, the TASP Area is not
designated as containing mineral resource deposits of regional importance. As such the proposed
project as well as the TASP would have no impacts on mineral resources.

13. NOISE
New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation =~ Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Would the project result in:
a. 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 |:| |:| |:| |Z|
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?
b. Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
[] [] L] X

groundborne noise levels?
c. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip
or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use ] ] ] X
airport, would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Discussion
Construction-Period Impacts

The proposed project would be consistent with the buildout projected for the TASP, and would
implement the policies identified in the TASP FEIR to reduce potential noise impacts to less-than-
significant levels. Construction of the project would adhere to the noise standards and requirements
set forth in the City’s Municipal Code and General Plan. The project would implement the measures
identified in the TASP for addressing noise, including providing disclosures to future residents per
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Policy 5.17, and requiring temporary buffers if residents are placed next to existing industrial uses
per Policy 5.19.

As described in the TASP FEIR, construction noise impacts would vary depending on proximity to
sensitive receptors, the presence of intervening barriers, and the number, types, and duration of
construction equipment used. Compliance with the General Plan and TASP policies would ensure
that construction noise impacts would be less than significant.

The City’s Noise Abatement Ordinance would restrict construction hours to between 7:00 a.m. and
7:00 p.m. The City’s General Plan Policy 6-1-13 would minimize construction noise impacts by
restricting the hours of operation, technique, and equipment used. Additionally, TASP Policy 5.15
requires that construction noise be mitigated to the extent feasible to reduce exposure of sensitive
receptors.

The proposed project would not result in any new or more significant construction-period noise
impacts than were described in the TASP FEIR. Implementation of the Noise Ordinance, the City of
Milpitas General Plan, and the TASP, as included in the TASP FEIR, would reduce construction noise
impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Groundborne Vibration Impacts

Construction activities are known sources of groundborne vibration. Vibration impacts could occur
during construction of the proposed project, which would require the use of heavy excavation
equipment, and the possible use of pile-driving equipment. To determine potential construction
vibration impacts, an impact evaluation is described below.

When assessing annoyance from groundborne noise, vibration is typically expressed as root mean
square (rms) velocity in units of decibels of 1 micro-inch per second. Vibration levels, different from
noise levels, are written as vibration velocity decibels (VdB). However, construction vibration
impacts on building structures are generally assessed in terms of peak particle velocity (PPV).
Therefore, for purposes of this analysis, project-related impacts are expressed in terms of PPV.

Typical groundborne vibration levels measured at a distance of 25 feet from heavy construction
equipment in full operation, such as vibratory rollers, range up to approximately 0.210 PPV. Based
on the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) data, large bulldozers generate 0.089 PPV at 25 feet and
small bulldozers generate 0.003 PPV at 25 feet. Loaded trucks generate 0.076 PPV at 25 feet, an
impact pile driver generates 0.644 PPV at 25 feet, and a sonic pile driver generates 0.170 PPV at 25
feet. Except for the impact driver, these vibration levels would not be expected to cause damage to
residential buildings of typical northern California construction.

As stated in the TASP FEIR, the proposed project would develop residential uses and therefore could
expose sensitive receptors to unacceptable levels of groundborne vibration, specifically from
operation of the VTA light rail line and BART trains along the proposed BART expansion into the
TASP Area. The nearest proposed residential uses would be approximately 750 feet from the future
BART/VTA light rail line.
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The Santa Clara Valley Transit Authority’s BART Expansion SEIR indicated that vibration impacts at
existing receptors in the Planning Area and within 100 feet of the proposed tracks would be
mitigated to a less-than-significant level (less than the 72 VdB significance threshold for frequent
events affecting Category 2 land uses) by either using a floating slab track or by using tire derived
aggregate under ballasted track.?” As this mitigation would reduce vibration at the source, future
residential uses proposed along the BART alignment would also experience less than significant
vibration impacts. In addition, TASP Policies 5.13 and 5.14 would ensure that vibration levels within
buildings would be less than the FTA criteria.

Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any new or more significant groundborne
vibration impacts than were described in the TASP FEIR. In addition, implementation of TASP policies
would reduce potential groundborne vibration impacts on future or existing sensitive receptors to
less-than-significant levels.

Land Use Compatibility

The TASP FEIR requires implementation of TASP Policy 5.10 which requires new development in the
TASP Area to adhere to the standards and guidelines in the Milpitas General Plan that govern noise
levels, which would include implementation of General Plan Policies 6-I-2 through 6-1-16.

Policy 6-1-2 requires an acoustical analysis for projects located within a “conditionally acceptable”
or “normally unacceptable” exterior noise exposure area and require mitigation measures to
reduce noise to acceptable levels.

The proposed project would result in an increase in people living close to transit stations which
could expose sensitive receptors to higher noise levels from train and future BART activity. The noise
environment at the project site is dominated by vehicle traffic noise on Trade Zone Boulevard and
rail noise associated with the future BART/VTA light rail and Union Pacific Railroad. Figure 3.7-3 of
the TASP FEIR shows the projected noise levels at plan buildout. Based on Figure 3.7-3, the project
site is not within the 60 dB noise contours for BART or roadway noise and is within the 60 dB noise
contours for the Union Pacific Railroad noise.

Based on the City’s noise and land use compatibility standards, as shown in Figure 3.7-2 of the TASP
FEIR, this noise level would be considered normally acceptable for multi-family residential land uses,
based upon the assumption that any buildings involved are of normal conventional construction
without any special noise insulation requirements. Therefore, the proposed project would meet the
City’s land use compatibility standards for multi-family residential land uses. The proposed project
would be required to install mechanical ventilation under General Plan Policy 6-1-5 so that windows
can remain closed, which would ensure the project would comply with interior noise standards.
Based on standard exterior to interior noise attenuation rates, with windows closed the interior
noise level of 45 dBA DNL would be met. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any
impacts that would be more severe than those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

37 Transportation Authority, Santa Clara Valley, 2010. BART Silicon Valley Environmental Impact Report.

November.
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Stationary Noise Source Impacts

The City of Milpitas prohibits disturbing noise that increases the noise exposure level by three dB
over the local daytime ambient noise level measured from the property line of the noise source, or
more than 65 dB measured from the property line of the noise source, whichever is more restrictive.
At night, the City of Milpitas prohibits any disturbing noise that is audible during the hours of 10:00
p.m. to 7:00 a.m. from a distance of 50 feet from the property line of the noise source or from a
distance of 100 feet from any nonstationary noise source. It shall also be prima facie violation if any
disturbing noise is audible during the hours of 7:01 a.m. to 9:59 p.m. from a distance of 100 feet
from the property line of the noise source or any nonstationary noise source.

The intent of the Code is to regulate noise produced by noise-generating land uses on noise-
sensitive land uses, not to regulate sounds produced by one noise-sensitive residential property
upon another noise-sensitive residential property. The project site is currently developed with an
office/light-industrial building. Residential land uses typically generate lower noise levels than
industrial and commercial land uses. The proposed project is a residential land use and would not be
considered as a significant source of noise within the community that could adversely affect other
nearby residential land uses. Intermittent audible sounds produced by the proposed residential
project would primarily be associated with human voices, vehicles, and mechanical ventilation
equipment. Such intermittent sounds would be expected in a residential area and would result in a
less-than-significant impact. Therefore, the proposed project would not increase stationary source
noise impacts above those analyzed in the TASP FEIR.

Aircraft Noise Source Impacts

According to the City’s current and projected noise contours for San José International Airport, the
project site is not within an area exposed to aircraft noise levels greater than 60 dB CNEL. Therefore,
per TASP FEIR analysis, aircraft noise would have no impact on the project site.

Traffic Noise Impacts

A significant noise impact would occur if traffic generated by the project would substantially
increase noise levels at sensitive receptors in the project vicinity. A substantial increase would occur
if the DNL exposure at residential land uses increases by more than 3 dB or exceeds 65 dB at the
residential property line, whichever is more restrictive.

Impact 3.7-1 of the Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan identified a less-than-significant traffic noise
impact upon existing and future residential land uses assuming the buildout of the Specific Plan
project. The proposed project is a small subset of the Specific Plan project; therefore, the proposed
project would also result in a less-than-significant impact with regard to traffic noise increases in the
community. The project would not result in a doubling of traffic volumes, which would be required
for existing noise levels to increase by more than 3 dBA DNL. Further, the relatively low number of
project trips would not be expected to produce traffic noise levels exceeding 65 dBA DNL at nearby
residential receptors; therefore, the impact is considered less than significant.

\\ptr11\projects\MLP1903 2001 Tarob Court\PRODUCTS\CE\Final\B_Checklist 2001 Tarob.docx (06/14/19) B-51

133




2001 TAROB COURT PROJECT ATTACHMENT B - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
MILPITAS, CA JUNE 2019

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies
General Plan Policies

e Policy 6-G-1: Maintain land use compatibility with noise levels similar to those set by State
guidelines.

e Policy 6-G-2: Minimize unnecessary, annoying, or injurious noise.

e Policy 6-1-2: Require an acoustical analysis for projects located within a conditionally acceptable
or normally unacceptable exterior noise exposure area. Require mitigation measures to reduce
noise to acceptable levels.

e Policy 6-1-3: Prohibit new construction where the exterior noise exposure is considered clearly
unacceptable for the use proposed.

e Policy 6-1-4: Where actual or projected rear yard and exterior common open space noise
exposure exceeds the normally acceptable levels for new single-family and multifamily
residential projects, use mitigation measures to reduce sound levels in those areas to acceptable
levels.

e Policy 6-1-5: All new residential development (single family and multifamily) and lodging facilities
must have interior noise levels of 45 dB DNL or less. Mechanical ventilation will be required
where use of windows for ventilation will result in higher than 45 dB DNL interior noise levels.

e Policy 6-1-6: Assist in enforcing compliance with noise emissions standards for all types of
vehicles, established by the California Vehicle Code and by federal regulations, through
coordination with the Milpitas Police Department, Santa Clara County Sheriff's Department, and
the California Highway Patrol.

e Policy 6-1-9: Enforce the provisions of the City of Milpitas Noise Ordinance and the use of
established truck routes.

e Policy 6-1-13: Restrict the hours of operation, technique, and equipment used in all public and
private construction activities to minimize noise impact. Include noise specifications in requests
for bids and equipment information.
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TASP Policies

Policy 5.10: New development in the Transit Area shall adhere to the standards and guidelines in
the Milpitas General Plan that govern noise levels. The particular policies of note are Policies 6-I-
1 through 6-I-16.

Policy 5.11: Construct masonry walls to buffer residential uses from BART and UPRR train tracks.
These walls will be constructed by residential developers. They may be located within the
landscaped buffer along the tracks

Policy 5.13: Apply the FTA groundborne vibration criteria (presented in Table 5-5) as review
criteria for development projects in the vicinity of vibration sources such as BART trains and
heavy rail trains.

Policy 5.14: Project applicants shall conduct a vibration impact analysis for any sites adjacent to
or within 300 feet of active UPRR and BART alignments to demonstrate that interior vibration
levels within all new residential development (single family and multifamily) and lodging
facilities would be at acceptable levels. If needed, require mitigation measure to reduce vibration
to acceptable levels.

Policy 5.15: Prior to issuance of building permits, applicants shall demonstrate that noise
exposure to sensitive receptors from construction activities has been mitigated to the extent
feasible pursuant to the City’s Noise Abatement Ordinance. Mitigation may include a
combination of techniques that reduce noise generated at the source, increase the noise
insulation of the receptor or increase the noise attenuation rate as noise travels from the source
to the receptor.

Policy 5.17: In all rental and sale agreements, provide disclosures to future residents about all
surrounding industrial uses, including UPRR train tracks and operations, and permanent rights of
such industrial uses to remain. Describe potential impacts including but not limited to: noise,
groundborne and airborne vibration, odors, and use of hazardous materials.

Policy 5.18: Day care facilities, schools, nursing homes, and other similar sensitive receptors shall
be located away from sites which store or use hazardous materials, in accordance with State and
City standards. Adequate buffers to protect occupants of these sensitive uses shall be provided,
including but not limited to walls, fences, landscaping, large building setbacks, and additional
exit routes over and above minimum code requirements.

Policy 5.19: Require the installation of temporary buffers—fences, walls, or vegetation—when
residential uses are developed adjacent to existing industrial uses. The type of buffer must be
reviewed and approved by the City Planning Department. The temporary buffers may be
removed if and when an adjacent site is redeveloped as a non-industrial use.
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Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential noise impacts of the proposed project. Therefore,
potential impacts would be less than significant and additional mitigation is not required.

14. POPULATION AND HOUSING

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation = Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

Would the project:
a. Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and I:l I:l I:l |X|
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?
b. Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing ] ] ] X
elsewhere?

Discussion

The proposed land use changes and policy revisions under the TASP (which includes the project site)
were initiated in order to develop high-intensity, transit-oriented residential and commercial
redevelopment on under-utilized industrial land around existing light rail stations and the future
BART station in Milpitas. Promoting such high intensity development around transit stations is a key
transportation goal for the Bay Area and would meet regional objectives.

The TASP FEIR evaluated potential environmental impacts associated with approximately 7,100
residential units and 18,000 new residents within the TASP Area. The TASP FEIR assumes that the
population growth is concentrated in this area and that the TASP would increase the City’s housing
stock by 39 percent and its population by 28 percent based on 2006 estimates from the California
Department of Finance.3®

The proposed project would include the development of the project site with a high-density
residential building with up to 40 residential apartment units. The proposed project would directly
generate a permanent population increase in the area. The proposed project would not displace a
residential population or existing housing, as the existing structure on the project site contains light-
industrial uses. Similarly, the proposed project would not result in an expansion of urban services,
nor would it open additional undeveloped land for future growth. The proposed project would
facilitate the reuse of underutilized land in an existing urban setting that is well served by transit
facilities and services. In addition, the population and housing units included in the proposed project
would fall within the total development anticipated by the TASP FEIR, as mentioned in Section 10,
Land Use and Planning. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in new or more significant
population growth and/or housing impacts than were analyzed and described in the TASP FEIR.

38 Milpitas, City of, 2008b, op. cit.
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Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential population and housing impacts of the proposed
project. Therefore, potential impacts would be less-than-significant and additional mitigation is not
required.

15. PUBLIC SERVICES

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:
i. Fire protection? ] ] ] X
ii. Police protection? ] ] ] X
iii. Schools? ] ] ] X
iv. Parks? ] ] ] X
v. Other public facilities? L] L] L] X

Discussion
Fire and Police Protection

The project applicant would construct the proposed project in conformance with current building
codes, which require features to reduce potential fire hazards. The Milpitas Police Department
would also review project design to ensure that it incorporates appropriate safety features to
minimize criminal activity.

As discussed in the TASP FEIR, full buildout of the development approved in the TASP Area, including
the proposed project, would incrementally increase the need for fire and police protection services,
which would create the need for additional staffing or resources, and a new fire station in the TASP
Area. The TASP FEIR states that given that the TASP Area anticipated population of 18,000 new
residents, there would be a need for at least one and possibly two new fire companies. Future
development of new fire or police facilities in the TASP Area would require supplemental project-
specific environmental review.
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The TASP presents unique operational issues for the Milpitas Fire Department due to its high density
residential and mixed-use structures. The increase in population, business, and vehicular traffic
resulting from the buildout of the TASP Area will increase the demand in service levels and has the
potential to impact response times, as well as presenting challenges to Fire Department vehicle
access and firefighting operations. To maintain current levels of service, an increase in staffing and
equipment will be necessary. A “standards-of-cover” analysis should be conducted to determine the
precise impact on the Fire Department’s staffing, equipment, and any required facility
enhancements. In addition, the Milpitas Fire Department would need to write an addendum to the
City’s emergency management plan to address the development of the TASP Area.

As the TASP FEIR states, the buildout of the TASP Area, including the project site would require an
increase in Police Department staffing to maintain current levels of service. The City currently
provides a ratio of 0.9 police officers per 1,000 residents. The City estimates that an additional 0.5
police officers would be needed to maintain service levels.

The proposed project would follow policies that would reduce Fire and Police Department impacts
due to TASP development to less-than-significant levels. The proposed project would not result in
any new or more significant impacts to fire or police protection service beyond those identified in
the TASP FEIR.

Schools

The proposed project would develop 40 residential units within the TASP Area, which would directly
increase the demand for school facilities. The closest schools to the project site are Northwood
Elementary and Morrill Middle School within the Berryessa Union School District and Independence
High School within the East Side Union High School District. The TASP FEIR determined that buildout
of the TASP, including the project site, would contribute significantly to an exceedance of school
district capacity for Milpitas Unified School District and East Side Union High School District, but that
Berryessa Union School District has adequate capacity for future students generated as a result of
the TASP. As such, the TASP FEIR determined that the impacts of the TASP Area buildout on school
facilities would be significant and unavoidable.

Polices in the General Plan and TASP would reduce the impact and include coordination with the
school districts to update their comprehensive facilities plans, update school fees for developers,
and consider joining use agreements for potential shared facilities. The proposed project would
conform to the above policies, including TASP Policy 4.76. Impacts to schools are significant and
unavoidable and the proposed project would not affect this conclusion as the number of proposed
residential units and resulting students is within the amount evaluated in the TASP FEIR. The
proposed project would not result in any new or more significant school impacts beyond those
identified in the TASP FEIR.

Parks

Given that the TASP Area is transitioning from industrial to residential and that there are no public
parks located nearby, new parks would need to be developed in the TASP Area. Since Milpitas is
largely built out, no large new parks are likely to be established. Public parks in the TASP Area come
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in three forms: Parks/Plazas, Linear Parks, and Landscape Buffers. The City has previously adopted a
public park ratio of 2.0 acres per 1,000 residents for the Midtown Specific Plan. The TASP FEIR states
that while this ratio already applies to all but 12 percent of the TASP Area, the application of this
ratio can be considered to provide an adequate level of parks and open space for its residents. This
policy would require approximately 35.8 acres of public park space in the TASP Area.

The TASP FEIR identifies several policies and standards that require parks to be built as designated —
thereby ensuring that impacts on parkland and facilities would be less than significant.

The proposed project would conform to the TASP policies. The proposed project would provide a
total of 0.44 acres of private common open space for use by project residents. As described in
Attachment A, Project Description, a total of approximately 0.30 acres of private common open
space for use by project residents would be provided. This would consist of the interior courtyard on
the ground level of the proposed building and a walking path and landscaping along the southern
portion of the building, including within the existing public utility easement. The interior courtyard
would include seating areas and landscaping that would be screened from the parking garage by a
dense row of columnar bamboo around each side. A designated walkway would connect the interior
courtyard with the walking path and landscaping mentioned above. The remaining 0.14 acres of
open space on the project site would consist of landscaped areas generally located in the northern
portion of the site. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any new or more significant
impacts to park facilities beyond those identified in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies

General Plan Policies

e Policy 2.c-I-1: Continue working with Milpitas Unified School District (MUSD), Berryessa Union
High School District, and East Side Union School District in its update of the comprehensive
facilities plan and to ensure adequate provision of school facilities.

e Policy 2.c-I-3: Work with MUSD, Berryessa Union High School District, and East Side Union School
District to monitor statutory changes and modify school fees when necessary to comply with
statutory changes. Following this policy will permit the MUSD to update school fees for
developers to cover the cost of constructing a new school and expanding Milpitas High School.

e Policy 5.c-I-1 Maintain a response time of four minutes or less for all urban service areas.
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TASP Policies

Policy 3.38: See policy in Section 10, Land Use and Planning.
Policy 3.41: Park land dedication and in-lieu fees required of new development.

