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Response A-2-6. Bombus 
crotchii  

Crotch’s bumble bee. 

potentially significant

Impact BIO-10:  Construction of the proposed project could result in a potentially 
significant impact to Crotch’s bumble bee.  



Table 4.3.C: Special-Status Animal Species Potentially Occurring in the Vicinity of the Project Area 

Species Status* 
(Federal/State) Habitat Requirements Potential for Occurrence 

Invertebrates

Bombus occidentalis 
 

Bombus crotchii 

Low Potential

Rana boylii

Emys



Mitigation Measure BIO-10a  

Bombus

Bombus

 

Mitigation Measure BIO-10b  

Mitigation Measure BIO-10c  

less than significant with mitigation



less than significant with mitigation.
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Mitigation Measure BIO-10  

 



Quercus 



less than significant with mitigation, 

Mitigation Measure BIO-134c 

 



Quercus 

Response A-2-8.

Threshold 4.3.4: Wildlife Corridors and Native Wildlife Nursery Sites. 

Mitigation Measure BIO-13a 



Mitigation Measure BIO-123b 



Mitigation Measure BIO-13c 

  

Response A-2-9.



potentially significant 

potentially significant

Impact BIO-123:  The placement of retaining walls and trail fencing associated with the 
proposed project and the increase in human activity associated with 
trail operation could adversely impact wildlife movement.  
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“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.” 

DISTRICT 4 
OFFICE OF REGIONAL AND COMMUNITY PLANNING
P.O. BOX 23660, MS–10D | OAKLAND, CA 94623-0660
www.dot.ca.gov

May 20, 2024 SCH #: 2021060647
GTS #: 04-ALA-2021-00808
GTS ID: 23552
Co/Rt/Pm: ALA/84/11.5

Amber Lo, Principal Civil Engineer
Alameda County Public Works Agency
399 Elmhurst Street
Hayward, CA 94554

Re: Niles Canyon Trail Project  Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)

Dear Amber Lo:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the 
environmental review process for the Niles Canyon Trail Project. The Local 
Development Review (LDR) Program reviews land use projects and plans to ensure 
consistency with our mission and state planning priorities. The following comments are 
based on our review of the April 2024 DEIR.  

Please note this correspondence does not indicate an official position by Caltrans on 
this project and is for informational purposes only. 

Project Understanding
The County of Alameda proposes to construct a six-mile, Class 1, multi-use trail for 
pedestrians, bicyclists, and equestrians between the unincorporated community of 
Sunol and the Niles District in the City of Fremont, along State Route (SR)-84. 

Travel Demand Analysis
With the enactment of Senate Bill (SB) 743, Caltrans is focused on maximizing efficient 
development patterns, innovative travel demand reduction strategies, and 
multimodal improvements. For more information on how Caltrans assesses Vehicle 
Miles Traveled (VMT) analysis for land use projects, please review Caltrans’ 
Transportation Impact Study Guide (link).

The project VMT analysis and significance determination are undertaken in a manner 
consistent with the Office of Planning and Research’s (OPR) Technical Advisory.  Per 



Amber Lo, Principal Civil Engineer
May 20, 2024
Page 2 

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.” 

the DEIR, this project is found to have a less than significant VMT impact, therefore 
working towards meeting the State’s VMT reduction goals. 

Cultural Resources 
The project area contains State-owned archaeological and built resources.
Completed cultural studies should be reviewed by the Caltrans District 4 Office of 
Cultural Resource Studies prior to the issuance of an encroachment permit. The 
cultural resource technical studies should comply with CEQA, Public Resources Code 
5024, and the Caltrans 5024 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).

Cultural resource mitigation measure CUL-1 notes the possibility of "reducing trail 
width". Caltrans strongly recommends that the Class I Multi-use trail design be 
compliant with the Highway Design Manual (Chapter 1000) in regard to determining 
path width among other standards. Additionally, please be aware that the most direct 
alternatives will enable more people to use the path for transportation in addition to 
recreational use.