Policy 3.43: New development must pay for the construction of public parks and streets
surrounding the parks (or half streets if bordering an adjacent development site).

Policy 3.55: Complete a Trail Loop connecting the whole Transit area.

Policy 3.56: Connections shall be created along Montague Expressway with overhead bridges or
undercrossings to create a continuous trail network; allow pedestrians and bicyclists to cross
safely; and connect neighborhoods, schools, and parks.

Policy 5.3: All streets (private and public) shall be consistent with the street sections in Chapter 5
of the TASP and shall meet any additional Milpitas Fire Department fire apparatus design
requirement for access and firefighting operations.

Policy 6.43: Coordinate with the affected school districts on facilities needed to accommodate
new students and define actions the City can take to assist or support them in their efforts.

Policy 6.46: The City and the school districts located in the Specific Plan area should consider
entering into a joint use agreement, allowing public use of a new school’s playfields when not in
use by students, and public use of rooms in the school building for community meetings and
events. Any new school site should include outdoor active recreation facilities, which would be
counted toward the TASP’s public parks requirement. The school building should include facilities
that can be accessed and used for community events.

Policy 6.50: The Fire Department shall conduct a ‘standards of cover” analysis to determine the
Transit Plan’s precise impact on the department’s staffing and equipment, and any required
facility needs. Identify and evaluate potential sites for an expanded or new fire station near the
Transit Area if the standards of cover analysis determines it is warranted.

Policy 6.51: Additional fire department staff will be hired, equipment purchased and facilities
built to provide an adequate level of service — as determined by City Council — for the residents,
workers, and visitors of the Transit Area. New equipment and facilities shall be funded by the
Community Facilities District fee and new staff paid from the City’s General Fund.

Policy 6.52: If a new fire station is built to meet the service needs of the Transit Area, it must be
sited and developed in such a way to not create substantial adverse physical impacts or
significant environmental impacts.

Policy 6.53: The Fire Department shall update the City’s emergency and disaster response plans
to take the location and type of new development and future traffic levels, into account.
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e Policy 6.54: Additional police staff will be hired and equipment purchased to provide an
adequate level of service — as determined by City Council — for residents, workers and visitors of
the of the Transit Area. New equipment shall be funded by the Community Facilities District fee
and new staff paid from the City’s General Fund.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential public services impacts of the proposed project.
Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional mitigation is not required.

16. RECREATION

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that |:| |:| I:l |X|
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which ] ] ] X
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Discussion

As discussed above in Section 15, Public Services, the proposed project would provide a total of 0.44
acres of private common open space for use by project residents. These spaces would consist of
consist of the interior courtyard on the ground level of the proposed building and a walking path
and landscaping along the southern portion of the building, including within the existing public
utility easement. The interior courtyard would include seating areas and landscaping that would be
screened from the parking garage by a dense row of columnar bamboo around each side. A
designated walkway would connect the interior courtyard with the walking path and landscaping
mentioned above. The remaining 0.14 acres of open space on the project site would consist of
landscaped areas generally located in the northern portion of the site. Therefore, the proposed
project would not result in any new or more significant impacts to existing neighborhood or regional
park facilities beyond those identified in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

\\ptr11\projects\MLP1903 2001 Tarob Court\PRODUCTS\CE\Final\B_Checklist 2001 Tarob.docx (06/14/19) B-59

141




2001 TAROB COURT PROJECT ATTACHMENT B - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
MILPITAS, CA JUNE 2019

Applicable Policies
TASP Policies

Policy 3.38: See policy in Section X, Land Use and Planning.

e Policy 3.40: Locate and size parks as shown on Figure 3-6, Parks, Public Spaces, and Trails [of the
Specific Plan]. Minor adjustments to the location of parks may be necessary to facilitate a better
site plan, respond to site specific constraints, or to accommodate phasing of a project. Smaller
parks may be combined to form a larger neighborhood park within the same subdistrict as long
as there is no reduction in park area. Complete elimination or relocation of a park outside of a
subdistrict requires an amendment to the Specific Plan. If a school is located on a site designated
as a park, it may be counted as a park if a joint use agreement is established to allow public use
of open space and buildings for recreation purposes after school hours and on weekends. If no
such joint use agreement is established, an alternative park site shall be designated.

e Policy 3.41 and 3.43: See policies in Section 15, Public Services.

e Policy 3.45: Private development within the Transit Area must meet the private open space
requirements on a project-by-project basis.

e Policies 3.55 and 3.56: See policies in Section 15, Public Services.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential recreation impacts of the proposed project.
Therefore, potential impacts would be less-than-significant and additional mitigation is not required.

17. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

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

Would the project:
a. Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle ] ] ] X
and pedestrian facilities?
b. Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines §15064.3,
subdivision (b)? D D D IZ'
c. Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or ] ] ] X
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
d. Result in inadequate emergency access? |:| |:| |:| |X|

Discussion

This section compares traffic impacts from the proposed project with impacts identified in the TASP
FEIR. A Traffic Operations Report (Traffic Study) was conducted for the proposed project, and is
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included in Appendix B.2° Unless otherwise noted, the analysis in this section is based on the findings
of the Traffic Study.

Trip Generation

The magnitude of traffic produced by a new development and the locations where that traffic would
appear were estimated using a three-step process: 1) trip generation; 2) trip distribution; and 3) trip
assignment. In determining project trip generation, the magnitude of traffic entering and exiting the
site was estimated for the AM and PM peak hours. As part of the project trip distribution step, an
estimate was made of the directions to and from which the project trips would travel. In the project
trip assignment step, the project trips were assigned to specific streets and intersections in the
study area.

Through empirical research, data has been collected that correlate to common land uses and their
propensity for producing traffic. Thus, for the most common land uses there are standard trip
generation rates that can be applied to help predict the future traffic increases that would result
from a new development. The trip generation estimates for the proposed project are based on rates
obtained from the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) publication Trip Generation, 10th
Edition.*°

As stated previously, the project site is occupied by an office/industrial building that is currently in
operation. Trips generated by existing uses on site can be credited against the proposed residential
development. Based on AM and PM peak hour driveway counts conducted in May 2019, the existing
land uses generate 11 AM peak hour trips and 12 PM peak hour trips. After applying these existing
trip credits, the proposed project would generate 9 net AM peak hour trips and 14 net PM peak
hour trips, as shown in Table BE.

Table BE: Project Trip Generation Estimates

Size Unit @ AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Rate | In | Out | Total | Rate | In | Out | Total
Proposed Use
Multi-Family Housing ° | 40 | bu Jos0[ 5 [ 15 ] 20 Joes5 | 17 | 9 | 26
Existing Use
Office/Light-Industrial ¢ [ 16 | kst | - 9 2 11 - 3 9 12
Overall Net Project Trips -4 13 9 - 14 0 14

Source: Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Inc. (2019).

2 DU = dwelling units; ksf = 1,000 square feet

® Based on Fitted Curved Equations for Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise, Land Use Code 220), ITE, Trip Generation, 10th Edition.
¢ Based on AM and PM peak hour driveway counts conducted on May 2, 2019.

The trip distribution pattern for the proposed project was estimated based on the TASP, of which
the proposed development would be a part of. Trips were assigned to the roadway network in

39 Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Inc., 2019. Traffic Operations Report for 2001 Tarob Court, Milpitas,
CA. May 28.
40 Institute of Transportation Engineers, 2017. Trip Generation Manual, 10th Edition.
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accordance with the TASP trip distribution for residential uses. Existing Plus Project traffic conditions
are represented by existing traffic volumes plus project trips on the existing roadway network.

Background condition traffic volumes were estimated based on a list of approved and pending
developments obtained from the City of Milpitas and the City of San Jose. Approved and pending
project-generated traffic volumes were added to existing traffic volumes to estimate background
conditions. Project trips from the site were added to background traffic volumes to estimate
background plus project conditions.

Intersection Level of Service Impacts

The Traffic Study includes an analysis of AM and PM peak hour traffic conditions at the following
study intersections and site driveway:

1. Lundy Avenue and Trade Zone Boulevard;
2. Lundy Avenue and Tarob Court (unsignalized); and
3. Project Driveway and Tarob Court.

Traffic conditions at the study intersections were evaluated using level of service (LOS). LOS is a
gualitative description of operating conditions ranging from LOS A, or free-flow conditions with little
or no delay, to LOS F, or jammed conditions with excessive delays. The signalized intersection of
Lundy Avenue and Trade Zone Boulevard is under the jurisdiction of City of San Jose. The City of San
Jose utilizes TRAFFIX software and the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2000 methodology to
evaluate intersection operations. The HCM methodology evaluates intersection operations on the
basis of average delay time for all vehicles at the intersection. This average delay can then be
correlated to a level of service. In San Jose, the minimum acceptable level of service is LOS D, and
project impacts at signalized intersections occur when:

1. The level of service at an intersection drops below its LOS standard when project traffic is
added; or

2. Anintersection that is operating worse than its level of service standard under no project
conditions has an increase in critical delay of four or more seconds AND the demand-to-capacity
ratio (V/C) is increased by more than 0.01 when project traffic is added.

The exception to this threshold is when the addition of project traffic reduces the amount of
average delay for critical movements (i.e. the change in average delay for critical movements is
negative). In this case, the threshold is when the project increases the V/C value by 0.01 or more.

A significant impact at a signalized intersection is said to be satisfactorily mitigated when measures
are implemented that would restore intersection levels of service to an acceptable LOS or restore
the intersection to operating levels that are better than no project conditions.

The Traffic Study calculated intersection LOS with net new traffic generated by the proposed
project. The result of the intersection LOS calculations for Existing Conditions and Existing Plus
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Project are shown in Table BF, and the results of the Background No Project, and Background Plus
Project conditions are presented in Table BG.

Table BF: Existing Plus Project Intersection Level of Service Summary

Existing Existing Plus Project
Intersection Control Peak | Count LOS Avg Avg Increase in
Hour | Date | Standard Delay® LOS Delay? LOS Delay<| Vv/c
(sec/veh) (sec/veh)

1. Lundy Ave and signal AM | 5/2/19 [b) 30.3 C 32.2 C 3.5 0.045
Trade Zone Blvd PM 5/2/19 D 41.8 D 44.0 D 4.10 0.048
2. Lundy Ave and sssC b AM 5/2/19 N/A 4.8/8.9 A 5.2/8.7 A N/A N/A
Tarob Ct PM 5/2/19 N/A 6.2/8.6 A 6.4/8.6 A N/A N/A
3. Project Driveway sssC b AM | 5/2/19 N/A 1.2/8.4 A 2.1/8.4 A N/A N/A
and Tarob Ct PM 5/2/19 N/A 1.3/8.5 A 2.3/8.5 A N/A N/A

Source: Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Inc. (2019).

@ Signalized intersection level of service is based on the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology, using average control delay

for the entire intersection.

Side Street Stop Controlled intersection. Delays are reported for both the overall average delay/the approach with highest delay.

¢ For the signalized intersection at Lundy Ave and Trade Zone Boulevard, the increase in delay shown here represents increase in
critical delay

b

Table BG: Background Plus Project Intersection Level of Service Summary

Background Background Plus Project
Intersection Control Peak | Count LOS Avg Avg Increase in
Hour | Date | Standard Delay® LOS Delay? LOS Delay<| Vv/c
(sec/veh) (sec/veh)

1. Lundy Ave and signal AM | 5/2/19 [b) 35.4 D 35.6 D 0.0 0.001
Trade Zone Blvd PM 5/2/19 D 44.7 D 44.7 D 0.0 0.000
2. Lundy Ave and sssC b AM 5/2/19 N/A 4.9/8.9 A 5.1/8.9 A N/A N/A
Tarob Ct PM 5/2/19 N/A 57/8.8 A 5.9/8.8 A N/A N/A
3. Project Driveway sssC b AM | 5/2/19 N/A 0.7/8.6 A 1.3/8.6 A N/A N/A
and Tarob Ct PM 5/2/19 N/A 0.8/8.7 A 1.4/8.7 A N/A N/A

Source: Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Inc. (2019).

@ Signalized intersection level of service is based on the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology, using average control delay

for the entire intersection.

Side Street Stop Controlled intersection. Delays are reported for both the overall average delay/the approach with highest delay.

¢ For the signalized intersection at Lundy Ave and Trade Zone Boulevard, the increase in delay shown here represents increase in
critical delay

b

As shown in Tables BE and BG above, the results of the LOS analysis show that the signalized
intersection at Trade Zone Boulevard and Lundy Avenue would operate at LOS D or better under
existing and background conditions with or without the proposed project. According to the City of
San Jose LOS standards, the proposed project would therefore have no impacts on intersection LOS.

The study intersections of Lundy Avenue/Tarob Court and Project Driveway/Tarob Court are
unsignalized and under the jurisdiction of City of Milpitas. Unlike signalized intersections, which
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typically represent constraint points for the roadway network, unsignalized intersections rarely limit
the potential capacity of a roadway. The determination of appropriate improvements to
unsignalized intersections typically includes a qualitative and quantitative analysis of movement
delay, traffic signal warrants, movement traffic volumes, availability of alternate routes, and
intersection safety. For this reason, improvements to unsignalized intersections are frequently
determined on the basis of professional judgment. The City of Milpitas does not apply significance
thresholds to unsignalized intersections. Both unsignalized study intersections are projected to
operate at LOS A under existing and background conditions, with or without the proposed project.

An assessment was conducted to determine whether the traffic volumes at the Lundy Avenue/Tarob
Court intersection would warrant the installation of a traffic signal. This assessment was based on
the Peak Hour Volume Signal Warrant (Warrant #3) described in the California Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD). This method makes no evaluation of intersection level of
service, but simply provides an indication whether peak hour traffic volumes would be sufficient to
justify installation of a traffic signal. The signal warrant analysis sheets are included in the Appendix
to the Traffic Study. The analysis showed that the peak hour volume warrant would not be satisfied
at the Lundy Avenue/Tarob Court intersection under any study scenarios during the AM and PM
peak hours.

Vehicle Queuing

A vehicle queuing analysis was conducted for the eastbound left-turn movement at the Trade Zone
Boulevard/Lundy Avenue intersection and the northbound left-turn at the Tarob Court/Lundy
Avenue intersection. The queuing analysis was conducted for both background and background plus
project conditions. Vehicle queues were estimated using a Poisson probability distribution. The basis
of the analysis is as follows: 1) the Poisson probability distribution is used to estimate the 95th
percentile maximum number of queued vehicles per signal cycle for a particular movement; 2) the
estimated maximum number of vehicles in the queue is translated into a queue length, assuming 25
feet per vehicle; and 3) the estimated maximum queue length is compared to the existing or
planned available storage capacity for the movement. This analysis thus provides a basis for
estimating future storage requirements at intersections. The analysis, which is summarized in Table
3 in the Traffic Study, indicates that, with the addition of project traffic, the 95th percentile vehicle
gueues could be accommodated by the storage provided at the subject locations.

Site Circulation and Access

The project site would be accessed by one driveway on Tarob Court on the west end of the site,
about 200 feet west of the intersection at Lundy Place and Tarob Court. The proposed driveway
would be located at approximately the same location as the existing driveway on Tarob Court for
the existing building at the project site. The width of the driveway entry would be 22 feet, which
meets the minimum City standard for driveways. Under project conditions, it is anticipated that this
driveway would serve approximately 20 AM peak hour project trips and 26 PM peak hour project
trips.

There are existing driveways serving other parcels on Tarob Court adjacent to and opposite of the
project frontage. The site driveway does not align with the existing driveway on the opposite side of
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Tarob Court, but is offset about 25 feet. There is also another existing driveway beside the site
driveway on Tarob Court about 50 feet to the west. The spacing of the site driveway, and its location
relative to existing driveways, would be acceptable given the relatively low traffic volumes at the
nearby driveways and Tarob Court.

According to the LOS and queuing calculations, the site driveway would operate at LOS A with
queues rarely exceeding one or two vehicles during the AM and PM peak hours. The vehicle queues
at the site driveway could be accommodated in the storage space provided, and the onsite queues
would generally not interfere with traffic operations on Tarob Court and Lundy Avenue.

Pedestrian access to the project site is provided at locations along the frontage on Tarob Court and
Lundy Place. Primary pedestrian access is provided via the main entry facing the sidewalks on Tarob
Court. Besides the primary access on Tarob Court, there would be walking paths connecting the
parking garage with the existing sidewalks on Lundy Place on the east side of the property. New
sidewalks with curb extensions would also be installed on the project frontage on Tarob Court,
providing a continuous pedestrian pathway to existing sidewalks on Trade Zone Boulevard via Lundy
Place. Overall, the network of pedestrian paths and the sidewalk improvements on the project
frontages would provide adequate access to the existing sidewalk network in the project vicinity.

In order to accommodate pedestrians, the following would be incorporated into the project via
conditions of approval:

e One new ADA-compliant curb ramp should be added at the existing northwest curb return at
Tarob Court and Lundy Place (along the project frontage). A striped crosswalk should also be
provided when the opposite side of the curb return is upgraded along with the redevelopment
of the parcel at 1996 Tarob Court.

The sight distance at the project driveway on Tarob Court was checked and determined to be
adequate. Because the project would install a curb extension, which includes adding sidewalks on
the Tarob Court frontage, the site driveway would be shifted closer to the centerline of Tarob Court,
thereby further improving the sight distance for vehicles exiting the site driveway. As part of the
project improvements, the radius of the existing curb return along the project frontage at the Lundy
Place/Tarob Court intersection would be reduced. This improvement would help reduce vehicle
speeds on Tarob Court, and therefore, improve the sight distance required for vehicles entering and
exiting the driveways.

Circulation on-site would consist of an open parking lot and a parking garage on the ground level.
Onsite parking areas would be accessed by one site driveway on Tarob Court. Both the open parking
lot and parking garage follow a standard 90-degree parking layout. The main parking aisle and the
two east-west feeder parking aisles inside the garage would be 26 and 24 feet wide, respectively,
which meets the City’s standard for 90-degree parking. However, the north-south parking aisle
connecting the two east-west parking aisle is not dimensioned. The dimensions of the regular and
compact parking spaces are 9 feet by 18 feet and 8 feet by 15 feet, respectively. Both parking space
dimensions meet the minimum City standards. However, the widths of the parking garage entrances
are not dimensioned.
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Upon entering the garage, vehicles would follow the main drive aisle through the open parking lot
and arrive at a roundabout at the southern end of the aisle. The two feeder drive aisles, which are
connected at right angles to the main drive aisle, would provide access to the parking garage east of
the main drive aisle. The ends of the two feeder drive aisles are connected by another drive aisle,
forming a U-shape circulation pattern which makes a complete loop around of the parking garage.
The layout shows no dead-end aisles.

The last two parking spaces (numbered 67 and 68) in the open parking lot located off the main drive
aisle are approximately 20 feet south of the sidewalk on Tarob Court, and approximately 30 feet
south of the beginning of the site driveway. Vehicles parked in these spaces would have to back out
directly into the main site access aisle, potentially into the line of incoming traffic on the aisle just
turning into the site driveway. However, given the low traffic volumes at the site driveway and on
Tarob Court, the design would be acceptable.

The site plan shows one elevator at the front lobby that would provide residents access to the
parking garage. The sidewalk on Tarob Court would be accessed directly from the front lobby while
the sidewalk on Lundy Avenue would be accessed from pedestrian pathways connecting with the
parking garage.

A trash collection room would be located adjacent to the roundabout at the southern entrance of
the parking garage. The roundabout would have an 80-foot outside diameter and a 26-foot wide
lane that would allow turnaround maneuvers of garbage trucks as noted on the site plan. Therefore,
garbage trucks would perform their operations onsite within the development.

Given the above, the proposed project would not result in any new or more significant impacts
beyond those identified in the TASP FEIR.

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Transit Facilities

According to the Valley Transit Authority (who administers the Santa Clara County Congestion
Management Plan) Transportation Impact Analysis Technical Guidelines, a project would create an
impact on pedestrian and bike circulation if: 1) it would reduce, sever or eliminate existing or
planned bike/pedestrian access and circulation in the area; 2) it would preclude, modify, or
otherwise affect proposed bicycle and pedestrian projects and/or policies identified in the Lead
Agency’s adopted bicycle/pedestrian plan, or the plans of other agencies such as the Countywide
Bicycle Plan or adjacent Cities’ bicycle/pedestrian plans; or 3) it would cause a change to existing
bike paths such as alignment, width of the trail right of way, or length of the trail.

The project site is located within the TASP. The TASP facilitates the redevelopment of the southern
portion of the City that transforms a low-density industrial area to an urban residential and mixed-
use district with an emphasis on walkability and bicycling. The plan includes a new street system
that promotes walking and biking as the dominant modes for short internal trips, especially with the
future Milpitas BART station and VTA light rail system within close proximity to the project site. As
part of the Milpitas TASP, a future street connection and pedestrian bridge across Capitol Avenue
are planned to connect Tarob Court to Milpitas Boulevard and the new BART station. A proposed
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Class lll bike route is also planned on Tarob Court to serve this new bicycle access route to the
transit center.

As part of project improvements, curb extensions with new sidewalks would be installed along the
Tarob Court and Lundy Place project frontages. In addition, the two existing driveways at the project
site would be reduced into one new site driveway on Tarob Court, which would reduce the number
of potential vehicle-pedestrian conflict points.

The proposed project would generate pedestrian trips to/from transit stops, recreation areas, and
employment centers. Overall, the volume of pedestrian trips generated by the project is expected to
be relatively low and not exceed the carrying capacity of the sidewalks and crosswalks nearby. U.S.
Census data indicate that bicycle trips comprise less than one percent of the total commute mode
share in the City of Milpitas. For the proposed project, this would equate to approximately one new
bike trip during each of the AM and PM peak hours. The low volume of bicycle trips generated by
the project would not exceed the bicycle-carrying capacity of streets surrounding the site, and the
increase in bicycle trips would not by itself require new off-site bicycle facilities.

The addition of the project would not remove any existing bike/pedestrian facilities, nor would it
preclude any future planned improvements. Because most intersections around the project site are
signalized and have very few bike/pedestrian activities, the addition of project traffic would have a
negligible effect on walking and biking in the project vicinity. Therefore, the proposed project would
not create an adverse impact to bike/pedestrian circulation in the area.

According to the VTA TIA Technical Guidelines, a project would create an impact on transit if: 1) it
would generate a demand for additional transit services; or 2) it would cause a permanent or
temporary reduction of transit availability or interference with existing transit users, e.g.,
relocation/closure of a transit stop or vacation of a roadway utilized by transit.

According to the TASP, transit trips would comprise approximately 9 percent of all peak hour trips.
For the proposed project, assuming 9 percent of total commute trips would be transit trips, this
would generate approximately one new transit trip during the AM peak hour and two new transit
trips during the PM peak hour. In addition to commute trips, there would be additional transit trips
to nearby schools, parks, and shopping areas. The volume of transit trips generated by the project
would not exceed the carrying capacity of the existing transit service to the site.

The addition of the project would not remove any existing transit facilities, nor would it preclude
any future planned improvements. As shown in the LOS calculations, the addition of project traffic
would have a negligible effect on bus delays the project vicinity. Therefore, based on the VTA
Technical Guidelines, the proposed project would not create an adverse impact to transit operations
in the area and no improvements to existing transit service frequencies would be necessary in
conjunction with the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any new
or more significant impacts beyond those identified in the TASP FEIR.
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CEQA Guidelines §15064.3

Effective December 28, 2018, the CEQA Guidelines were updated and require the evaluation of
vehicle miles transportation (VMT) as the criteria for analyzing transportation impacts for land use
projects. As noted in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(c), the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.3 shall apply prospectively as described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15007. A lead agency may
elect to be governed by the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 immediately; however,
beginning on July 1, 2020, the provisions of this section shall apply Statewide. The City of Milpitas, as
lead agency, has not yet elected to be governed by the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.3. Therefore, the proposed project would neither conflict nor be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3, and there would be no new impact.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies
TASP Policies

e Policy 3.12: Preserve adequate right-of-way along Capitol Avenue, Great Mall Parkway, and
Montague Expressway to accommodate future regional roadway improvements. Final
dimensions of right-of-way acquisition are not yet known. The detailed street sections in Chapter
5 [of the Specific Plan] include notes about right-of-way acquisition, to the extent that
information is currently available.

e Policy 3.15: Review individual development applications to ensure that adequate street right-of-
way, bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and landscaping are provided and are consistent with
the Transit Area Plan circulation policies and street design standards in Chapter 5 [of the Specific
Plan].

e Policy 3.16: Establish and implement a travel demand management (TDM) program in order to
encourage alternate modes of travel and thereby reduce automobile trips. Establish a funding
mechanism to pay for the costs of the program, including the cost of a transportation
coordinator to administer the program. The program would include a ride-matching program,
coordination with regional ride-sharing organizations, and provision of transit information; and
could also include sale of discounted transit passes and provision of shuttle service to major
destinations.

e Policy 3.17: New streets shall be located as generally shown on the Street System Map, Figure 3-
2.

e Policy 3.18: New development must dedicate land for new public streets and pay for their
construction.
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e Policy 3.21: Provide continuous pedestrian sidewalks and safe bike travel routes throughout the
entire Transit Area and within development projects.

e Policy 3.22: Private development shall provide direct walking and biking routes to schools and
major destinations, such as parks and shopping, through their property.

e Policy 3.28: Provide continuous bicycle circulation through the project site and to adjacent areas
by closing existing gaps in bicycle lanes and bicycle routes, per Figure 3-5 [of the Specific Plan].
Gaps exist on Capitol Avenue between Montague Expressway and Trimble Road, and on Trade
Zone Boulevard between Montague Expressway and Lundy Place. Capitol Avenue only needs to
be re-striped to add a bike lane. Trade Zone Boulevard generally contains sufficient width to
accommodate two travel lanes and bike lanes in each direction; however, the westbound lanes
on Trade Zone jog south slightly, so right-of-way acquisition will likely be required to push the
curb further north to maintain a consistent section and to add bike lanes. Bike routes should be
upgraded to bike lanes as part of any Montague widening project.

e Policy 3.29: A Class lll bicycle route shall be created on the internal roadways (from the Milpitas
Boulevard Extension/Capitol Avenue intersection to Tarob Court) to provide a continuous bicycle
connection between Milpitas Boulevard and the existing bicycle lanes on Lundy Street, as
indicated on Figure 3-5 [of the Specific Plan].

e Policy 3.32: Coordinate with VTA to provide sufficient amenities (such as transit shelters) at all
transit stops within the Transit Area.

e Policy 6.32: The City shall establish and assess a transportation impact fee program, known as
the Regional Trdffic Fee, to contribute toward traffic improvements to be undertaken in whole or
in part by the County of Santa Clara or City of San Jose. This fee will go toward the East/West
Corridor Study, Montague Expressway Widening project, and Calaveras Boulevard (SR 237)
Overpass Widening project, as well as other local and regional improvements.

e Policy 6.33: The City shall establish and assess a transportation impact fee program to provide
improvements to mitigate future traffic operations on the roadway segments within the City of
Milpitas. All projects within the Transit Area Plan will be required to pay this fee.

e Policy 6.34: The new traffic impact fee program should include fair-share payments toward the
following improvement: At the West Calaveras Boulevard/I-880 northbound ramps, convert the
northbound center left turn lane to a shared left-turn/right-turn lane. The City of Milpitas will
coordinate with Caltrans to implement this improvement.
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e Policy 6.35: The new traffic impact fee program should include fair-share payments toward the
following improvement: At the intersection of Tasman Drive/McCarthy Boulevard, the
southbound (McCarthy Boulevard) shared through/right-turn lane will be converted to an
exclusive right-turn lane with overlap signal phasing. The southbound right-turn will have a
green arrow and enter the intersection at the same time as the eastbound left-turn movement.
Eastbound left-turns will be prohibited. The City of Milpitas will implement this improvement.

e Policy 6.36: The new traffic impact fee program should include fair-share payments toward the
following improvement: Coordinate the traffic signals at the Tasman Drive / I-880 southbound
ramps and the Great Mall Parkway/I-880 northbound ramps with one another as well as
adjacent intersections, particularly Tasman Drive/Alder Drive, in order to improve operations in
the Great Mall Parkway/Tasman Drive corridor north of the Transit Area. The City of Milpitas will
coordinate with Caltrans to implement this improvement.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the transportation impacts of the proposed project. The
proposed project would be required to comply with TASP policies related to transportation including
traffic impact fees and City of Milpitas 2008 CFD (TASP Area) tax rates. Therefore, the proposed
project would not create any new impacts related to transportation and additional mitigation is not
required.
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18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

Would the project:

a. 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:

i. 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 D D I:l |Z|
5020.1(k)? Or

ii. Aresource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? In applying
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public D D I:l |Z|
Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe.

Discussion

The only site within the TASP Area that the TASP FEIR identified as potentially eligible for the
California Register of Historic Resources is the Great Mall, which is not located within the project
site. General Plan Policy 4.f-G-1 would reduce any potential impact to historical and cultural
resources to a less-than-significant level. As previously discussed in Section 5, Cultural Resources of
this checklist, the TASP FEIR determined that impacts to cultural and historic resources would be
reduced to less-than-significant levels with implementation of Policy 5.34 to reduce potential
impacts to previously unidentified archeological resources to a less-than-significant level through
construction monitoring, and if remains are found, temporary halting of construction until
development of a mitigation plan and its implementation. This finding applies to tribal cultural
resources. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any new or more severe impacts to
tribal cultural resources than were identified in the TASP FEIR.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.
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Applicable Policies

General Plan Policies

e Policy 4.f-G-1: Preserve existing historical and cultural resources, especially those site where an
Historical Park may prove feasible.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential tribal cultural resources impacts for the proposed
project. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional mitigation is not
required.

19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

Would the project:
a. Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or D D D IZ'
relocation of which could cause significant environmental
effects?
b. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
and reasonably foreseeable future development during ] ] ] X
normal, dry and multiple dry years?
c. Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has |:| |:| I:l |Z|
adequate capacity to serve 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 infrastructure, or otherwise |:| |:| |:| |Z|
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
e. Comply with federal, state, and local management and |:| |:| I:l |Z|

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Discussion
Wastewater Treatment Requirements

As the TASP FEIR describes, the City’s Main Pump Station has a wet weather capacity between 42
and 45 million gallons per day (mgd) and the City does not expect buildout of the TASP, including the
project site, to cause the City’s overall wet weather flow to exceed this capacity (TASP Impact 3.11-
3).*1 The City plans to make improvements to the Main Sewage Pump Station, not as a result of the
buildout of the TASP, but as a result of overdue maintenance and seismic deficiencies. The TASP

41 Milpitas, City of, 2008b, op. cit.
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FEIR determined that the buildout of the TASP would result in an increase in wastewater flow and
several new improvement projects to sewer pipelines would be required.

The TASP FEIR also determined buildout of the TASP would create sewer flows that when combined
with other cumulative growth and development within the City would exceed the City’s contracted
capacity at the Water Pollution Control Plant. However, because the proposed project is within the
level of development evaluated in the TASP FEIR, it would not result in any new or more severe
impacts related to wastewater capacity and infrastructure than those previously analyzed.

Stormwater Drainage Facilities

The TASP would require the development of new storm drainage infrastructure as outlined in the
2001 Storm Drain Master Plan.*> The majority of existing utilities within the boundary of the project
site, aside from those within the public utility easement, would be removed. The proposed project
would include the installation of new storm drain lines on the project site and would connect to the
existing 12-inch municipal storm drain located at the northwest corner of the project site. The
potential impacts associated with storm drainage facilities from the proposed project would not be
greater or more severe than those identified in the TASP FEIR.

Water Supply

The TASP FEIR determined that the buildout of the TASP, including the project site, would increase
water demand at buildout by 1.1 mgd. The buildout of the TASP would exceed capacity of the
existing turnout delivering water from the SCVWD system during the peak hour demand period. This
increase in demand would require improvements to the existing water infrastructure both within
the TASP Area and affected pressure zones.

TASP Policy 6.22 would ensure that less-than-significant impacts associated with water supply would
occur. The TASP FEIR concluded that this water demand will be adequately served by water supplies
from current sources in addition to offsets by the supplies available from the SCVWD, the ability to
run emergency wells, and an increased use of recycled water. The TASP provides policies which
require the use of recycled water.

The proposed project would conform to TASP policies that would reduce the impact to a less-than-
significant level and would not result in greater growth on the project site than anticipated by the
TASP FEIR. Impacts of the proposed project would not result in any greater impacts than those
identified by the TASP FEIR.

Solid Waste

Buildout of the TASP Area would result in an increase in the amount of solid waste due mainly to the
increase in residential uses. The TASP FEIR concluded that there is sufficient capacity in the existing
solid waste disposal facilities serving the TASP Area, including the project site, for at least 30 more
years. The proposed project would conform to TASP policies and would not result in any new or
more severe impacts beyond those identified in the TASP FEIR.

42 Milpitas, City of, 2001. Storm Drain Master Plan. July.
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Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Applicable Policies
TASP Policies

e Policy 6.6: Construct the improvements within the Transit Area that were identified in the 2001
Storm Drainage Master Plan, and any other improvements identified in updates to the Master
Plan.

e Policy 6.13: Provide water supply for the Specific Plan area from the Santa Clara Valley Water
District.

e Policy 6.16: Reduce water consumption through a program of water conservation measures,
such as use of recycled water, water-saving features, and drought-tolerant landscaping.

e Policy 6.17: The City of Milpitas will require that water saving devices, as required by the
California Plumbing Code, be installed in all residential, commercial, industrial and institutional
facilities within the Transit Area. Such devices are capable of reducing the amount of water used
indoors, resulting in substantial wastewater flow reductions.

e Policy 6.19: Per the Midtown Specific Plan, require new development to include recycled water
lines for irrigation.

e Policy 6.20: The City of Milpitas will require that recycled water be used to irrigate all parks,
plazas, community facilities, linear parks, landscaped front yards and buffer zones. Recycled
water may also be used for landscape irrigation on vegetated setbacks and private common
areas. The City shall also require, where reasonable and feasible, that commercial uses, schools
and non-residential mixed use developments be provided with dual plumbing to enable indoor
recycled water use for non-potable uses to the extent feasible.

e Policy 6.21: Require existing irrigation users to convert to recycled water when it becomes
available.

e Policy 6.23: All new development shall participate to the maximum extent practical in solid waste
source reduction and diversion programs.
Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential utilities impacts for the proposed project.
Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant and additional mitigation is not required.
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20. WILDFIRE
New
Potentially
Significant New Mitigation Reduced No New
Impact Required Impact Impact

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified

as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project:

a. Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or |:| |:| I:l |Z|

emergency evacuation plan?

b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to I:l I:l I:l |Z|
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?

c. Require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate |:| |:| |:| |Z|
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 |:| |:| |:| |Z|
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

Discussion

Since certification of the TASP FEIR, Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines has been revised to include
a separate section for Wildfire. Effective December 28, 2018, CEQA requires the evaluation of
wildfire hazards, among other changes. Because the TASP FEIR was certified prior to December 28,
2018, a separate evaluation of wildfire impacts was not included.

However, the Hazards and Hazardous Materials section of the TASP FEIR did determine that there
were no Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones within the TASP Area. In addition, the project site is
not located in or near any State responsibility areas. Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in any new impacts related to wildfire hazards.

Applicable Mitigation

No substantial changes in environmental circumstances have occurred for this topic, nor revisions to
the project, nor new information that could not have been known at the time the TASP FEIR was
certified leading to new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Conclusion

The TASP FEIR adequately evaluated the potential impacts related to hazards (and by extension,
wildfire) of the proposed project and no new impacts would result.
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

1.0 Project Characteristics

Page 1 of 36

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

2001 Tarob Court
Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
Apartments Mid Rise . 40.00 . Dwelling Unit ! 0.77 ! 40,000.00 114
------------------------------ L R e R e R R T T
Unenclosed Parking with Elevator . 60.00 . Space ! 0.00 ' 24,000.00 0
------------------------------ L e e e e e
Parking Lot . 14.00 . Space ! 0.10 ! 5,600.00 0
"""""" Citypark oz T oY Acre v 0.44 ; 19,166.40 T o T
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 64
Climate Zone 4 Operational Year 2021
Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company
CO2 Intensity 328.8 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006

(Ib/MWhr)

(Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

(Ib/MWhr)
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 2 of 36 Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on 5-year average, PG&E, 2015

Land Use - The project would include 40 residential units, a parking garage with 60 spaces, an additional 14 onstreet parking spaces, and 0.44 acres of open
space/landscaped areas.

Construction Phase - Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to occur over approximately 16 months, starting in April 2020 and ending in August
2021.