Construction-Related Impacts
Project work that requires movement of oversized or excessive load vehicles on State 
roadways requires a transportation permit that is issued by Caltrans. To apply, please 
visit Caltrans Transportation Permits (link). Prior to construction, coordination may be 
required with Caltrans to develop a Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to reduce 
construction traffic impacts to the State Transportation Network (STN).

Equitable Access 
If any Caltrans facilities are impacted by the project, those facilities must meet 
American Disabilities Act (ADA) Standards after project completion. As well, the 
project must maintain bicycle and pedestrian access during construction. These 
access considerations support Caltrans’ equity mission to provide a safe, sustainable, 
and equitable transportation network for all users. 

Encroachment Permit 
Please be advised that any permanent work or temporary traffic control that 
encroaches onto Caltrans’ Right-of-Way (ROW) requires a Caltrans-issued 
encroachment permit. As part of the encroachment permit submittal process, you 
may be asked by the Office of Encroachment Permits to submit a completed 
encroachment permit application package, digital set of plans clearly delineating 
Caltrans’ ROW, digital copy of signed, dated and stamped (include stamp expiration 
date) traffic control plans, this comment letter, your response to the comment letter, 
and where applicable, the following items: new or amended Maintenance 
Agreement (MA), approved Design Standard Decision Document (DSDD), approved 
encroachment exception request, and/or airspace lease agreement.  



Amber Lo, Principal Civil Engineer
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Page 3 

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.” 

The checklist TR-0416 (link) is used to determine the appropriate Caltrans review 
process for encroachment projects. The Office of Encroachment Permit requires 100% 
complete design plans and supporting documents to review and circulate the permit 
application package. To obtain more information and download the permit 
application, please visit Caltrans Encroachment Permits (link). Your application 
package may be emailed to D4Permits@dot.ca.gov.

Thank you again for including Caltrans in the environmental review process. Should 
you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Llisel Ayon, Associate 
Transportation Planner, via LDR-D4@dot.ca.gov. For future early coordination 
opportunities or project referrals, please contact LDR-D4@dot.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

YUNSHENG LUO
Branch Chief, Local Development Review
Office of Regional and Community Planning

c:  State Clearinghouse
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FIELD STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES 
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES GROUP 

DECONTAMINATION FOR AQUATIC SURVEYS 

1 Scope and Application

2 Procedures

3 Resources

Reviewed by Supervising Biologist: 

Date: 10-31-19 



SFPUC NRLMD – Biological Resources Group  Field Standard Operating Procedures 

Decontamination for Aquatic Surveys Page 2 of 7 

1 Scope and Application 
The inadvertent and sometimes illegal introduction of new species into a body of water can have 
devastating effects on aquatic ecosystems and the infrastructure that utilities rely on to provide service 
to their customers. One of the most recently discovered aquatic nuisance species (ANS)  to threaten 
waters of the Western United States, the quagga mussel (Dreissena bugensis), can alter aquatic food 
webs and foul water intake structures. Another ANS, the New Zealand mudsnail (Potamopyrgus 
antipodarum), has been documented on City and County of San Francisco property in portions of 
Alameda Creek in Alameda County and in San Mateo Creek and Polhemus Creek in San Mateo 
County. The New Zealand mudsnail has also been documented in Pilarcitos Creek downstream of City 
property in San Mateo County. This particular species can compete with native invertebrates that are a 
food source to fishes residing in the creek. 

Other species that could threaten our aquatic ecosystems include: chytrid fungus (Batrachochytrium 
dendrobatidis), whirling disease (Myxobolus cerebralis), didymo or rock-snot (Didymosphenia 
geminate), zebra mussels (Dreissena polymorpha), Eurasian watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum), 
water hyacinth (Eichhornia crassipes), and Brazilian waterweed (Egeria densa). While this is by no 
means a comprehensive list, it serves to illustrate that aquatic nuisance species may be as small as a 
microscopic fungi spore that can cling to wading equipment or hiking sticks, or to large aquatic plants 
which may attach to boats and trailers. Some species capable of living in moist environments near the 
edges of aquatic habitats (including muddy areas) can also be distributed by people as they are picked 
up in boot crevices. 