Grading - approximately 1,410 cubic yards of soils would be excavated and exported

Demolition - The project would demolish the existing 16,463-square-foot office/light-industrial building

Vehicle Trips - Based on ITE Trip Generation Rates for land use code 220 and 9% transit trip rediction per VTA's Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines
Water Mitigation -

Energy Mitigation -

Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Area Mitigation -

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tbIConstructionPhase . NumbDays . 10.00 20.00
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 200.00 :25000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 4.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 10.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 2.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 3/15/2021 : T eeor T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 211512021 : T Tenazozr T
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 5/11/2020 : T Teizeizozo T
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 3/1/2021 : N Y
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 5/5/2020 : T Uagozo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 3/2/2021 : T 2oz T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 5/12/2020 : T Teizazozo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 5/6/2020 : T enoo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 2/16/2021 P imameat T
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 3 of 36 Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

tbiGrading AcresOfGrading

0.54

0.13

641.35

6.39 I""""""6TO-5 ------------

22.75

5.86

16.74

6.65

1.89 ' 0.00

+
----------------------------- g

tbIVehicleTrips . WD_TR

2.0 Emissions Summary
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

2.1 Overall Construction

Unmitigated Construction

Page 4 of 36

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2020 E: 0.2031 ! 1.6725 ! 1.2903 ! 2.6200e- ! 0.1430 ! 0.0807 ! 0.2236 ! 0.0648 ! 0.0768 ! 0.1416 0.0000 ' 225.6204 ! 225.6204 ! 0.0391 ! 0.0000 ' 226.5973
L1} L} 1 L} 003 ] 1 ] ] 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e E : ————— - m e e
2021 - 0.4146 ! 0.9628 ! 0.9420 ! 1.8600e- ! 0.0288 ! 0.0451 ! 0.0739 ! 7.7800e- ! 0.0434 ! 0.0512 0.0000 ! 158.1868 ! 158.1868 ! 0.0241 ! 0.0000 ! 158.7881
u ' ' v 003, ' ' v 003 ' ' ' ' ' '
- 1
Maximum 0.4146 1.6725 1.2903 2.6200e- 0.1430 0.0807 0.2236 0.0648 0.0768 0.1416 0.0000 225.6204 | 225.6204 0.0391 0.0000 226.5973
003
Mitigated Construction
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tonsl/yr MT/yr
2020 E: 0.2031 ' 1.6725 ! 1.2903 ' 2.6200e- ' 0.1430 ! 00807 @ 02236 ' 0.0648 ' 0.0768 ' 0.1416 0.0000 2256202 ! 225.6202 ' 0.0391 ! 0.0000 ! 226.5971
- L} 1 L} 003 L} 1 L} 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e : ————— - m e
2021 = 04146 ' 09628 ! 09420 ! 1.8600e- ' 0.0288 ! 0.0451 ' 0.0739 ' 7.7800e- i1 0.0434 1 0.0512 0.0000 : 158.1867 ! 158.1867 ' 0.0241 : 0.0000 ! 158.7880
- ' ' . 003 ' ' i 003 ' : ' ' ' '
Maximum 0.4146 1.6725 1.2903 2.6200e- 0.1430 0.0807 0.2236 0.0648 0.0768 0.1416 0.0000 | 225.6202 | 225.6202 | 0.0391 0.0000 | 226.5971
003
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

Page 5 of 36

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)
1 4-6-2020 7-5-2020 0.6488 0.6488
2 7-6-2020 10-5-2020 0.6081 0.6081
3 10-6-2020 1-5-2021 0.6070 0.6070
4 1-6-2021 4-5-2021 0.5470 0.5470
5 4-6-2021 7-5-2021 0.4737 0.4737
6 7-6-2021 9-30-2021 0.2962 0.2962
Highest 0.6488 0.6488
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area = 02885 1 55700e- 1 0.4254 1+ 2.7000e- + '+ 0.0198  0.0198 '+ 0.0198  0.0198 1.8236 + 1.2355 1+ 3.0591 1 3.4000e- * 1.2000e- * 3.1799
o \ o003 \ o004 . ' : : ' : : : . 003 , 004
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : ———k s e jmm——— g - fm—————— e = e
Energy = 1.8600e- + 0.0159 ' 6.7800e- * 1.0000e- * 1 1.2900e- ' 1.2900e- 1 1.2900e- *+ 1.2900e- 0.0000 + 50.3060 * 50.3060 * 3.1600e- * 9.2000e- * 50.6591
- 003 \ 003 . 004 o, \ 003 . 003 ., , 003 , 003 : ' , 003 , 004
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - ———————n : m——k e e ————eg - fm—— e = m e
Mobile = 0.0646 1+ 0.3124 1+ 0.7294 1 2.4800e- * 0.2080 '+ 2.3100e- * 0.2103 + 0.0558 ' 2.1600e- * 0.0580 0.0000 » 227.1256 ' 227.1256 * 8.6500e- * 0.0000 ' 227.3418
L1} L} 1 L} 003 L} 1 003 L} L} 1 003 L} L] 1 L} 003 L} L}
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : m——k e e ——— g - fm——————p = s e
Waste - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 3.7432 ! 0.0000 ! 3.7432 ! 0.2212 ! 0.0000 ! 9.2735
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : - R e - fm——————p e
Water - ' ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.8268 + 3.2345 1 40613 + 0.0852  2.0600e- * 6.8066
L1} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 L} L}
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} 003 L}
- 1
Total 0.3550 0.3339 1.1616 2.8500e- 0.2080 0.0234 0.2314 0.0558 0.0233 0.0791 6.3936 281.9016 | 288.2951 0.3216 3.1000e- | 297.2609
003 003
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

2.2 Overall Operational

Mitigated Operational

Page 6 of 36

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area = 01962 + 3.4400e- 1 0.2983 1+ 2.0000e- + v 1.6400e- + 1.6400e- 1 v 1.6400e- + 1.6400e- 0.0000 + 0.4865 ' 0.4865 1 4.7000e- * 0.0000 ' 0.4983
o . 003 V005 . 1 003 , o003 \ 003 . 003 . ' Vo004 . .
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———k e jmm————eg - fm——————— e = m e
Energy = 1.8600e- + 0.0159 1 6.7800e- * 1.0000e- 1 1.2900e- + 1.2900e- 1 1 1.2900e- *+ 1.2900e- 0.0000 +* 50.2800 * 50.2800 * 3.1600e- * 9.2000e- * 50.6329
- 003 ., \ 003 . 004 ., \ 003 . 003 ., , 003 ., 003 : : , 003 . 004
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - ———————n : ke e e ————mg - fm—————— e = m e
Mobile = (0.0514 + 0.2139 + 0.4253 1 1.1500e- * 0.0881 1+ 1.1400e- * 0.0892 + 0.0236 ' 1.0600e- * 0.0247 0.0000 + 105.6893 ' 105.6893 * 5.1700e- * 0.0000 '+ 105.8186
L1} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 L} L} L}
" ' ' v 003, v 003, ' v 003, ' ' 003, '
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : m——k e e ——— g - fm——————p = s e
Waste " ' ! ' ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 3.7432 ' 0.0000 ! 3.7432 ' 0.2212 ' 0.0000 @ 9.2735
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : m——k e e jmm——— g - m——————p s e
Water - ' ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 - '+ 0.0000 + 0.0000 0.6615 1+ 2.7023 1+ 3.3638 * 0.0682 ' 1.6500e- * 5.5609
L1} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 L} L}
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} 003 L}
- 1
Total 0.2495 0.2333 0.7304 1.2700e- 0.0881 4.0700e- 0.0922 0.0236 3.9900e- 0.0276 4.4046 159.1581 | 163.5627 0.2982 2.5700e- | 171.7843
003 003 003 003
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 29.72 30.13 37.12 55.44 57.66 82.61 60.18 57.66 82.85 65.06 31.11 43.54 43.27 7.29 17.10 42.21
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 7 of 36 Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :4/6/2020 15/1/2020 ! 5! 20!
5T iSiepreparaton " iSte preparation | 151212020 ;B/'z'sa?z'o'z'o""'";"""'%’E""""'""z'ai' I
3T NGrang T  Gading T T a0z ;872%72'0'26""'";"""'%’E""""'""z'ai' I
4777 IBlilding Construction | *Building Construction 162912020 ;871'172'0'2'1""'";"""'%’E"""""'z'é'ai' I
5T MRaving T T eaing T T o 277972'521'“"'"E““"“5*;“"““""'2'5;' I
6 F Architectural Coating FArohitectural Coating 71272001 58/6/2021 I 5I 20;, """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 1.22
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 1.22
Acres of Paving: 0.1

Residential Indoor: 81,000; Residential Outdoor: 27,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 1,776
(Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Architectural Coating *Air Compressors ! 1 6.00: 78, 0.48
Paving 7 Cement and Mortar Mixers T 6.00! g 0.56
pemolion Concrete/indusirial Saws T 5.001 BT 0.73
Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5.001 Ba T 0.74
Building Construction Soranes | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 6.00! S5n T 0.29
Building Construction Sordine T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT ""'1 """""" 6.00 sgi """""" 0.20
Site Preparation fGraders T T 5.001 T3 A 0.41
Paving 7 Spavers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 6.00! 1500 T 0.42
Paving 7 fRollers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTI T 7,001 Bor T 0.38
Demolition *Rubber Tired Dozers T ""'1 """""" 8.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 6.00! Sa7y T 0.40
Building Construction FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 6.00! g7 T 0.37
pemoliion FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes e 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 7,001 g7 T 0.37
Paving 7 FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Site Preparation FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading fGraders T T 6.00! T3 A 0.41
Paving SPaving Couipment T ""'1 """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36
Site Preparation -'RLLBéF Tired Dozers ""'1 """""" 7.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Bu |Id|ngConstructlon ------------- :Welders I 3! 8.00 I 46 I ----------- 0 45

Trips and VMT
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Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition . 5: 13.00! 0.00 75.00! 10.80: 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T L T T LT T Ty Ty
Site Preparation . 3:r 8.00! 0.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30} 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT Ty - s LT T L T T LT T Ty Ty
Grading . 3:r 8.00! 0.00 176.00: 10.SOE 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : R T T Ty I- T I I
Building Construction * 7:r 49.00! 12.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30} 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T L T T LT T Ty Ty
Paving . 5:r 13.00! 0.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
________________ = 1 [l l 4+ [l 1 1 R
Architectural Coating = 1 10.00: 0.00: 0.00: 10.80* 7.30: 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust . ' ' ' v 8.1000e- * 0.0000 ' 8.1000e- * 1.2300e- * 0.0000 * 1.2300e- 0.0000 + 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
- : : : . 003 i 003 , 003 . 003 : : : : '
S eeeeeeepm——————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : s : ———————n : b
Off-Road = 0.0213 '+ 0.2095 + 0.1466 ' 2.4000e- * v 00115 ' 0.0115 ' 0.0108 + 0.0108 0.0000 + 21.0677 ' 21.0677 ' 5.4200e- + 0.0000 ' 21.2031
- : : \o004 : : : : : . : i 003 .
Total 0.0213 0.2095 0.1466 | 2.4000e- | 8.1000e- | 0.0115 0.0196 | 1.2300e- | 0.0108 0.0120 0.0000 21.0677 | 21.0677 | 5.4200e- | 0.0000 21.2031
004 003 003 003
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3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

Page 10 of 36

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx CO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 3.1000e- ' 0.0110 1+ 2.2000e- + 3.0000e- + 6.3000e- + 4.0000e- ' 6.7000e- 1 1.7000e- + 3.0000e- + 2.1000e- # 0.0000 + 2.8739 + 2.8739 + 1.5000e- ' 0.0000 ' 2.8776
o004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 004 .
L 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] L]
Vendor 'E 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : . : - - —— : ———meeaaa] - —— :
Worker 4.3000e- 1 3.1000e- + 3.1900e- + 1.0000e- + 1.0300e- + 1.0000e- ' 1.0300e- '+ 2.7000e- + 1.0000e- + 2.8000e- & 0.0000 + 0.9000 + 0.9000 ' 2.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.9005
w 004 , o004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 7.4000e- | 0.0113 | 5.3900e- | 4.0000e- | 1.6600e- | 5.0000e- | 1.7000e- | 4.4000e- | 4.0000e- | 4.9000e- | 0.0000 3.7739 3.7739 | 1.7000e- | 0.0000 3.7781
004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust ' ' ' ' 8.1000e- * 0.0000 ! 8.1000e- ' 1.2300e- ! 0.0000 ' 1.2300e- § 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
1 1] 1 [ 003 1] 1 003 [ 003 1 1] 003 L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : - ——————q : ——— e eeaan] - :
Off-Road ' 02095 1 0.1466 1 2.4000e- * v 00115 1 0.0115 ' 0.0108 * 0.0108 0.0000 * 21.0676 ' 21.0676 ' 5.4200e- + 0.0000 + 21.2030
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 003 1] 1]
Total 0.0213 0.2095 0.1466 | 2.4000e- | 8.1000e- | 0.0115 0.0196 | 1.2300e- | 0.0108 0.0120 0.0000 | 21.0676 | 21.0676 | 5.4200e- | 0.0000 | 21.2030
004 003 003 003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 3.1000e- ' 0.0110 1+ 2.2000e- + 3.0000e- + 6.3000e- + 4.0000e- ' 6.7000e- 1 1.7000e- + 3.0000e- + 2.1000e- # 0.0000 + 2.8739 + 2.8739 + 1.5000e- ' 0.0000 ' 2.8776
o004 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 . 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 004 :
L 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] L]
Vendor 'E 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : i ——————y : ey i ——————— : ———— e ey : T
Worker 4.3000e- 1 3.1000e- 1 3.1900e- + 1.0000e- + 1.0300e- + 1.0000e- 1 1.0300e- 1 2.7000e- + 1.0000e- + 2.8000e- & 0.0000 *+ 0.9000 + 0.9000 @ 2.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 0.9005
w 004 , o004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 7.4000e- | 0.0113 | 5.3900e- | 4.0000e- | 1.6600e- | 5.0000e- | 1.7000e- | 4.4000e- | 4.0000e- | 4.9000e- | 0.0000 3.7739 3.7739 | 1.7000e- | 0.0000 3.7781
004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
3.3 Site Preparation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust ' ' ' ' 00533 ' 00000 ! 00533 ' 00290 ! 00000 ! 0.0290 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : iy f———————— : ——— e a f———————n : Fm=---
Off-Road ' 01835 1+ 0.0771 ' 1.7000e- * ' 8.2100e- 1 8.2100e- * ' 7.5500e- + 7.5500e- 4 0.0000 + 15.1265 ' 151265 1 4.8900e- *+ 0.0000 + 15.2488
. : V004 , 003 ; 003 , v 003 I 003 . : v 003 . :
Total 0.0163 0.1835 0.0771 | 1.7000e- | 0.0533 | 8.2100e- | 0.0616 0.0290 | 7.5500e- | 0.0366 0.0000 | 15.1265 | 15.1265 | 4.8900e- | 0.0000 | 15.2488
004 003 003 003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - rmmm
Worker 2.7000e- * 1.9000e- * 1.9600e- * 1.0000e- * 6.3000e- * 0.0000 * 6.4000e- * 1.7000e- * 0.0000 * 1.7000e- 0.0000 +* 0.5538 + 0.5538 '+ 1.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.5542
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 i 004 , 004 \ 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 2.7000e- | 1.9000e- | 1.9600e- | 1.0000e- | 6.3000e- 0.0000 6.4000e- | 1.7000e- 0.0000 1.7000e- 0.0000 0.5538 0.5538 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.5542
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.0533 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0533 ! 0.0290 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0290 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - R L
Off-Road ' 0.1835 + 0.0771 1 1.7000e- ' 8.2100e- ' 8.2100e- 1 7.5500e- *+ 7.5500e- 0.0000 + 15.1265 * 15.1265 ' 4.8900e- * 0.0000 '+ 15.2488
: . \ 004 {003 ; 003 v 003 . 003 . . \ 003 :
Total 0.0163 0.1835 0.0771 1.7000e- 0.0533 8.2100e- 0.0616 0.0290 7.5500e- 0.0366 0.0000 15.1265 15.1265 4.8900e- 0.0000 15.2488
004 003 003 003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - rmmm
Worker 2.7000e- * 1.9000e- * 1.9600e- * 1.0000e- * 6.3000e- * 0.0000 * 6.4000e- * 1.7000e- * 0.0000 * 1.7000e- 0.0000 +* 0.5538 + 0.5538 '+ 1.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.5542
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 i 004 , 004 \ 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 2.7000e- | 1.9000e- | 1.9600e- | 1.0000e- | 6.3000e- 0.0000 6.4000e- | 1.7000e- 0.0000 1.7000e- 0.0000 0.5538 0.5538 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.5542
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
3.4 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.0459 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0459 ! 0.0249 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0249 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————— ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - R L
Off-Road ' 0.1509 + 0.0645 1 1.4000e- ' 6.8400e- ' 6.8400e- ' ' 6.3000e- * 6.3000e- 0.0000 + 12.3896 ' 12.3896 ' 4.0100e- * 0.0000 + 12.4898
: . \ 004 {003 ; 003 y 003 . 003 . : \ 003 :
Total 0.0135 0.1509 0.0645 1.4000e- 0.0459 6.8400e- 0.0527 0.0249 6.3000e- 0.0312 0.0000 12.3896 12.3896 | 4.0100e- 0.0000 12.4898
004 003 003 003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx CO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 7.3000e- ' 0.0257 1 5.1700e- + 7.0000e- + 1.4900e- + 8.0000e- ' 1.5700e- 1 4.1000e- + 8.0000e- + 4.9000e- # 0.0000 + 6.7441 + 6.7441 1+ 3.5000e- + 0.0000 ' 6.7528
o004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 004 .
L 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] L]
Vendor 'E 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————g ] ———————g ———————g - ———mm ———————g ] remmmm-
Worker 2.7000e- 1 1.9000e- + 1.9600e- + 1.0000e- * 6.3000e- + 0.0000 & 6.4000e- + 1.7000e- + 0.0000 + 1.7000e- % 0.0000 + 0.5538 + 0.5538 1 1.0000e- + 0.0000 * 0.5542
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 \ 004 , 004 \ 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 1.0000e- | 0.0259 | 7.1300e- | 8.0000e- | 2.1200e- | 8.0000e- | 2.2100e- | 5.8000e- | 8.0000e- | 6.6000e- | 0.0000 7.2979 7.2979 | 3.6000e- | 0.0000 7.3069
003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM25 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| cH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust ' ' ' ' 00459 ' 00000 ! 00459 ' 00249 ! 00000 ! 0.0249 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————g ] ———————g ———————g - ——— e ———————g ] Fmm e
Off-Road ' 01509  0.0645 1 1.4000e- * ' 6.8400e- 1 6.8400e- * ' 6.3000e- ' 6.3000e- # 0.0000 + 12.3896 ' 12.3896 ' 4.0100e- *+ 0.0000 + 12.4898
. : v 004 , 003 ; 003 , v 003 I 003 . : v 003 . :
Total 0.0135 0.1509 0.0645 | 1.4000e- | 0.0459 | 6.8400e- | 0.0527 0.0249 | 6.3000e- | 0.0312 0.0000 | 12.3896 | 12.3896 | 4.0100e- | 0.0000 | 12.4898
004 003 003 003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 7.3000e- ' 0.0257 1 5.1700e- + 7.0000e- + 1.4900e- + 8.0000e- ' 1.5700e- 1 4.1000e- + 8.0000e- + 4.9000e- # 0.0000 + 6.7441 + 6.7441 1+ 3.5000e- + 0.0000 ' 6.7528
o004 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 . 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 004 :
L 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] L]
Vendor 'E 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ey : ey i ——————y : ———— e oy : T
Worker 2.7000e- 1 1.9000e- + 1.9600e- + 1.0000e- * 6.3000e- + 0.0000 & 6.4000e- + 1.7000e- + 0.0000 + 1.7000e- % 0.0000 + 0.5538 + 0.5538 1 1.0000e- + 0.0000 * 0.5542
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 \ 004 , 004 \ 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 1.0000e- | 0.0259 | 7.1300e- | 8.0000e- | 2.1200e- | 8.0000e- | 2.2100e- | 5.8000e- | 8.0000e- | 6.6000e- | 0.0000 7.2979 7.2979 | 3.6000e- | 0.0000 7.3069
003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 01360 ! 09908 ' 0.8836 ! 1.4800e- ! ' 00533 ! 00533 ! ' 00515 ' 00515 0.0000 : 1216332 1 1216332 ! 0.0226 ' 0.0000 ! 122.1977
L1} 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1360 0.9908 0.8836 | 1.4800e- 0.0533 0.0533 0.0515 0.0515 0.0000 | 121.6332 | 121.6332 | 0.0226 0.0000 | 122.1977
003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- n———————n ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— ey ———————n - r -
Vendor = 31100e- * 0.0928 '+ 0.0233 1 2.2000e- * 5.2700e- * 4.5000e- * 5.7200e- * 1.5200e- * 4.3000e- * 1.9600e- 0.0000 +* 21.0503 + 21.0503 * 1.0900e- * 0.0000 * 21.0774
o003 : \ 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 003 . .
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - R
Worker ' 7.7900e- + 0.0806 * 2.5000e- * 0.0259 1 1.7000e- * 0.0261 + 6.9000e- * 1.6000e- * 7.0600e- 0.0000 1 22.7276 v 22.7276 v 5.5000e- * 0.0000 + 22.7413
\ 003 . V004 . Vo004 » 003 , 004 . 003 . : V004 . .
Total 0.0140 0.1006 0.1040 4.7000e- 0.0312 6.2000e- 0.0318 8.4200e- | 5.9000e- 9.0200e- 0.0000 43.7779 43.7779 1.6400e- 0.0000 43.8188
004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.1360 ' 0.9908 +* 0.8836 ' 1.4800e- ! ! 0.0533 ' 0.0533 ! ' 0.0515 ! 0.0515 0.0000 ! 121.6331 ! 121.6331 ! 0.0226 ! 0.0000 ! 122.1976
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1360 0.9908 0.8836 1.4800e- 0.0533 0.0533 0.0515 0.0515 0.0000 121.6331 | 121.6331 0.0226 0.0000 122.1976
003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- n———————n ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— ey ———————n - r -
Vendor = 31100e- * 0.0928 '+ 0.0233 1 2.2000e- * 5.2700e- * 4.5000e- * 5.7200e- * 1.5200e- * 4.3000e- * 1.9600e- 0.0000 +* 21.0503 + 21.0503 * 1.0900e- * 0.0000 * 21.0774
o003 : \ 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 003 . .
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - R
Worker ' 7.7900e- + 0.0806 * 2.5000e- * 0.0259 1 1.7000e- * 0.0261 + 6.9000e- * 1.6000e- * 7.0600e- 0.0000 1 22.7276 v 22.7276 v 5.5000e- * 0.0000 + 22.7413
\ 003 . V004 . Vo004 » 003 , 004 . 003 . : V004 . .
Total 0.0140 0.1006 0.1040 4.7000e- 0.0312 6.2000e- 0.0318 8.4200e- | 5.9000e- 9.0200e- 0.0000 43.7779 43.7779 1.6400e- 0.0000 43.8188
004 004 003 004 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.1051 * 0.7909 + 0.7482 ' 1.2800e- ! ! 0.0397 ' 0.0397 ! ' 0.0383 ! 0.0383 0.0000 ! 105.2976 ! 105.2976 ! 0.0188 ! 0.0000 ! 105.7676
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1051 0.7909 0.7482 1.2800e- 0.0397 0.0397 0.0383 0.0383 0.0000 105.2976 | 105.2976 0.0188 0.0000 105.7676
003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- n———————n ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— ey ———————n - R Ll
Vendor = 22100e- + 0.0727 1+ 0.0182 1 1.9000e- * 4.5600e- * 1.6000e- * 4.7200e- * 1.3200e- * 1.5000e- * 1.4700e- 0.0000 +* 18.0503 '+ 18.0503 * 8.9000e- * 0.0000 + 18.0725
o003 . i 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 .
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - R L
Worker 8.7200e- * 6.0200e- * 0.0637 ' 2.1000e- * 0.0225  1.5000e- * 0.0226 ' 5.9700e- * 1.4000e- * 6.1100e- 0.0000 + 18.9843 + 18.9843 ' 4.3000e- * 0.0000 + 18.9949
. 003 , 003 \ 004 \004 . 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 0.0109 0.0787 0.0819 4.0000e- 0.0270 3.1000e- 0.0273 7.2900e- | 2.9000e- 7.5800e- 0.0000 37.0346 37.0346 1.3200e- 0.0000 37.0674
004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.1051 * 0.7909 + 0.7482 ' 1.2800e- ! ! 0.0397 ' 0.0397 ! ' 0.0383 ! 0.0383 0.0000 ! 105.2975 ! 105.2975 ! 0.0188 ! 0.0000 ! 105.7675
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1051 0.7909 0.7482 1.2800e- 0.0397 0.0397 0.0383 0.0383 0.0000 105.2975 | 105.2975 0.0188 0.0000 105.7675
003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
R LT Ty S— : - : - - : e H R —— : LT
Vendor = 22100e- * 0.0727 + 0.0182 1 1.9000e- '+ 4.5600e- + 1.6000e- ' 4.7200e- + 1.3200e- 1 1.5000e- + 1.4700e- % 0.0000 + 18.0503 ' 18.0503 ' 8.9000e- + 0.0000 * 18.0725
o003 . , 004 . 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 .
---------------- : - : - R — : ———meeaaa] R — :
Worker 8.7200e- + 6.0200e- + 0.0637 1 2.1000e- * 0.0225 1+ 1.5000e- + 0.0226 + 5.9700e- ' 1.4000e- + 6.1100e- & 0.0000 + 18.9843 + 18.9843 1 4.3000e- ' 0.0000 ' 18.9949
w 003 , 003 , \ 004 v 004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 0.0109 0.0787 0.0819 | 4.0000e- | 0.0270 | 3.1000e- | 0.0273 | 7.2900e- | 2.9000e- | 7.5800e- | 0.0000 | 37.0346 | 37.0346 | 1.3200e- | 0.0000 | 37.0674
004 004 003 004 003 003
3.6 Paving - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 7.7400e- ' 00774 ' 00886 ! 1.4000e- ! ' 4.1500e- 1 4.1500e- ! ! 3.8300e- ' 3.8300e- § 0.0000 : 117650 ' 11.7650 ! 3.7300e- ' 0.0000 ! 11.8582
o003 : \ o004 , 003 , 003 ., , 003 , 003 . : \ 003 :
---------------- : ——————q : R —— ——————q : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
Paving 1.3000e- ! ' ! ' '+ 0.0000 ' 0.0000 1 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
o004 : . : : . : . : . : . : :
Total 7.8700e- | 0.0774 0.0886 | 1.4000e- 4.1500e- | 4.1500e- 3.8300e- | 3.8300e- | 0.0000 | 11.7650 | 11.7650 | 3.7300e- | 0.0000 | 11.8582
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————— - rm=m
Worker 4.0000e- * 2.8000e- * 2.9200e- * 1.0000e- * 1.0300e- * 1.0000e- * 1.0300e- * 2.7000e- * 1.0000e- * 2.8000e- 0.0000 +* 0.8684 + 0.8684 1 2.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 0.8689
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 4.0000e- | 2.8000e- | 2.9200e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0300e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0300e- | 2.7000e- | 1.0000e- 2.8000e- 0.0000 0.8684 0.8684 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.8689
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 7.7400e- ! 0.0774 + 0.0886 ! 1.4000e- v 4,1500e- ! 4.1500e- ! 3.8300e- * 3.8300e- 0.0000 + 11.7650 * 11.7650 ! 3.7300e- * 0.0000 +* 11.8582
o003 . \ 004 {003 , 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 003 ., .
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving 1.3000e- ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000
o004 . ' : : ' : ' : . : ' : :
Total 7.8700e- 0.0774 0.0886 1.4000e- 4.1500e- | 4.1500e- 3.8300e- 3.8300e- 0.0000 11.7650 11.7650 3.7300e- 0.0000 11.8582
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} 1]
L LT Ty S——— : - : R —— R —— : ———eieeaan H R —— : Femmaaan
Vendor ® 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} 1]
---------------- : R —— : - - —— : ———meeaaa] - :
Worker 4.0000e- 1 2.8000e- + 2.9200e- + 1.0000e- + 1.0300e- + 1.0000e- ' 1.0300e- 1+ 2.7000e- + 1.0000e- + 2.8000e- & 0.0000 + 0.8684 + 0.8684 '+ 2.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.8689
w 004 , o004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 4.0000e- | 2.8000e- | 2.9200e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0300e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0300e- | 2.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.8000e- | 0.0000 0.8684 0.8684 | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8689
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 0.2878 ! ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . ——————q : ———m e eaan] - :
Off-Road 2.1900e- * 0.0153 + 0.0182 ' 3.0000e- ° ' 9.4000e- 1 9.4000e- 1 1 9.4000e- ' 9.4000e- # 0.0000 + 2.5533 + 25533 1 1.8000e- ' 0.0000 ' 2.5576
%003 : \ 005 , 004 , 004 \ 004 , 004 . . \ o004 ,
Total 0.2899 0.0153 0.0182 | 3.0000e- 9.4000e- | 9.4000e- 9.4000e- | 9.4000e- | 0.0000 2.5533 2.5533 | 1.8000e- | 0.0000 2.5576
005 004 004 004 004 004
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - rmmmma
Worker 3.1000e- * 2.1000e- * 2.2400e- * 1.0000e- * 7.9000e- * 1.0000e- * 8.0000e- * 2.1000e- * 0.0000 * 2.1000e- 0.0000 * 0.6680 +* 0.6680 * 1.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 0.6684
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 \ 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 3.1000e- | 2.1000e- | 2.2400e- | 1.0000e- | 7.9000e- | 1.0000e- | 8.0000e- | 2.1000e- 0.0000 2.1000e- 0.0000 0.6680 0.6680 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.6684
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 0.2878 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmn
Off-Road 2.1900e- * 0.0153 * 0.0182 ' 3.0000e- @ ' 9.4000e- ' 9.4000e- 1 9.4000e- * 9.4000e- 0.0000 + 25533 + 25533 1 1.8000e- * 0.0000 + 2.5576
o003 . \ 005 . . 004 | 004 i 004 . 004 . : \ 004 .
Total 0.2899 0.0153 0.0182 3.0000e- 9.4000e- | 9.4000e- 9.4000e- 9.4000e- 0.0000 2.5533 2.5533 1.8000e- 0.0000 2.5576
005 004 004 004 004 004
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
f e —————— ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
fe e —————— ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmmmma
Worker = 3.1000e- * 2.1000e- * 2.2400e- * 1.0000e- * 7.9000e- * 1.0000e- ' 8.0000e- * 2.1000e- * 0.0000 '+ 2.1000e- 0.0000 +* 0.6680 * 0.6680 ' 1.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 0.6684
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 \ 004 . : i 005 .
Total 3.1000e- | 2.1000e- | 2.2400e- | 1.0000e- | 7.9000e- | 1.0000e- | 8.0000e- | 2.1000e- 0.0000 2.1000e- 0.0000 0.6680 0.6680 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.6684
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 004 005

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Maobile

Increase Density

Increase Diversity

Improve Walkability Design

Improve Destination Accessibility

Increase Transit Accessibility

Improve Pedestrian Network
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Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 00514 1 02139 ' 0.4253 1 1.1500e- + 0.0881 + 1.1400e- ' 0.0892 * 0.0236 ' 1.0600e- ' 0.0247 0.0000 r 105.6893 * 105.6893 ' 5.1700e- * 0.0000 * 105.8186
- : : i 003 . 003 : i 003 : : i 003 :
----------- i At e i e it i i et i i i e i e i R R b it e e LT PR
Unmitigated = 0.0646 * 0.3124 + 0.7294  2.4800e- * 0.2080 * 2.3100e- * 0.2103 * 0.0558  2.1600e- * 0.0580 = 0.0000 ¢+ 227.1256 * 227.1256 * 8.6500e- * 0.0000 r 227.3418
- . . . 003 . . 003 . . 003 . . . . o003 . .
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Mid Rise M 242.00 ' 242.00 242.00 . 558,925 . 236,657
City Park : 0.00 ' 0.00 0.00 . .
Parking Lot M 0.00 ' 0.00 0.00 . .
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEREEEEEEEEEEEEEE Ry emmmmm e LU B eeeeeemeaasssseeeeeeea- B eiiicccecccccssssaaaaaaann
Unenclosed Parking with Elevator . 0.00 ! 0.00 0.00 . .
Total | 242.00 242.00 24200 | 558,925 | 236,657
4.3 Trip Type Information
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Mid Rise ' 10.80 : 4.80 : 5.70 + 3100 15.00 1 54.00 . 86 . 11 . 3
SeasssssEEsEEsEEEsEEEEEEe————— e m————————— Fmmmma—aaa e T T - e
City Park . 9.50 ! 7.30 ! 7.30 * 33.00 4800 19.00 . 66 . 28 . 6
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEpe--mm—m—m o m————————— Fommmmmaaan mmm e m e eeemmmmaaan e Femmmmeeeemaaaaa
Parking Lot ' 9.50 ! 7.30 ! 7.30 * 000 + 000 1 0.00 . 0 . 0 . 0
SesssassmsssEEEEEsEEEEEpememma- remmmm——a- rmmmm e b Fommmmmmaaan e Fmmmmmmeeeeaaaaaa
Unenclosed Parking with . 9.50 ! 7.30 ! 7.30 = 0.00 ' 0.00 ! 0.00 . 0 . 0 . 0

4.4 Fleet Mix
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

Land Use [ oa | s | o MDV | LHDI | LHD2 | MHD HHD | oBUS | ueUs | mcy | sBus MH
Apartments Mid Rise _ * 0575198 0.040076f 0.193827] 0.113296i 0.016988] 0.005361i 0.017552j 0.025197 0.002581j 0.002349] 0.005904{ 0.000881] 0.000789
U Ciypark T G575108: 0.040076] 0.163627] 0.113506] 0.016066] 0.005361] 0.017552] 0.025107] 0.000561] 0.000349] 0.005004] 0.000661] 0.000769)
"""" Parking Lot 7§ T6.575166, 0.040076] 0.193627| 0.113256] 0.016968] 0.005361 0.017552 0.025167| 0.002561] 0.002345] 0.005604] 0.000861] 0.000769

Unenclosed Parking with

Elevator

05751981 0.040076' 0.193827"

0.113296! 0.016988: 0.005361' 0.017552: 0.025197: 0.002581:

0.002349: 0.005904: 0.000881: 0.000789

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

Install Energy Efficient Appliances

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Electricity = ' ' ' ' + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 + 31.8387 ' 31.8387 ' 2.8100e- * 5.8000e- * 32.0820
Mitigated 1 : : : : . . . : . : . i 003 . 004 .,
meeeeee e ————— f———————— : ey f———————— : ———eeeaaan : R : e
Electricity = ' ' ' ' + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 + 31.8646 ' 31.8646 ' 2.8100e- * 5.8000e- * 32.1082
Unmitigated 1, ' . : : : : : : : . : i 003 , o004
me e e —————— i ——————y : iy f———————— : ———eeeeaaa : fm——————y : Fm----
NaturalGas = 1.8600e- 1 0.0159  6.7800e- ' 1.0000e- * ' 1.2900e- 1 1.2900e- * ' 1.2900e- * 1.2900e- # 0.0000 : 18.4414 1+ 18.4414 1 3.5000e- * 3.4000e- + 18.5510
Mitigated o2+ 003 | , 003 , 004 , , 003 ; 003 , , 003 . 003 . : , 004 ., 004 ,
----------- e R N T N T e T T S T T e LT LT T TP S
NaturalGas = 1.8600e- + 0.0159 + 6.7800e- * 1.0000e- * + 1.2900e- + 1.2900e- * + 1.2900e- * 1.2900e- = 0.0000 + 18.4414 + 18.4414 + 3.5000e- * 3.4000e- * 18.5510
Unmitigated & 003 . 003 , o004 -, , 003 . 003 . . 003 . 003 . . . v 004 i o004 .
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Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Mid + 345578 E- 1.8600e- * 0.0159 + 6.7800e- * 1.0000e- * 1 1.2900e- ' 1.2900e- 1 1.2900e- * 1.2900e- 0.0000 + 18.4414 1 18.4414  3.5000e- * 3.4000e- * 18.5510
Rise . & 003 i 003 , 004 i 003 , 003 { 003 003 . : {004 , 004
----------- (A : ———————n ———————— - ———————— : L T T ST - fm—————— e e
City Park ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ i ' ' [ ' [ ' ' [ ' [ [ ' ' [
----------- Fe-----m : ———————n ———————— - ———————— : e R L T TR - fm—————— e s
Parking Lot ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ i ' ' [ ' [ ' ' [ ' [ [ ' ' [
SRR EETTT SEPEREE PR mane- mmmae e e e nne- e T B e Tt mane- mmmae  RTTIIRE
Unenclosed ' 0 = (0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 & 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 . 0.0000 +* 0.0000 & 0.0000 § 0.0000 & 0.0000 & 0.0000
Parking with | o ! ! ' ! ' ! ! ! ! . : ' ' i i
Elevator ' - ] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - ' 1 1 1 ]
Total 1.8600e- 0.0159 6.7800e- | 1.0000e- 1.2900e- | 1.2900e- 1.2900e- 1.2900e- 0.0000 18.4414 18.4414 | 3.5000e- | 3.4000e- 18.5510
003 003 004 003 003 003 003 004 004
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Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Mid + 345578 E- 1.8600e- * 0.0159 + 6.7800e- * 1.0000e- * 1 1.2900e- ' 1.2900e- 1 1.2900e- * 1.2900e- 0.0000 + 18.4414 1 18.4414  3.5000e- * 3.4000e- * 18.5510
Rise . & 003 i 003 , 004 i 003 , 003 { 003 003 . : {004 , 004
----------- (A : ———————n ———————— - ———————— : L T T ST - fm—————— e e
City Park ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ i ' ' [ ' [ ' ' [ ' [ [ ' ' [
----------- Fe-----m : ———————n ———————— - ———————— : e R L T TR - fm—————— e s
Parking Lot ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ i ' ' [ ' [ ' ' [ ' [ [ ' ' [
SRR EETTT SEPEREE PR mane- mmmae e e e nne- e T B e Tt mane- mmmae  RTTIIRE
Unenclosed ' 0 = (0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 & 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 . 0.0000 +* 0.0000 & 0.0000 § 0.0000 & 0.0000 & 0.0000
Parking with | o ! ! ' ! ' ! ! ! ! . : ' ' i i
Elevator ' - ] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - ' 1 1 1 ]
Total 1.8600e- 0.0159 6.7800e- | 1.0000e- 1.2900e- | 1.2900e- 1.2900e- 1.2900e- 0.0000 18.4414 18.4414 | 3.5000e- | 3.4000e- 18.5510
003 003 004 003 003 003 003 004 004
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Mid + 165134 :- 24.6283 1 2.1700e- * 4.5000e- ' 24.8165
Rise . u i 003 , 004
' i [ [ [
"""""" Lol d d = === ===
City Park ' 0 :- 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000
: u : : '