The purpose of this procedure is to provide methods to prevent the introduction or spread of 
organisms that might negatively impact aquatic resources. These procedures apply to all gear that can 
potentially come into contact with bodies of water or wetted and muddy areas that drain to water 
bodies. Equipment includes: boats, trailers, motors, anchors, ropes, pumps, nets (dip, seine, block, gill, 
trawl, etc.), fish handling and measuring equipment, sampling and monitoring equipment, waders, 
boots, dive equipment, and life-jackets. The methods described provide a broad range of protection 
against the most commonly known ANS presently considered a threat. However, before undertaking 
any survey, the most up-to-date species-specific decontamination protocols should be consulted. 

2 Procedures 
Before conducting any field surveys, consider how the survey can be designed to reduce the spread of 
ANS. Surveys that are designed to work from upstream sites to downstream sites are less likely to 
promote the spread of ANS. Likewise, surveys that move between watersheds, or sub-watersheds, 
should be designed to allow enough time for adequate disinfection between sites. Alternatively, a 
second set of equipment might be provided to accommodate moves between watersheds. However, 
any equipment that is not thoroughly disinfected before leaving a site must be isolated to prevent the 
spread of ANS to the interior of vehicles or other non-contaminated equipment. 

To ensure that the proper procedures are followed when conducting decontaminations, the 
Decontamination Checklist (attached) must be filled out each time a boat or other equipment is 
decontaminated. A copy of the completed checklist must be submitted to the section supervisor 
following each boat or equipment decontamination. 
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2.1 Physical Barriers 

Physical methods used alone will not provide adequate protection for all ANS. However, removing 
gross amounts of mud and organic matter from equipment prior to leaving a site will increase the 
effectiveness of other decontamination methods. It will also speed up the desiccation process during 
the drying phase of treatments. Physical removal of plant fragments is also the most effective method 
to reduce the chance of spreading macrophytes such as Eurasian watermilfoil.  

2.2 Disinfecting 

Boats, trailers, trap boxes and other large equipment: 

• After removing from the water, perform a thorough visible inspection paying attention to axels,
bunks, frame-rails and tail-lights. Consider areas that may trap water and drain as much as possible
before leaving site.

• Transport equipment to the nearest wash facility, preferably one with a high pressure or steam
wash. Thoroughly spray all water contact surfaces (including anchors and ropes) to ensure proper
cleaning. Where possible, direct the spray into frame rails and tubing to flush any hidden debris.

• Spray all water contact surfaces with an approved disinfectant and allow the surfaces to remain
wetted for the recommended period (Table 1).

• Rinse all surfaces with clean water to remove remaining disinfectant.

• Allow equipment to dry thoroughly following the desiccation / drying guidelines (Table 1) before
using.

Waders, boots, small equipment, nets, tools and other submersible items: 

• If equipment must be used between multiple sites on the same day, prepare a solution of
disinfectant in a covered, spill-proof container large enough to allow submersion of the equipment.
Alternatively, a spray bottle may be employed as long as the equipment can remain wetted for the
recommended time.

• After using equipment, rinse away all visible debris with the cleanest water available at the work
site.

• Immerse or spray all equipment with disinfectant and allow sufficient contact time.

• Before entering another body of water, rinse equipment with tap water if available, or with water
from the next location. In either case, avoid rinsing where there is a possibility of a disinfectant
reaching a body of water.

• If equipment will not be reused on the same day, it may be isolated in an appropriately sized
container and stored for later treatment.