' i [ [ [
"""""" Lol | d d —————— = === ===
Parking Lot + 1960 :- 0.2923 + 3.0000e- * 1.0000e- * 0.2946

: u i 005 , 005
T e T PP ommse- T S RTPITEE
Unenclosed + 46560 = 6.9440 1 6.1000e- i1 1.3000e- 1 6.9971
Parking with - ! o004 ! o004 |}
Elevator ' - 1 1 1
Total 31.8646 | 2.8100e- | 5.9000e- | 32.1082
003 004

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM
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5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Mitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Mid * 164960 :- 24.6023 1 2.1700e- * 4.5000e- ' 24.7904
Rise . u i 003 , 004
' i [ [ [
"""""" Lol d = === ===
City Park ' 0 :- 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000
: u : : '

' i [ [ [
"""""" Lol | d d —————— = === ===
Parking Lot + 1960 :- 0.2923 + 3.0000e- * 1.0000e- * 0.2946

: u i 005 , 005
T e T PP ommse- T S RTPITEE
Unenclosed + 46560 = 6.9440 1 6.1000e- i1 1.3000e- 1 6.9971
Parking with - ! o004 ! o004 |}
Elevator ' - 1 1 1
Total 31.8387 | 2.8100e- | 5.9000e- | 32.0820
003 004

6.0 Area Detail

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

No Hearths Installed
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOX co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Total cO2| CH4 N20 CcO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 0.1962 ' 3.4400e- ! 0.2983 ! 2.0000e- ! ! 1.6400e- ! 1.6400e- ! ! 1.6400e- ' 16400e- § 0.0000 '@ 04865 ' 04865 ' 4.7000e- * 0.0000 ! 0.4983
- , 003 , 005 , 003 003 ., \ 003 . 003 . ' v o004 .
----------- e T e T e T T T R R . T
Unmitigated = 0.2885 + 55700e- + 0.4254 1 2.7000e- 1 + 0.0198 + 0.0198 1 v 0.0198 + 00198 = 1.8236 + 1.2355 1+ 3.0591 1 3.4000e- * 1.2000e- *+ 3.1799
- » 003 . , 004 . . . . . . . . . . 003 , 004 -,
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tonsl/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.0288 1 ' ' 1 0.0000 ' 0.0000 1 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Coating - : . : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- H ——————q : ——————q : ——————q : L T —— : S LT
Consumer = 0.1583 1 ! ' ' ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 1 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Products : . : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- H . : ——————q : ——————q : T T —— : S LT
Hearth = 00923 + 21200e- ' 01271 + 25000e- * ' 00182 ' 00182 ! 1 00182 ' 0.0182 1.8236 * 07490 ! 25726 + 2.9300e- ! 1.2000e- ! 2.6815
- v 003 \ 004 , . . ' . . . v 003 , 004
----------- H . : ——————q : ——————q : B T T — : S T
Landscaping = 9.0800e- ' 3.4400e- ' 0.2983 ' 2.0000e- ' 1.6400e- 1 1.6400e- 1 ' 1.6400e- ' 1.6400e- # 0.0000 + 0.4865 ' 0.4865 1 4.7000e- + 0.0000 ' 0.4983
o 003 , 003 , V005 . , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . v 004 :
Total 0.2885 | 5.5600e- | 0.4254 | 2.7000e- 0.0198 0.0198 0.0198 0.0198 1.8236 1.2355 3.0591 | 3.4000e- | 1.2000e- | 3.1799
003 004 003 004
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6.2 Area by SubCategory
Mitigated
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.0288 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Coating : ' : : ' : : ' : : ' : : :
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : L T e - fm—————— ==
Consumer = (0.1583 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 - '+ 0.0000 + 0.0000 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000
Products - . . . . . : : . : . . : : .
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : e R - fm——————p ==
Hearth - 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———km e jmm——— g - fm——————p e = e
Landscaping = 9.0800e- ' 3.4400e- + 0.2983 ' 2.0000e- ' 1.6400e- ' 1.6400e- ¢ ' 1.6400e- * 1.6400e- 0.0000 +* 0.4865 ' 0.4865 ' 4.7000e- * 0.0000 * 0.4983
- 003 ; 003 , 005 . i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . ' , 004 :
- 1
Total 0.1962 3.4400e- 0.2983 2.0000e- 1.6400e- | 1.6400e- 1.6400e- 1.6400e- 0.0000 0.4865 0.4865 4.7000e- 0.0000 0.4983
003 005 003 003 003 003 004

7.0 Water Detalil

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

Use Reclaimed Water

Install Low Flow Bathroom Faucet
Install Low Flow Kitchen Faucet
Install Low Flow Toilet

Install Low Flow Shower

Turf Reduction

Use Water Efficient Irrigation System

Use Water Efficient Landscaping
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Category MT/yr
Mitigated = 33638 * 0.0682 ' 1.6500e- * 5.5609
- L] 1 L]
- ' ' 003 f
- 1 1 1
----------- B = == = e == === = = ===
Unmitigated = 4.0613 * 0.0852 '+ 2.0600e- * 6.8066
- . » 003 .
7.2 Water by Land Use
Unmitigated
Indoor/Out | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Apartments Mid +2.60616/ & 3.7876 1+ 0.0852 1 2.0600e- ' 6.5309
Rise T 1.64301 ar : \ 003 .
----------- A ———————— Fmmmmma
City Park ' o/ :- 0.2737 » 2.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.2758
1 0.524252 4 v 005 .

----------- A ———————n Fmmmma

Parking Lot ! 0/0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
' 'Y ' [ '

R TR T PR e et PP fososo- Fesase- Frasases
Unenclosed v 0/0 = 0.0000 1 0.0000 i 0.0000 | 0.0000
Parking with - H ! H

Elevator ' - 1 1 1
Total 4.0613 0.0852 2.0600e- 6.8066
003

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

7.2 Water by Land Use

Mitigated
Indoor/Out | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Apartments Mid +2.08493 / :- 3.1171 + 0.0682 1 1.6500e- * 5.3124
Rise \ 1.48108 a : \ 003 .,
' i [ [ [
City Park :- 0/ :- 0.2467 1 2.0000e- ' 0.0000 * 0.2486
1 0.472582 a v 005 .
' i [ [ [
Parking Lot ! 0/0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ i ' [ [

R REETTT SRR ommaee emnae-  RPPTIE
Unenclosed v 0/0 = 0.0000 1 0.0000 & 0.0000 1 0.0000
Parking with - ! : !

Elevator ' - 1 1 1
Total 3.3638 0.0682 1.6500e- 5.5609
003

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
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Category/Year

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
MT/yr
Mitigated - 3.7432 ! 0.2212 ! 0.0000 ! 9.2735
- : : :
----------- B = == = e = == === = = ===
Unmitigated - 3.7432 ! 0.2212 ! 0.0000 ! 9.2735
8.2 Waste by Land Use
Unmitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Mid + 18.4 :- 3.7350 * 0.2207 ' 0.0000 * 9.2534
Rise . i : . :
----------- A ———————n Fmmmmn
City Park '+ 0.04 :- 8.1200e- * 4.8000e- * 0.0000 +* 0.0201
. o 003 , 004 .
----------- A ———————n Fmmmma
Parking Lot ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
' 'Y [ [ '
TR TP PR e Pt PEPs fososo- Fesase- Frasases
Unenclosed  * 0 w (0.0000 | 0.0000 i 0.0000 | 0.0000
Parking with - H ! H
Elevator ' - 1 1 1
Total 3.7432 0.2212 0.0000 9.2735

Page 34 of 36

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM
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8.2 Waste by Land Use
Mitigated
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM

Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Mid + 18.4 :- 3.7350 * 0.2207 * 0.0000 * 9.2534
Rise . i : : :
___________ |______l: : ———— : e e.
CityPark ~ + 004 & 81200e- ' 4.8000e- * 0.0000 ' 0.0201
: a 003 , 004 .
----------- A ———————n
Parking Lot 0 & 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000
___________E_______;;_ ______ . o s
Unenclosed + 0 = 0.0000 1 00000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000
Parking with - H : i
Elevator ' - 1 1 1
Total 3.7432 0.2212 0.0000 9.2735
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
Boilers
Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment
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Equipment Type

Number

11.0 Vegetation

Page 36 of 36

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Annual

Date: 5/10/2019 3:08 PM
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

2001 Tarob Court
Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
Apartments Mid Rise . 40.00 . Dwelling Unit ! 0.77 ! 40,000.00 114
------------------------------ L R e R e R R T T
Unenclosed Parking with Elevator . 60.00 . Space ! 0.00 ' 24,000.00 0
------------------------------ L e e e e e
Parking Lot . 14.00 . Space ! 0.10 ! 5,600.00 0
"""""" Citypark oz T oY Acre v 0.44 ; 19,166.40 T o T
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 64
Climate Zone 4 Operational Year 2021
Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company
CO2 Intensity 328.8 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006

(Ib/MWhr)

(Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

(Ib/MWhr)
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on 5-year average, PG&E, 2015

Land Use - The project would include 40 residential units, a parking garage with 60 spaces, an additional 14 onstreet parking spaces, and 0.44 acres of open
space/landscaped areas.

Construction Phase - Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to occur over approximately 16 months, starting in April 2020 and ending in August
2021.

Grading - approximately 1,410 cubic yards of soils would be excavated and exported

Demolition - The project would demolish the existing 16,463-square-foot office/light-industrial building

Vehicle Trips - Based on ITE Trip Generation Rates for land use code 220 and 9% transit trip rediction per VTA's Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines
Water Mitigation -

Energy Mitigation -

Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Area Mitigation -

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tbIConstructionPhase . NumbDays . 10.00 20.00
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 200.00 :25000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 4.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 10.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 2.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 3/15/2021 : T eeor T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 211512021 : T Tenazozr T
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 5/11/2020 : T Teizeizozo T
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 3/1/2021 : N Y
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 5/5/2020 : T Uagozo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 3/2/2021 : T 2oz T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 5/12/2020 : T Teizazozo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 5/6/2020 : T enoo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 2/16/2021 P imameat T
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

tbiGrading AcresOfGrading

0.54

0.13

641.35

6.39 I""""""6TO-5 ------------

22.75

5.86

16.74

6.65

1.89 ' 0.00

+
----------------------------- g

tbIVehicleTrips . WD_TR

2.0 Emissions Summary
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 E: 2.2463 ! 22.0478 ! 15.2195 ! 0.0294 ! 5.3997 ! 1.1567 ! 6.2211 ! 2.9209 ! 1.0801 ! 3.6765 0.0000 ' 2,753.389 ! 2,753.389 ! 0.6155 ! 0.0000 ! 2,763.444
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] ] 1 [} L] 7 1 7 [} [} L} 4
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e : ————— = m e
2021 - 29.0261 ! 14.9682 : 14.3954 ! 0.0292 ! 0.4838 : 0.6896 ! 1.1733 ! 0.1302 : 0.6657 ! 0.7959 0.0000 ! 2,736.030 : 2,736.030 ! 0.4134 ! 0.0000 ! 2,745.585
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] [} 1 [} L] 4 1 4 [} L} 8
- 1
Maximum 29.0261 22.0478 15.2195 0.0294 5.3997 1.1567 6.2211 2.9209 1.0801 3.6765 0.0000 2,753.389 | 2,753.389 0.6155 0.0000 2,763.444
7 7 4
Mitigated Construction
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 E: 22463 1 22.0478 ' 152195 ' 00294 : 53997 ! 11567 @ 62211 ' 29209 ! 1.0801 ' 3.6765 0.0000 :2,753.389!2,753.389' 0.6155 ! 0.0000 ! 2,763.444
- L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1] 1 1] L] 7 1 7 1] 1] 1 4
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e : ————— = m e
2021 = 29.0261 ' 14.9682 1 14.3954 : 00292 @ 04838 ! 0.6896 ' 1.1733 ' 0.1302 ! 06657 ! 0.7959 0.0000 :2,736.030!2736.030 04134 : 0.0000 !2,745.585
- L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1] 1 1] L] 4 1 4 1] 1
Maximum 29.0261 | 22.0478 15.2195 0.0294 5.3997 1.1567 6.2211 2.9209 1.0801 3.6765 0.0000 | 2,753.389 | 2,753.389 | 0.6155 0.0000 | 2,763.444
7 7 4
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

204




CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

2.2 Overall Operational

Unmitigated Operational

Page 5 of 29

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 17.5765 ! 0.4019 ! 25.0491 ! 0.0421 ! ! 3.1038 ! 3.1038 ! ! 3.1038 ! 3.1038 334.8339 ! 154.1937 ! 489.0275 ! 0.4640 ! 0.0237 ! 507.6804
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
___________ mn ' ————a [ ' ————a [ ' ————a [ ____‘________:______ 1 ] ] ______:________
Energy = (0.0102 +* 0.0873 * 0.0371 1 5.6000e- * 1 7.0500e- ' 7.0500e- ¢ 1 7.0500e- * 7.0500e- + 111.3870 + 111.3870 + 2.1300e- ' 2.0400e- ' 112.0489
o : ' Vo004 i 003 , 003 \ 003 . 003 . ' . 003 , 003
___________ mn ' ————a [ ' ————a [ ' ————a [ ____‘________:______ 1 ] ] ______:________
Mobile = 04063 + 1.6623 + 4.1560 + 0.0144  1.1875 1+ 0.0127 +» 1.2002 + 0.3177 + 0.0119 + 0.3296 1 1,456.219 v 1,456.219 + 0.0527 v 1,457.536
- : ' : : ' : : ' : i 0 ¢ 0 : V2
- 1
Total 17.9930 2.1515 29.2422 0.0570 1.1875 3.1235 4.3110 0.3177 3.1227 3.4404 334.8339 | 1,721.799 | 2,056.633 0.5188 0.0257 2,077.265
7 5 4
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOXx CO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 11261 + 0.0383 1 3.3149 1+ 1.7000e- + ' 0.0183 + 0.0183 '+ 0.0183 + 0.0183 0.0000 +* 5.9584 1 59584 1 58000e- + 0.0000 ' 6.1034
- L] 1 L] 004 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 003 L] 1
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n f———————n - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el —————q - fm——————p e
Energy = (0.0102 + 0.0873 1+ 0.0371 * 5.6000e- * 1 7.0500e- *+ 7.0500e- * 1 7.0500e- * 7.0500e- 1 111.3870 » 111.3870 * 2.1300e- ' 2.0400e- ' 112.0489
- : ' . 004 , 003 . o003 . \ 003 . 003 . ' V003 . 003
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : - - m——————— e = e e
Mobile = (03321 + 1.1530 ' 2.2721 1 6.6800e- * 0.5028 ' 6.2000e- * 0.5090 *+ 0.1345 ' 5.8000e- * 0.1403 1 676.4867 ' 676.4867 * 0.0306 ' 677.2518
- L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1
" ' ' 003, 003 ' 003 ' ' ' ' '
Total 1.4683 1.2785 5.6241 7.4100e- 0.5028 0.0315 0.5343 0.1345 0.0311 0.1657 0.0000 793.8320 | 793.8320 0.0385 2.0400e- | 795.4041
003 003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 91.84 40.58 80.77 87.00 57.66 98.99 87.61 57.66 99.00 95.19 100.00 53.90 61.40 92.57 92.07 61.71
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :4/6/2020 15/1/2020 ! 5! 20!
2 T fSite Preparation " iite Preparation '""'""'237272'626""" ;372572'0'26""'";"""'%’E""""'""z'E{E' I
3 Srating T §E;'r;&n'1§'""""""""!E/'ﬂz'c)'z'c)""" ;E/'z%?z'o'z'o""'";"""'%’E""""'""z'E{E' I
4 Buiding Conswuction §'BLﬁ&iH§'c'oB;{raEtTo'n""""!ETz’g?z'o'z'o""' 2671'172'0'2'1""'";"""'?E"""""EEE{E' I
5 Spaving T §E;§E15"""""""""2671272'0'2'1""' ;3/'972'62'1"""";"""'%’E""""'""z'E{E' I
6 F Architectural Coating Arohitectural Coating 7i12/5001 58/6/2021 I 5I 20? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 1.22
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 1.22
Acres of Paving: 0.1

Residential Indoor: 81,000; Residential Outdoor: 27,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 1,776
(Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Architectural Coating *Air Compressors ! 1 6.00: 78, 0.48
Paving 7 Cement and Mortar Mixers T 6.00! g 0.56
pemolion Concrete/indusirial Saws T 5.001 BT 0.73
Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5.001 Ba T 0.74
Building Construction Soranes | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 6.00! S5n T 0.29
Building Construction Sordine T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT ""'1 """""" 6.00 sgi """""" 0.20
Site Preparation fGraders T T 5.001 T3 A 0.41
Paving 7 Spavers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 6.00! 1500 T 0.42
Paving 7 fRollers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTI T 7,001 Bor T 0.38
Demolition *Rubber Tired Dozers T ""'1 """""" 8.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 6.00! Sa7y T 0.40
Building Construction FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 6.00! g7 T 0.37
pemoliion FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes e 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 7,001 g7 T 0.37
Paving 7 FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Site Preparation FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading fGraders T T 6.00! T3 A 0.41
Paving SPaving Couipment T ""'1 """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36
Site Preparation -'RLLBéF Tired Dozers ""'1 """""" 7.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Bu |Id|ngConstructlon ------------- :Welders I 3! 8.00 I 46 I ----------- 0 45

Trips and VMT
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition . 5: 13.00! 0.00 75.00! 10.80: 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : R i A I- T I I
Site Preparation . 3:r 8.00! 0.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30} 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e T I- T I I
Grading . 3:r 8.00! 0.00 176.00: 10.SOE 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- :  ISRSORSpRSpRSPRSPRRpRR RS R I- |
Building Construction * 7:r 49.00! 12.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30} 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : i A ey I- T I I
Paving . 5:r 13.00! 0.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
________________ = 1 [l l 4+ [l 1 1 R
Architectural Coating = 1 10.00: 0.00: 0.00: 10.80* 7.30: 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust : ! ! ! ! 08103 : 0.0000 ! 0.8103 : 01227 : 00000 @ 0.1227 ! ' 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
- R o : o o : I S : o : o
Off-Road ™ 21262 1 20.9463 ' 14.6573 1 00241 ! ' 11525 1 11525 ! 10761 + 1.0761 123223121 2,322,312+ 05970 ! ' 2,337.236
- ' : ' : : ' : ' : A : .3
Total 2.1262 20.9463 | 14.6573 0.0241 0.8103 1.1525 1.9628 0.1227 1.0761 1.1988 2,322.312 | 2,322.312 | 0.5970 2,337.236
7 7 3
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 00309 + 1.0742 1 0.2135 + 2.9800e- + 0.0655 + 3.5100e- 1 0.0690 + 0.0180 + 3.3600e- + 0.0213 v 319.0438 1 319.0438 + 0.0160 v 319.4428
L 1] 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : At
Worker : 0.0274 ! 0.3488 : 1.0700e- ! 0.1068 ! 6.9000e- : 0.1075 ! 0.0283 : 6.4000e- ! 0.0290 ! 106.7010 ! 106.7010 : 2.5700e- ! ! 106.7652
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0761 1.1015 0.5623 4.0500e- 0.1723 4.2000e- 0.1765 0.0463 4.0000e- 0.0503 425.7448 | 425.7448 0.0185 426.2081
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 0.8103 ! 0.0000 ! 0.8103 ! 0.1227 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1227 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom-maan
Off-Road : 20.9463 '+ 14.6573 : 0.0241 v 1.1525 : 1.1525 : 1.0761 + 1.0761 0.0000 2,322,312+ 2,322.312 : 0.5970 1 2,337.236
' : ' : : ' : ' : A : .3
Total 2.1262 20.9463 14.6573 0.0241 0.8103 1.1525 1.9628 0.1227 1.0761 1.1988 0.0000 2,322.312 | 2,322.312 0.5970 2,337.236
7 7 3
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 00309 + 1.0742 1 0.2135 + 2.9800e- + 0.0655 + 3.5100e- 1 0.0690 + 0.0180 + 3.3600e- + 0.0213 v 319.0438 1 319.0438 + 0.0160 v 319.4428
L 1] 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : At
Worker : 0.0274 ! 0.3488 : 1.0700e- ! 0.1068 ! 6.9000e- : 0.1075 ! 0.0283 : 6.4000e- ! 0.0290 ! 106.7010 ! 106.7010 : 2.5700e- ! ! 106.7652
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0761 1.1015 0.5623 4.0500e- 0.1723 4.2000e- 0.1765 0.0463 4.0000e- 0.0503 425.7448 | 425.7448 0.0185 426.2081
003 003 003
3.3 Site Preparation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 5.3340 ! 0.0000 ! 5.3340 ! 2.9034 ! 0.0000 ! 2.9034 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Off-Road ! 18.3464 ! 7.7093 ! 0.0172 ! ! 0.8210 ! 0.8210 ! ! 0.7553 ! 0.7553 ! 1,667.411 ! 1,667.411 ! 0.5393 ! ! 1,680.893
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 9 1] 9 1 1] 7
Total 1.6299 18.3464 7.7093 0.0172 5.3340 0.8210 6.1550 2.9034 0.7553 3.6587 1,667.411 | 1,667.411 0.5393 1,680.893
9 9 7
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : b
Worker : 0.0168 ! 0.2146 : 6.6000e- ! 0.0657 ! 4.3000e- : 0.0661 ! 0.0174 : 3.9000e- ! 0.0178 ! 65.6621 ! 65.6621 : 1.5800e- ! ! 65.7017
' ' v 004, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0278 0.0168 0.2146 6.6000e- 0.0657 4.3000e- 0.0661 0.0174 3.9000e- 0.0178 65.6621 65.6621 1.5800e- 65.7017
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 5.3340 ! 0.0000 ! 5.3340 ! 2.9034 ! 0.0000 ! 2.9034 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : S
Off-Road ! 18.3464 ! 7.7093 ! 0.0172 ! ! 0.8210 ! 0.8210 ! ! 0.7553 ! 0.7553 0.0000 ! 1,667.411 ! 1,667.411 ! 0.5393 ! ! 1,680.893
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 9 1] 9 1 1] 7
Total 1.6299 18.3464 7.7093 0.0172 5.3340 0.8210 6.1550 2.9034 0.7553 3.6587 0.0000 1,667.411 | 1,667.411 0.5393 1,680.893
9 9 7
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : b
Worker : 0.0168 ! 0.2146 : 6.6000e- ! 0.0657 ! 4.3000e- : 0.0661 ! 0.0174 : 3.9000e- ! 0.0178 ! 65.6621 ! 65.6621 : 1.5800e- ! ! 65.7017
' ' v 004, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0278 0.0168 0.2146 6.6000e- 0.0657 4.3000e- 0.0661 0.0174 3.9000e- 0.0178 65.6621 65.6621 1.5800e- 65.7017
004 004 004 003
3.4 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 4.5892 ! 0.0000 ! 4.5892 ! 2.4909 ! 0.0000 ! 2.4909 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : I
Off-Road ! 15.0854 ! 6.4543 ! 0.0141 ! ! 0.6844 ! 0.6844 ! ! 0.6296 ! 0.6296 ! 1,365.718 ! 1,365.718 ! 0.4417 ! ! 1,376.760
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 3 1] 3 1 1] 9
Total 1.3498 15.0854 6.4543 0.0141 4.5892 0.6844 5.2736 2.4909 0.6296 3.1205 1,365.718 | 1,365.718 0.4417 1,376.760
3 3 9
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 00726 ' 25207 1 05010 + 7.0000e- + 0.1537 + 8.2400e- 1 0.1620 1 0.0421 + 7.8800e- + 0.0500 v 748.6895 1 748.6895 + 0.0375 v 749.6259
L 1] 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : b
Worker : 0.0168 ! 0.2146 : 6.6000e- ! 0.0657 ! 4.3000e- : 0.0661 ! 0.0174 : 3.9000e- ! 0.0178 ! 65.6621 ! 65.6621 : 1.5800e- ! ! 65.7017
' ' v 004, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1004 2.5375 0.7156 7.6600e- 0.2195 8.6700e- 0.2281 0.0596 8.2700e- 0.0678 814.3516 | 814.3516 0.0390 815.3275
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 4.5892 ! 0.0000 ! 4.5892 ! 2.4909 ! 0.0000 ! 2.4909 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : I
Off-Road ! 15.0854 ! 6.4543 ! 0.0141 ! ! 0.6844 ! 0.6844 ! ! 0.6296 ! 0.6296 0.0000 ! 1,365.718 ! 1,365.718 ! 0.4417 ! ! 1,376.760
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 3 1] 3 1 1] 1] 9
Total 1.3498 15.0854 6.4543 0.0141 4.5892 0.6844 5.2736 2.4909 0.6296 3.1205 0.0000 1,365.718 | 1,365.718 0.4417 1,376.760
3 3 9
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2020
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 00726 ' 25207 1 05010 + 7.0000e- + 0.1537 + 8.2400e- 1 0.1620 1 0.0421 + 7.8800e- + 0.0500 v 748.6895 1 748.6895 + 0.0375 v 749.6259
L 1] 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : b
Worker : 0.0168 ! 0.2146 : 6.6000e- ! 0.0657 ! 4.3000e- : 0.0661 ! 0.0174 : 3.9000e- ! 0.0178 ! 65.6621 ! 65.6621 : 1.5800e- ! ! 65.7017
' ' v 004, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1004 2.5375 0.7156 7.6600e- 0.2195 8.6700e- 0.2281 0.0596 8.2700e- 0.0678 814.3516 | 814.3516 0.0390 815.3275
003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 2.0305 ! 14.7882 ! 13.1881 ! 0.0220 ! ! 0.7960 ! 0.7960 ! ! 0.7688 ! 0.7688 ! 2,001.159 ! 2,001.159 ! 0.3715 ! : 2,010.446
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 5 1] 5 1 1] 1] 7
Total 2.0305 14.7882 13.1881 0.0220 0.7960 0.7960 0.7688 0.7688 2,001.159 | 2,001.159 0.3715 2,010.446
5 5 7
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Rt
Vendor v 13676 1+ 0.3262 1 3.3100e- * 0.0812 1 6.7000e- * 0.0879 1+ 0.0234 ' 6.4100e- * 0.0298 v 350.0497 » 350.0497 + 0.0172 v 350.4806
) L} 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : At
Worker : 0.1031 ! 1.3147 : 4.0400e- ! 0.4025 ! 2.6100e- : 0.4051 ! 0.1068 : 2.4000e- ! 0.1092 ! 402.1805 ! 402.1805 : 9.6900e- ! ! 402.4228
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.2158 1.4707 1.6409 7.3500e- 0.4838 9.3100e- 0.4931 0.1302 8.8100e- 0.1390 752.2302 | 752.2302 0.0269 752.9034
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 2.0305 ! 14.7882 ! 13.1881 ! 0.0220 ! ! 0.7960 ! 0.7960 ! ! 0.7688 ! 0.7688 0.0000 ! 2,001.159 ! 2,001.159 ! 0.3715 ! : 2,010.446
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 5 1] 5 1 1] 1] 7
Total 2.0305 14.7882 13.1881 0.0220 0.7960 0.7960 0.7688 0.7688 0.0000 2,001.159 | 2,001.159 0.3715 2,010.446
5 5 7
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Rt
Vendor v 13676 1+ 0.3262 1 3.3100e- * 0.0812 1 6.7000e- * 0.0879 1+ 0.0234 ' 6.4100e- * 0.0298 v 350.0497 » 350.0497 + 0.0172 v 350.4806
) L} 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : At
Worker : 0.1031 ! 1.3147 : 4.0400e- ! 0.4025 ! 2.6100e- : 0.4051 ! 0.1068 : 2.4000e- ! 0.1092 ! 402.1805 ! 402.1805 : 9.6900e- ! ! 402.4228
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.2158 1.4707 1.6409 7.3500e- 0.4838 9.3100e- 0.4931 0.1302 8.8100e- 0.1390 752.2302 | 752.2302 0.0269 752.9034
003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.8125 ! 13.6361 ! 12.8994 ! 0.0221 ! ! 0.6843 ! 0.6843 ! ! 0.6608 ! 0.6608 ! 2,001.220 ! 2,001.220 ! 0.3573 ! : 2,010.151
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 0 1] O 1 1] 1] 7
Total 1.8125 13.6361 12.8994 0.0221 0.6843 0.6843 0.6608 0.6608 2,001.220 | 2,001.220 0.3573 2,010.151
0 0 7
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : -
Vendor v 12401 + 0.2924 1 3.2700e- * 0.0812 1 2.6900e- * 0.0839 ' 0.0234 ' 2.5700e- * 0.0260 v 346.7503 + 346.7503 + 0.0163 v 347.1571
) L} 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : ro---a-
Worker : 0.0921 ! 1.2036 : 3.8900e- ! 0.4025 ! 2.5300e- : 0.4051 ! 0.1068 : 2.3300e- ! 0.1091 ! 388.0602 ! 388.0602 : 8.6700e- ! ! 388.2770
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1948 1.3322 1.4960 7.1600e- 0.4838 5.2200e- 0.4890 0.1302 4.9000e- 0.1351 734.8104 | 734.8104 0.0249 735.4341
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.8125 ! 13.6361 ! 12.8994 ! 0.0221 ! ! 0.6843 ! 0.6843 ! ! 0.6608 ! 0.6608 0.0000 ! 2,001.220 ! 2,001.220 ! 0.3573 ! : 2,010.151
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 0 1] o 1 1] 1] 7
Total 1.8125 13.6361 12.8994 0.0221 0.6843 0.6843 0.6608 0.6608 0.0000 2,001.220 | 2,001.220 0.3573 2,010.151
0 0 7
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : -
Vendor v 12401 + 0.2924 1 3.2700e- * 0.0812 1 2.6900e- * 0.0839 ' 0.0234 ' 2.5700e- * 0.0260 v 346.7503 + 346.7503 + 0.0163 v 347.1571
) L} 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : ro---a-
Worker : 0.0921 ! 1.2036 : 3.8900e- ! 0.4025 ! 2.5300e- : 0.4051 ! 0.1068 : 2.3300e- ! 0.1091 ! 388.0602 ! 388.0602 : 8.6700e- ! ! 388.2770
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1948 1.3322 1.4960 7.1600e- 0.4838 5.2200e- 0.4890 0.1302 4.9000e- 0.1351 734.8104 | 734.8104 0.0249 735.4341
003 003 003
3.6 Paving - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 0.7739 ! 7.7422 ! 8.8569 ! 0.0135 ! ! 0.4153 ! 0.4153 ! ! 0.3830 ! 0.3830 ! 1,296.866 ! 1,296.866 ! 0.4111 ! : 1,307.144
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 1] 2
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.7870 7.7422 8.8569 0.0135 0.4153 0.4153 0.3830 0.3830 1,296.866 | 1,296.866 0.4111 1,307.144
4 4 2
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : It
Worker ! 0.0244 ! 0.3193 ! 1.0300e- ! 0.1068 ! 6.7000e- ! 0.1075 ! 0.0283 ! 6.2000e- ! 0.0290 ! 102.9547 ! 102.9547 ! 2.3000e- ! ! 103.0123
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0418 0.0244 0.3193 1.0300e- 0.1068 6.7000e- 0.1075 0.0283 6.2000e- 0.0290 102.9547 | 102.9547 | 2.3000e- 103.0123
003 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 0.7739 ! 7.7422 ! 8.8569 ! 0.0135 ! ! 0.4153 ! 0.4153 ! ! 0.3830 ! 0.3830 0.0000 ! 1,296.866 ! 1,296.866 ! 0.4111 ! : 1,307.144
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 1] 2
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! v 0.0000 ! ! v 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.7870 7.7422 8.8569 0.0135 0.4153 0.4153 0.3830 0.3830 0.0000 1,296.866 | 1,296.866 0.4111 1,307.144
4 4 2
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : It
Worker : 0.0244 ! 0.3193 : 1.0300e- ! 0.1068 ! 6.7000e- : 0.1075 ! 0.0283 : 6.2000e- ! 0.0290 ! 102.9547 ! 102.9547 : 2.3000e- ! ! 103.0123
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0418 0.0244 0.3193 1.0300e- 0.1068 6.7000e- 0.1075 0.0283 6.2000e- 0.0290 102.9547 | 102.9547 | 2.3000e- 103.0123
003 004 004 003
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 28.7750 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom--a-
Off-Road 0.2189 : 1.5268 ! 1.8176 : 2.9700e- ! 0.0941 : 0.0941 ! : 0.0941 ! 0.0941 1 281.4481 ! 281.4481 : 0.0193 ! ! 281.9309
- ' ' ¢ 003, ' ' ' ' ' : ' ' ' '
Total 28.9939 1.5268 1.8176 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : b
Worker : 0.0188 ! 0.2456 : 7.9000e- ! 0.0822 ! 5.2000e- : 0.0827 ! 0.0218 : 4.8000e- ! 0.0223 ! 79.1960 ! 79.1960 : 1.7700e- ! ! 79.2402
' ' v 004, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0322 0.0188 0.2456 7.9000e- 0.0822 5.2000e- 0.0827 0.0218 4.8000e- 0.0223 79.1960 79.1960 1.7700e- 79.2402
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating E: 28.7750 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : rom--a-
Off-Road - 0.2189 ! 1.5268 ! 1.8176 ! 2.9700e- ! 0.0941 ! 0.0941 ! ! 0.0941 ! 0.0941 0.0000 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0193 ! ! 281.9309
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 28.9939 1.5268 1.8176 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
f e —————— ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
fe e —————— ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - F -
Worker = (0.0322 *+ 0.0188 * 0.2456 1 7.9000e- * 0.0822 ' 52000e- * 0.0827 + 0.0218 ' 4.8000e- * 0.0223 v 79.1960 + 79.1960 * 1.7700e- v 79.2402
- ' : V004 . Vo004 : V004 . : : \ 003 . :
Total 0.0322 0.0188 0.2456 7.9000e- 0.0822 5.2000e- 0.0827 0.0218 4.8000e- 0.0223 79.1960 | 79.1960 | 1.7700e- 79.2402
004 004 004 003

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Maobile

Increase Density

Increase Diversity

Improve Walkability Design

Improve Destination Accessibility

Increase Transit Accessibility

Improve Pedestrian Network
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 03321 1 11530 ' 22721 1 6.6800e- + 05028 + 6.2000e- ' 0.5090 * 0.1345 ' 5.8000e- ' 0.1403 ' 676.4867 * 676.4867 * 0.0306 ' 677.2518
- : : i 003 . 003 : i 003 : : : : :
" Unmitigated = 04063 1+ 16623 + 4.1560 + 00144 & 11875 1 00127 + 12002 + 03177 + 00119 1+ 03296 = 11456219+1456219+ 00527 1+ 1457536
- . . . . . . . . . . .0 v o . V2
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Mid Rise M 242.00 ' 242.00 242.00 . 558,925 . 236,657
City Park : 0.00 ' 0.00 0.00 . .
Parking Lot M 0.00 ' 0.00 0.00 . .
Unenclosed Parking with Elevator . 0.00 ! 0.00 0.00 . .
Total | 242.00 242.00 24200 | 558,925 | 236,657
4.3 Trip Type Information
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Mid Rise ' 10.80 4.80 : 5.70 + 3100 15.00 1 54.00 . 86 . 11 . 3
SeasssssEEsEEsEEEsEEEEEEe————— e m————————— Fmmmma—aaa e T T - e
City Park . 9.50 ! 7.30 ! 7.30 * 33.00 4800 19.00 . 66 . 28 . 6
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEpe--mm—m—m o m————————— Fommmmmaaan e mmmmmee b eeemmmmaaan e Femmmmeeeemaaaaa
Parking Lot ' 9.50 ! 7.30 ! 7.30 : 000 : 000 | 0.00 . 0 . 0 . 0
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEp-------=== remmmm——a- rmmmm e b Fommmmmmaaan e Fmmmmmmeeeeaaaaaa
Unenclosed Parking with . 9.50 ! 7.30 ! 7.30 = 0.00 ' 0.00 ! 0.00 . 0 . 0 . 0