2.3 Choosing a Disinfectant 

When choosing a disinfectant for a particular survey, consideration must be given to factors other than 
just the efficacy of the disinfectant to kill a particular target organism. Some disinfectants, such as 
hypochlorite, can seriously degrade fabrics used to make waders. Additionally, commercially available 
products such as bleach (active ingredient hypochlorite) can have percentages of active ingredient that 
vary from 5.25% to 12.5%. The same can be said for Formula 409® which comes in various 
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formulations. Most studies done with Formula 409® only considered the effectiveness of the active 
quaternary ammonia compound. However, some recent work suggests that the Formula 409® product 
that also includes a degreasing agent is more effective in getting New Zealand mudsnails to open their 
operculum. Additional consideration should be given to the availability of the product, health concerns 
during use and mixing, cost, degree of protection needed, and time required to disinfect. If a survey 
were going to be jumping from pond to pond in a relatively short period of time, it would make more 
sense to use a stronger solution and reduce the contact time required to effectively kill the target 
organism. As with all chemicals, no mixing of products should be attempted and all personnel should 
be familiar with any applicable material safety data sheets (MSDS). 

The information provided in Table 1 can be used to select an appropriate method of decontamination. 
Where hypochlorite (NaClO) is specified, it is based on commercial hypochlorite (12% NaClO by 
weight) readily available at San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) water treatment 
facilities. If household bleach is used, double the amount of NaClO specified in Table 1.  

Table 1.  Control Methods for Common Aquatic Nuisance Species 

Disinfectant 

Control Method 

Chytrid Didymo 
New Zealand

Mudsnail 

Quagga 
Zebra 

Mussel 
Whirling 
Disease 

Sodium Hypochlorite (NaClO) 
12%.  

Available at SFPUC water 
treatment facilities. 

If using household bleach,  double 
oz/gallon. 

11 oz/gallon
(30 second) 

5 oz / gallon
(10 minute) 

1 oz/gallon
(1 minute) 

Not 
recommended 

1 oz/gallon 
(10 minute)

1 oz/gallon 
(10 minute) 

Quaternary ammonia compound 
7.5% quaternary compounds. 

Quat 128® Buckeye International

0.02 oz/gal 
(30 second) 

unknown* 6.4 oz/gallon 
(10 minute) 

unknown* 6 oz/gallon 
(10 minute) 

Quaternary ammonia compound 
15% quaternary compounds. 

Sparquat 256® Spartan Chemical 

No data unknown* 4 oz/gallon 
(10 minute) 

unknown* 4 oz/gallon 
(10 minute) 

Desiccation / Drying ** 3 hours 48 hours 48 hours minimum of 
5 days 

24 hours 

* Published test results using commercial quaternary compounds are not available, but the compounds are
believed to be effective.

** All results recommend drying in sunlight.

3 Resources 
Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force by the New Zealand Mudsnail Management and Control Plan 
Working Group. 2007. National Management and Control Plan for the New Zealand Mudsnail 
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(Potamopyrgus antipodarum). 
http://www.anstaskforce.gov/Documents/NZMS_MgmtControl_Final.pdf 

Cope, W. G., Newton, T. J., and C.M. Gatenby. 2003. Review of techniques to prevent introduction 
of zebra mussels (Dreissena polymorpha) during native mussel (Unionoidea) conservation activities. 
Journal of Shellfish Research 22(1): 177–184. 

Elwell, L. 2006. (Draft) Increase in nuisance blooms and geographic expansion of the freshwater 
diatom Didymosphenia geminata: Recommendations for response, International Didymosphenia 
Symposium, Western Division American Fisheries Society Meeting, Bozeman, Montana.  

Hosea, R. C. and B. Finlayson. 2005. Controlling the spread of New Zealand mud snails on wading 
gear, California Fish and Game, Office of Spill Prevention and Response Administrative Report 2005-
02, Rancho Cordova, CA.  

Johnson, M. L., Berger, L., Philips, L., and R. Speare. 2003. Fungicidal effects of chemical 
disinfectants, UV light, desiccation and heat on the amphibian chytrid Batrachochytrium 
dendrobatidis. Diseases of Aquatic Organisms 57: 255–260.  

Madsen, J. D., and D. H. Smith. 1997. Vegetative spread of Eurasian watermilfoil colonies. J. Aquat. 
Plant Management 35: 63-68.  

Oregon State University. 2010. How to Prevent the Spread of New Zealand Mudsnails through Field 
Gear.  https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=22574 

Richards, D., O’Connell, P., and D. C. Shinn. 2004. Simple control method to limit the spread of the 
New Zealand mudsnail Potamopyrgus antipodarum. North American Journal of Fisheries 
Management 24:114-117.  

Schisler, G. J., Walker, P. G., and R. Knox. Efficacy of Formula 409® and Sparquat 256® for control 
of New Zealand Mud Snails, Colorado Division of Wildlife, Aquatic Research Section, Fort Collins, 
CO 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2005. California and Nevada Region. CNO Survey Protocols. 
California red-legged frog. http://www.fws.gov/cno//es/surveypro.html 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2003. California and Nevada Region. CNO Survey Protocols. 
California tiger salamander. 
http://www.fws.gov/pacific/ecoservices/endangered/recovery/documents/CalTigerSalamander.2003.pr
otocol.pdf 
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STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE (SOP) FOR NON-AQUATIC
VEHICLE, TOOL, AND PERSONAL PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT (PPE) 
DECONTAMINATION FOR INVASIVE PLANTS, PESTS AND 
PATHOGENS FOR ALL WORK ON SFPUC PENINSULA AND 
ALAMEDA WATERSHED LANDS

1. Scope and Application

2. Best Management Practices

3. Decontamination Procedures

4. Vehicle and Equipment Inspections

5. Sanitization Chemicals

6. Literature Cited

Appendix A: Decontamination Checklist

Appendix B: Flowchart of Decontamination Procedures

Appendix C: Decontamination for Aquatic Surveys
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SOP Definitions:

Clean

Decontaminate

Equipment

Equipment yard

Inspector:

Landscaped area

Invasive plant

Nursery:

Plant pests

Plant pathogens

Requestor: 

Restoration site: 

Sanitize

Sanitizer

Vehicle

Wash

Watershed: 
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1. Introduction

Standard 
Operating Procedure (SOP) For Non-Aquatic Vehicle, Tool, And Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) 
Decontamination For Invasive Plants, Pests And Pathogens For All Work On SFPUC Peninsula and 
Alameda Watershed Lands

Invasive plants
Centaurea solstitialis C.

calcitrapa Taeniatherum caput-medusae Cynodon dactylon
Dittrichia graveolens

Invasive Species Pocket Guide for Plant Species along the Hetch Hetchy Regional Water System

California Invasive Plant Inventory

Non-native invasive insects -
Lymantria dispar Linepithema humile

Plant pathogens - Fusarium circinatum)
Gnomonia leptostyla Phytophthora ramorum

P. ramorum, Phytophthora 
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Aquatic invasive species-
Decontamination for Aquatic Surveys

2. Best Management Practices
General

Phytophthora

Phytophthora
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Vehicles and Tools

People

3. Decontamination Procedures
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3.1 Procedure for Vehicles and Other Large Equipment

3.1.1 Cleaning and Washing
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Vehicle and Equipment Inspection Procedure 

3.1.2 Sanitizing

3.2 Procedure for Gear, Tools, and Personal Protective Equipment
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3.2.1 Cleaning and Washing

3.2.2 Sanitizing

4. Vehicle and Equipment Inspections
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5. Sanitizing Materials

Table 1. Sanitizers commonly used for personal items, equipment, tools, and vehicles.

Prepare the Sanitizer
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Table 2. Bleach dilution guidelines.

6. Literature Cited

Phytophthora gonapodyides

Phytopthora tentaculata
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Appendix A: Flowchart of Decontamination Procedures 

Table 1. Decontamination Guidance 
Risk Categories and Example Activities Decontamination Action Required 



Follow Cleaning and Washing 
Procedure for Vehicles

Clean to a visibly dirt 
free standard. 

   Use caution and 
consult the BMPs in 
Section 2 of the SOP.

Vehicle/
Driving 

Key Points When Washing Vehicles

The exterior and interior of
vehicles must be cleaned and
washed such that debris,
organic matter, and soil are
removed.
Wash water must be directed to
sanitary sewer or contained for
treatment.
Care must be exercised to
remove dirt, debris, and plant
parts from all parts of the
vehicle including the inside of
hollow bumpers; the space
between bed liners and the
vehicle body; tires and rims;
track plates and drive
assemblies; door handles; floor
mats; the grill; and the chassis of
the vehicle.
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Response A-5-1.

Response A-5-2.

Mitigation Measure BIO-2b  

  





Natural Resources and 
Lands Management Division Standard Operating 
Procedure (SOP) for Non-Aquatic Decontamination 
for Invasive Plants, Pests, and Pathogens for All 
Work on SFPUC Peninsula and Watershed Lands

Natural Resources and Lands Management 
Division Field Standard Operating Procedures 
Decontamination for Aquatic Surveys 

Response A-5-3. Alameda Watershed Plan 

Regional and Local Regulations.

Alameda Watershed Management Plan

Water Enterprise Environmental Stewardship 
Policy , 

Alameda Watershed Management Plan. 



Water Quality (WQ) Primary Goal: 
 

Policy WQ1. 

Policy WQ1.1. 

 

Policy WQ7. 
 

Policy WQ8.  



Policy WQ10. 

Policy WQ11. 

. 

Policy WQ16. 
 

Policy WQ17. 

 

Policy WQ18. 
 

Policy WQ26. 

 

Policy WQ28. 
 

Water Supply Secondary Goal:  

Policy WS3. 

Policy WS5.
 

Policy WS7. 

 

Vegetation (V) Secondary Goal: 
 

Policy V3.

Policy V5. 



Policy V7.  the biodiversity and genetic integrity of the watershed 
plant communities, where possible. 

Policy V8. 
 

Policy V9.  
 

Policy V15. 

 

Wildlife (W) Secondary Goal: 
 

Policy W1.

Policy W2.

Policy W3.

Policy W4.

Policy W5

Policy W6.

Policy W8. 
 

Policy W9.   



. 

Policy W10.  

 

Aquatic Resources (AR) Secondary Goal: 
 

Policy AR1

Policy AR2

Policy AR4.

Policy AR5.

Policy AR7

Policy AR10. 

 

Cultural Resources (CR) Secondary Goal: 
 

Policy CR1

Policy CR2.



Policy CR3.

Policy CR5.

Policy CR9.

Fire Secondary (F) Goal: 

Policy F3
. 

Policy F7. 
 

Policy F8. 

 

Safety and Security (S) Secondary Goal: 

Policy S1.

Policy S2.

Policy S3.

Policy S4.



Policy S5.

Policy S6

Policy S7

Policy S12.

Policy S13

Watershed Activities (WA)Secondary Goal: 

Policy WA2.

Policy WA13.

Policy WA14.

Policy WA15.



Policy WA15.2.

Policy WA15.3.

Policy WA15.4.

Policy WA16.  

Policy WA19. 

Policy WA20. 

Policy WA21. 

Policy WA22. 



Policy WA23. 

Policy WA24. 

Policy WA26. 

Policy WA27.



Policy WA28.

Policy WA31.

Public Awareness and Agency Participation (PA) Secondary Goal:

Policy PA3.

SFPUC Water Enterprise Environmental Stewardship Policy. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Alameda Watershed Management Plan 
Policy WQ1 Consistent. 

Policy WQ1.1 

 

Inconsistent. 

Policy WQ7 

 

Consistent. 

 
Policy WQ8 Consistent. 

 
Policy WQ10 Inconsistent.

Policy WQ11 

 
 

Consistent. 

 
Policy WQ16 Consistent. 

Policy WQ17 Inconsistent. 

 
Policy WQ18 

. 

Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy WQ26 

 

Consistent

Policy WQ28 Inconsistent. 

Policy WS3 Consistent. 

 
Policy WS5 Consistent. 

 
Policy WS7 Consistent. 

 
Policy V3 Consistent. 

 
Policy V5   Consistent. 

 
Policy V7   Consistent. 

 
Policy V8   Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy V9   Consistent. 

 
Policy V15 Consistent. 

 
Policy W1 Consistent. 

 
Policy W2.   Consistent. 

 
Policy W3   Consistent. 

 
Policy W4   Consistent. 

 
Policy W5   Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy W6 Consistent. 

 
Policy W8   Inconsistent. 

 
Policy W9   Consistent. 

 
Policy W10 Consistent. 

Policy AR1 Consistent. 

 
Policy AR2 Consistent. 

 
Policy AR4 Consistent. 

 
Policy AR5 Consistent. 

 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy AR7 Consistent. 

 
Policy AR10 Inconsistent. 

 

Policy CR1 Consistent.

Policy CR2 Consistent.

 
Policy CR3 Consistent.

 
Policy CR5 Consistent.

Policy CR9 Consistent. 

 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy F3 Consistent. 

 
Policy F7 Consistent. 

 
Policy F8 Consistent. 

 
Policy S1 Consistent. 

Policy S2 Consistent. 

 
Policy S3 Consistent. 

 
Policy S4 Consistent. 

Policy S5 Consistent. 

 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy S6 Consistent. 

 

Policy S7 Consistent. 

Policy S12 Consistent

Policy WA2 Inconsistent. 

Policy WA13 Consistent. 

 
Policy WA15 Consistent. 

Policy WA15.2 Consistent. 

Policy WA15.4 Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy WA16 Consistent. 

Policy WA19 Consistent. 

 

Policy WA20 Consistent. 

 

Policy WA21 Consistent. 

 
Policy WA22 Consistent. 

 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy WA23 Consistent. 

Policy WA24 Consistent. 

Policy WA26 Consistent. 

Policy WA27 Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy WA28 Consistent. 

Policy WA31 Consistent. 

Policy AF7 Consistent. 

 

Policy AF11 Consistent. 

Policy AF12 Consistent. 

Policy PA3 Consistent

Response A-5-4.



Response A-5-5.

Response A-5-6.

Response A-5-7.

Response A-5-8.

Response A-5-9.
Standard Operating Procedure for Non-Aquatic 

Decontamination for Invasive Plants, Pest, and Pathogens for All Work on SFPUC Peninsula and 
Watershed Lands.

Natural Resources and Lands Management Division Standard Operating Procedure 
(SOP) for Non-Aquatic Decontamination for Invasive Plants, Pests, and Pathogens 
for All Work on SFPUC Peninsula and Watershed Lands. 

Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) for Non-Aquatic Decontamination for Invasive Plants, Pests, and 
Pathogens for All Work on SFPUC Peninsula and Watershed Lands. 



Response A-5-10.
Standard Operating Procedures for Aquatic 

Decontamination.  

Natural Resources and Lands Management Division Field Standard Operating 
Procedures Decontamination for Aquatic Surveys.

Response A-5-11.

Field 
Standard Operating Procedures Biological Resources Group Decontamination for Aquatic Surveys. 



Response A-5-12.

Response A-5-13.
 

Response A-5-14.

Response A-5-15.

Response A-5-16.



Response A-5-17.



3.3 ORGANIZATIONS 
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From: Lo, Amber
To: Robert Prinz
Cc: Robert Stevens
Subject: RE: Niles Canyon Trail Project, Draft EIR - comments from Bike East Bay
Date: Monday, May 20, 2024 5:25:48 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png

Hello Robert,

Your email was received.

Amber Lo, P.E. | Deputy Director
Department of Transportation
Alameda County Public Works Agency
399 Elmhurst Street, Hayward, CA 94544
(510) 670-5485 | amberl@acpwa.org | QIC 50501 |

 Robert Prinz <robert@bikeeastbay.org> 
 Monday, May 20, 2024 4:52 PM

 Lo, Amber <amberl@acpwa.org>
 Niles Canyon Trail Project, Draft EIR - comments from Bike East Bay

Hello, please accept the following comments from Bike East Bay on the Niles Canyon
Trail Project, Draft EIR.

Section 5.7 Environmentally Superior Alternative: The "environmentally superior
alternative" includes ending the trail at Tyler Ranch, and including only a Class 3
shared lane for bicycle and car traffic into Downtown Sunol. This does not fulfill
the county's bicycle master plan recommendations (Alameda County 2019 Bicycle
& Pedestrian Master Plan for Unincorporated Areas, page 40) nor the plan's
contextually appropriate facilities guidelines for low stress and all-ages bikeways.

The "Transportation Threshold 4.12.1" lists all of the alternatives as having a "less
than significant" impact with regard to conflicts with existing plans. But this is not
accurate for any of the options which do not continue the trail facility into
Downtown Sunol, which are all in conflict with the bike plan recommendations
and guidelines.

We recommend using the NACTO Contextual Guidance for Selecting All Ages and
Abilities Bikeways (here) and the Caltrans Complete Streets: Contextual Design
Guidance (here) to inform design decisions prioritizing safety and accessibility.

-





Section 3.4.1.5 Staging Area Parking: We encourage the use of free or low cost
public transit connectivity to planned trailheads at the Niles Staging Area for the
Alameda Creek Regional Trail, Niles Plaza, Palomares Road, Vallejo Mill, and Tyler
Ranch in Sunol, to more sustainably offset environmental and safety impacts
related to increased VMT from car traffic, while also enhancing accessibility and
equity for those without a vehicle or the ability to drive. We also encourage the use
of car parking fees at each of these trailheads on weekends and other high use
times to make better use of limited car storage space while also incentivizing
public transit, biking, and walking access as preferred modes.

The inclusion of a car parking access plan but no public transit access plan as part
of this EIR is a significant oversight and bias that needs to be recognized and
addressed.

Thank you for receiving these comments.

Note: I will be away from Bike East Bay on sabbatical starting June 1st, 2024, and
returning on Tuesday, June 25th. If you are in need of an urgent response from
me on any matters before June please make sure to contact me in advance.
Otherwise, all advocacy program needs will be directed to other Bike East Bay
staff during my leave.

-
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Response B-1-1.

Contextual Guidance for Selecting All Ages and Abilities Bikeways

State CEQA Guidelines

Response B-1-2.
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Submitted via email transmission only

FFBC.org
P.O. Box 1868
Fremont, CA 94538

-

-

-
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Southern Alameda County Group 
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Tri-City Ecology Center 
3375 Country Drive 
Fremont, CA 94536 

Sent via electronic mail only to 20 May 2024 

Amber Lo, Supervising Civil Engineer 

info@nilescanyontrail.org 

County of Alameda Public Works Agency 

399 Elmhurst Street 

 Hayward, California 94554 

Re: Comments on the Draft EIR for the Niles Canyon Trail Project, prioritize a regional trail system as 
part of a climate resilience and conservation vision for Alameda County 

Dear Ms. Lo, 

Tri-City Ecology Center is in support of this proposed multi use 6-mile trail open to hikers, cyclists, 
and equestrians through Niles Canyon, a rich natural  resource in the bay area.  The proposed trail 
would consist of a 10  foot wide, all weather surface with 2 foot shoulders on either side composed 
of decomposed granite and provide recreational and educational opportunities. The vison is a 
connected and accessible trail network