4.4 Fleet Mix
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

Land Use | oA | om LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
Apartments Mid Rise * 0.575198: 0.040076i 0.193827i 0.113296i 0.016988i 0.005361i 0.017552i 0.025197i 0.002581i 0.002349i 0.005904i 0.000881] 0.000789
....................... USRS SNSRIV SRS UUE SNSRI SRS USRS SRR SNSRI SRR S UL SIS S S
City Park * 0.575198¢ 0.040076i 0.193827; 0.113296i 0.016988; 0.005361i 0.017552i 0.025197i 0.002581i 0.002349i 0.005904i 0.000881] 0.000789
"""" Parking Lot : 0.575198: 0.040076] 0.193827] 0.113296] 0.016988] 0.0053617 0.017552 0.025197] 0.002581] 0.002349] 0.005904] 0.000881} 0.000789
" Unenclosed Parking with = 0.575198= 0.040076' 0.193827' 0.113296' 0.016988' 0.005361' 0017552¢ 0.025197' 0.002581' 0.002349' 0.005904' 0.000881' 0.000789|
Elevator . . ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
5.0 Energy Detail
Historical Energy Use: N
5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
Install Energy Efficient Appliances
ROG NOXx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas = 00102 + 00873 + 0.0371 * 56000e- ! ' 7.0500e- + 7.0500€- * ' 7.0500e- ! 7.05008- + 111.3870 + 111.3870 + 2.1300e- + 2.0400e- * 112.0489
Mitigated = . . \ 004 {003 , 003 , 003 , 003 . . i 003 , 003 .,
----------- vl At it i i st i i b et i il it bt st i b
NaturalGas = 00102 : 00873 : 0.0371 : 56000e- ! ' 7.0500e- * 7.0500€- * ' 7.0500e- 1 7.05008- = + 111.3870 + 111.3870 + 2.1300e- + 2.0400e- + 112.0489
Unmitigated 5, ' ' , 004 ., 003 , 003 ., , 003 , o003 : ' ' . 003 , o003 ,
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Mid + 946.789 E- 0.0102 s+ 0.0873 1+ 0.0371 1 5.6000e- 1 v 7.0500e- + 7.0500e- 1 v 7.0500e- + 7.0500e- + 111.3870 v 111.3870 + 2.1300e- * 2.0400e- ' 112.0489
Rise : u : : \ 004 i 003 , 003 i 003 , 003 . ' i 003 , 003
----------- A - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : - o - fm—————— e e
City Park ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ i ' ' [ ' [ ' ' [ ' [ [ ' ' [
----------- A - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : - R o - fm—————— e s
Parking Lot ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ i ' ' [ ' [ ' ' [ ' [ [ ' ' [
SRR EETTT SEPEREE PR mane- mmmae e e e nne- e T B T Tt mane- mmmae  RTTIIRE
Unenclosed + 0 = (0.0000 1 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 i 0.0000 @ + 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 & 0.0000 & 0.0000
Parking with - : : : : : : : : : . . , : : H
Elevator ' - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - ' 1 1 1 1
Total 0.0102 0.0873 0.0371 5.6000e- 7.0500e- | 7.0500e- 7.0500e- | 7.0500e- 111.3870 | 111.3870 | 2.1300e- | 2.0400e- | 112.0489
004 003 003 003 003 003 003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Mid + 0.946789 E- 0.0102 s+ 0.0873 1+ 0.0371 1 5.6000e- 1 v 7.0500e- + 7.0500e- 1 v 7.0500e- + 7.0500e- + 111.3870 v 111.3870 + 2.1300e- * 2.0400e- ' 112.0489
Rise : i . : \ 004 i 003 , 003 i 003 , 003 . ' i 003 , 003
----------- A - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : - o - fm—————— e e
City Park : 0 :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
[ i ' ' [ ' [ ' ' [ ' [ [ ' ' [
----------- A - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : - R o - fm—————— e s
Parking Lot : 0 :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
[ i ' ' [ ' [ ' ' [ ' [ [ ' ' [
SRR EETTT SEPEREE PR mane- mmmae e e e nne- e T B T Tt mane- mmmae  RTTIIRE
Unenclosed + 0 = (0.0000 1 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 = + 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 & 0.0000 & 0.0000
Parking Wlth ' - 1 1 1 1 ] 1 1 ] 1 : L} ] 1 1 1
' - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
Elevator ' - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - . 1 1 1 1
Total 0.0102 0.0873 0.0371 5.6000e- 7.0500e- | 7.0500e- 7.0500e- | 7.0500e- 111.3870 | 111.3870 | 2.1300e- | 2.0400e- | 112.0489
004 003 003 003 003 003 003

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

No Hearths Installed
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer
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Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

ROG NOx CcO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 11261 ! 00383 1 33149 : 1.7000e- ! ! 00183 @ 00183 ! 00183 @ 0.0183 0.0000 : 5.9584 ! 5.9584 : 5.8000e- : 0.0000 ! 6.1034
- ' ' \004 ' : : ' ' . ' . 003 '

- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- B = = = = e e e e e e e e e e e e e e = = g = N E e e e e e e e = e e e = = == ==
Unmitigated = 175765 ' 0.4019 @ 250491 : 0.0421 ! ' 31038 : 31038 ' 31038 : 3.1038 = 334.8339 ' 154.1937 ! 489.0275 ' 0.4640 ' 0.0237 : 507.6804

6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx (6{0] SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 0.1577 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Coating - : . : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : T - m——————— == a e
Consumer = 0.8675 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Products . : . . : . . : . . : . . :
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : e B - fm——————p e = e
Hearth = 16.4504 ' 0.3637 1 217342 : 0.0419 ! 3.0855 ! 3.0855 ! 30855 ! 3.0855 334.8339 ! 148.2353 ! 483.0691 '+ 0.4582 ' 0.0237 ! 501.5770
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n f———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el ————eg - m——————— e e
Landscaping = 0.1009 * 0.0383 ' 3.3149 ' 1.7000e- * ' 0.0183 1+ 0.0183 ' 0.0183 '+ 0.0183 + 50584 1+ 509584 1 58000e- ! ' 6.1034
- L] 1 L] 004 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 003 L] 1
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 17.5765 0.4019 25.0491 0.0420 3.1038 3.1038 3.1038 3.1038 334.8339 | 154.1937 | 489.0275 0.4640 0.0237 507.6804
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

Date: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 0.1577 ' ' ' + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' + 0.0000
Coating : ' : : ' : : ' : : ' : : '
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e - m———————— == a e
Consumer = 08675 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 +* 0.0000 ' '+ 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
Products - : . : : . : : . : . . : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e R - fm——————p ==
Hearth - 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k e e —————egq - m———————— e
Landscaping = 0.1009 * 0.0383 '+ 3.3149 1 1.7000e- * ' 0.0183 1+ 0.0183 v 0.0183 1 0.0183 v 59584 1+ 509584 1 58000e- ! ' 6.1034
L1} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 L} L} L}
u ' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, '
- 1
Total 1.1261 0.0383 3.3149 1.7000e- 0.0183 0.0183 0.0183 0.0183 0.0000 5.9584 5.9584 5.8000e- 0.0000 6.1034
004 003

7.0 Water Detalil

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

Use Reclaimed Water

Install Low Flow Bathroom Faucet

Install Low Flow Kitchen Faucet
Install Low Flow Toilet
Install Low Flow Shower

Turf Reduction

Use Water Efficient Irrigation System

Use Water Efficient Landscaping

8.0 Waste Detail
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Summer

: 5/10/2019 3:09 PM

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

9.0 Operational Offroad

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type
User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

2001 Tarob Court
Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

Date: 5/10/2019 3:10 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
Apartments Mid Rise . 40.00 . Dwelling Unit ! 0.77 ! 40,000.00 114
------------------------------ L R e R e R R T T
Unenclosed Parking with Elevator . 60.00 . Space ! 0.00 ' 24,000.00 0
------------------------------ L e e e e e
Parking Lot . 14.00 . Space ! 0.10 ! 5,600.00 0
"""""" Citypark oz T oY Acre v 0.44 ; 19,166.40 T o T
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 64
Climate Zone 4 Operational Year 2021
Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company
CO2 Intensity 328.8 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006

(Ib/MWhr)

(Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

(Ib/MWhr)
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

Project Characteristics - CO2 intensity based on 5-year average, PG&E, 2015

Land Use - The project would include 40 residential units, a parking garage with 60 spaces, an additional 14 onstreet parking spaces, and 0.44 acres of open
space/landscaped areas.

Construction Phase - Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to occur over approximately 16 months, starting in April 2020 and ending in August
2021.

Grading - approximately 1,410 cubic yards of soils would be excavated and exported

Demolition - The project would demolish the existing 16,463-square-foot office/light-industrial building

Vehicle Trips - Based on ITE Trip Generation Rates for land use code 220 and 9% transit trip rediction per VTA's Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines
Water Mitigation -

Energy Mitigation -

Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Area Mitigation -

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tbIConstructionPhase . NumbDays . 10.00 20.00
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 200.00 :25000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 4.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 10.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & T Numbays T 2.00 :2000
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 3/15/2021 : T eeor T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 211512021 : T Tenazozr T
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 5/11/2020 : T Teizeizozo T
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 3/1/2021 : N Y
"""" tiConstrucionPhase & " PhaseEndbae 5/5/2020 : T Uagozo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 3/2/2021 : T 2oz T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 5/12/2020 : T Teizazozo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 5/6/2020 : T enoo T
"""" iConstrucionPhase & " Phaseswnate - 2/16/2021 P imameat T
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

tbiGrading AcresOfGrading

0.54

0.13

641.35

6.39 I""""""6TO-5 ------------

22.75

5.86

16.74

6.65

1.89 ' 0.00

+
----------------------------- g

tbIVehicleTrips . WD_TR

2.0 Emissions Summary
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

Date: 5/10/2019 3:10 PM

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 E: 2.2585 ! 22.0806 ! 15.2147 ! 0.0290 ! 5.3997 ! 1.1568 ! 6.2211 ! 2.9209 ! 1.0802 ! 3.6765 0.0000 ' 2,734.286 ! 2,734.286 ! 0.6161 ! 0.0000 ! 2,749.689
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] [} 1 [} L] 3 1 3 [} [} L} 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B o : ————— e m e
2021 - 29.0280 ! 15.0006 : 14.3616 ! 0.0288 ! 0.4838 : 0.6897 ! 1.1734 ! 0.1302 : 0.6658 ! 0.7959 0.0000 ! 2,696.645 : 2,696.645 ! 0.4133 ! 0.0000 ! 2,706.219
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 5 1 5 [} L} 6
- 1
Maximum 29.0280 22.0806 15.2147 0.0290 5.3997 1.1568 6.2211 2.9209 1.0802 3.6765 0.0000 2,734.286 | 2,734.286 0.6161 0.0000 2,749.689
3 3 1
Mitigated Construction
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 E: 22585 ' 22.0806 ! 15.2147 @' 0.0290 @ 53997 ! 11568 @ 62211 ' 29209 ! 1.0802 ' 3.6765 0.0000 :2,734.286!2,734.286' 0.6161 ! 0.0000 ! 2,749.689
- L} 1 L} 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 3 1 3 1] 1] 1 l
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e : ————— = m e
2021 = 29.0280 @ 15.0006 : 14.3616 : 00288 @ 04838 ' 0.6897 ' 1.1734 ' 0.1302 ! 06658 ! 0.7959 0.0000 :2,696.645!2,696.645' 0.4133 ! 0.0000 !2,706.219
- L} 1 L} L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 5 1 5 1] 1
Maximum 29.0280 | 22.0806 15.2147 0.0290 5.3997 1.1568 6.2211 2.9209 1.0802 3.6765 0.0000 | 2,734.286 | 2,734.286 | 0.6161 0.0000 | 2,749.689
3 3 1
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

Date: 5/10/2019 3:10 PM

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 17.5765 ! 0.4019 ! 25.0491 ! 0.0421 ! ! 3.1038 ! 3.1038 ! ! 3.1038 ! 3.1038 334.8339 ! 154.1937 ! 489.0275 ! 0.4640 ! 0.0237 ! 507.6804
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
___________ mn ' ————a [ ' ————a [ ' ————a [ ____‘________:______ 1 ] ] ______:________
Energy = (0.0102 +* 0.0873 * 0.0371 1 5.6000e- * 1 7.0500e- ' 7.0500e- ¢ 1 7.0500e- * 7.0500e- + 111.3870 + 111.3870 + 2.1300e- ' 2.0400e- ' 112.0489
o : ' \ 004 i 003 , 003 i 003 , 003 . : . 003 , 003
___________ mn ' ————a [ ' ————a [ ' ————a [ ____‘________:______ 1 ] ] ______:________
Mobile = (03529 + 1.7486 + 4.2060 + 0.0135  1.1875 1+ 0.0128 + 1.2003 + 0.3177 + 0.0120 +« 0.3297 v 1,362.820 + 1,362.820 + 0.0538 ' 1,364.165
- : ' : : ' : : ' : o4 a4 : .3
- 1
Total 17.9396 2.2377 29.2922 0.0561 1.1875 3.1236 4.3111 0.3177 3.1228 3.4405 334.8339 | 1,628.401 | 1,963.234 | 0.5199 0.0257 1,983.894
0 9 5
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOXx CO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 11261 + 0.0383 1 3.3149 1+ 1.7000e- + ' 0.0183 + 0.0183 '+ 0.0183 + 0.0183 0.0000 +* 5.9584 1 59584 1 58000e- + 0.0000 ' 6.1034
- L] 1 L] 004 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 003 L] 1
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e m e ——— gy : —— e m e e
Energy = (00102 + 0.0873 * 0.0371 '+ 5.6000e- ' 7.0500e- ' 7.0500e- ¢ 1 7.0500e- * 7.0500e- + 111.3870 * 111.3870 + 2.1300e- ' 2.0400e- ' 112.0489
- : ' . 004 , 003 . o003 . \ 003 . 003 . ' V003 . 003
----------- n f———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e m e ——— gy : ———————— - m e
Mobile = (02798 + 1.1859 '+ 25269 1 6.2500e- * 0.5028 ' 6.3000e- * 0.5091 + 0.1345 1 5.9000e- * 0.1404 ' 631.7799 v 631.7799 + 0.0328 ' 632.5994
- L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1
" ' ' 003, v 003, ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 1.4160 1.3114 5.8788 6.9800e- 0.5028 0.0316 0.5344 0.1345 0.0312 0.1657 0.0000 749.1252 | 749.1252 0.0407 2.0400e- | 750.7517
003 003
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 92.11 41.40 79.93 87.56 57.66 98.99 87.60 57.66 99.00 95.18 100.00 54.00 61.84 92.17 92.07 62.16
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :4/6/2020 15/1/2020 ! 5! 20!
2 T fSite Preparation " iite Preparation '""'""'237272'626""" ;372572'0'26""'";"""'%’E""""'""z'E{E' I
3 Srating T §E;'r;&n'1§'""""""""!E/'ﬂz'c)'z'c)""" ;E/'z%?z'o'z'o""'";"""'%’E""""'""z'E{E' I
4 Buiding Conswuction §'BLﬁ&iH§'c'oB;{raEtTo'n""""!ETz’g?z'o'z'o""' 2671'172'0'2'1""'";"""'?E"""""EEE{E' I
5 Spaving T §E;§E15"""""""""2671272'0'2'1""' ;3/'972'62'1"""";"""'%’E""""'""z'E{E' I
6 F Architectural Coating Arohitectural Coating 7i12/5001 58/6/2021 I 5I 20? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 1.22
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 1.22
Acres of Paving: 0.1

Residential Indoor: 81,000; Residential Outdoor: 27,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 1,776
(Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Date: 5/10/2019 3:10 PM

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Architectural Coating *Air Compressors ! 1 6.00: 78, 0.48
Paving 7 Cement and Mortar Mixers T 6.00! g 0.56
pemolion Concrete/indusirial Saws T 5.001 BT 0.73
Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5.001 Ba T 0.74
Building Construction Soranes | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 6.00! S5n T 0.29
Building Construction Sordine T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT ""'1 """""" 6.00 sgi """""" 0.20
Site Preparation fGraders T T 5.001 T3 A 0.41
Paving 7 Spavers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 6.00! 1500 T 0.42
Paving 7 fRollers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTI T 7,001 Bor T 0.38
Demolition *Rubber Tired Dozers T ""'1 """""" 8.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 6.00! Sa7y T 0.40
Building Construction FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 6.00! g7 T 0.37
pemoliion FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes e 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 7,001 g7 T 0.37
Paving 7 FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Site Preparation FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes T 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading fGraders T T 6.00! T3 A 0.41
Paving SPaving Couipment T ""'1 """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36
Site Preparation -'RLLBéF Tired Dozers ""'1 """""" 7.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Bu |Id|ngConstructlon ------------- :Welders I 3! 8.00 I 46 I ----------- 0 45

Trips and VMT
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

Date: 5/10/2019 3:10 PM

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition . 5: 13.00! 0.00 75.00! 10.80: 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T L T T LT T Ty Ty
Site Preparation . 3:r 8.00! 0.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30} 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT Ty - s LT T L T T LT T Ty Ty
Grading . 3:r 8.00! 0.00 176.00: 10.SOE 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : R T T Ty I- T I I
Building Construction * 7:r 49.00! 12.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30} 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T L T T LT T Ty Ty
Paving . 5:r 13.00! 0.00 0.00: 10.SOE 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
________________ = 1 [l l 4+ [l 1 1 R
Architectural Coating = 1 10.00: 0.00: 0.00: 10.80* 7.30: 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust : ! ! ! ! 08103 : 0.0000 ! 0.8103 : 01227 : 00000 @ 0.1227 ! ' 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
- R o : o o : I S : o : o
Off-Road ™ 21262 1 20.9463 ' 14.6573 1 00241 ! ' 11525 1 11525 ! 10761 + 1.0761 123223121 2,322,312+ 05970 ! ' 2,337.236
- ' : ' : : ' : ' : A : .3
Total 2.1262 20.9463 | 14.6573 0.0241 0.8103 1.1525 1.9628 0.1227 1.0761 1.1988 2,322.312 | 2,322.312 | 0.5970 2,337.236
7 7 3
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 00318 + 1.1005 1 0.2298 + 2.9300e- + 0.0655 + 3.5700e- 1 0.0691 + 0.0180 + 3.4200e- + 0.0214 + 313.6851 » 313.6851 + 0.0168 v 314.1042
L 1] 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : i
Worker : 0.0338 ! 0.3276 : 9.9000e- ! 0.1068 ! 6.9000e- : 0.1075 ! 0.0283 : 6.4000e- ! 0.0290 ! 98.2885 ! 98.2885 : 2.4000e- ! ! 98.3486
' ' v 004, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0796 1.1343 0.5574 3.9200e- 0.1723 4.2600e- 0.1766 0.0463 4.0600e- 0.0503 411.9736 | 411.9736 0.0192 412.4528
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 0.8103 ! 0.0000 ! 0.8103 ! 0.1227 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1227 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom-maan
Off-Road : 20.9463 '+ 14.6573 : 0.0241 v 1.1525 : 1.1525 : 1.0761 + 1.0761 0.0000 2,322,312+ 2,322.312 : 0.5970 1 2,337.236
' : ' : : ' : ' : A : .3
Total 2.1262 20.9463 14.6573 0.0241 0.8103 1.1525 1.9628 0.1227 1.0761 1.1988 0.0000 2,322.312 | 2,322.312 0.5970 2,337.236
7 7 3
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2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

3.2 Demolition - 2020
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 00318 + 1.1005 1 0.2298 + 2.9300e- + 0.0655 + 3.5700e- 1 0.0691 + 0.0180 + 3.4200e- + 0.0214 + 313.6851 » 313.6851 + 0.0168 v 314.1042
L 1] 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : i
Worker : 0.0338 ! 0.3276 : 9.9000e- ! 0.1068 ! 6.9000e- : 0.1075 ! 0.0283 : 6.4000e- ! 0.0290 ! 98.2885 ! 98.2885 : 2.4000e- ! ! 98.3486
' ' v 004, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0796 1.1343 0.5574 3.9200e- 0.1723 4.2600e- 0.1766 0.0463 4.0600e- 0.0503 411.9736 | 411.9736 0.0192 412.4528
003 003 003
3.3 Site Preparation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 5.3340 ! 0.0000 ! 5.3340 ! 2.9034 ! 0.0000 ! 2.9034 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Off-Road ! 18.3464 ! 7.7093 ! 0.0172 ! ! 0.8210 ! 0.8210 ! ! 0.7553 ! 0.7553 ! 1,667.411 ! 1,667.411 ! 0.5393 ! ! 1,680.893
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 9 1] 9 1 1] 7
Total 1.6299 18.3464 7.7093 0.0172 5.3340 0.8210 6.1550 2.9034 0.7553 3.6587 1,667.411 | 1,667.411 0.5393 1,680.893
9 9 7

239




CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

Page 11 of 29

2001 Tarob Court - Bay Area AQMD Air District, Winter

3.3 Site Preparation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction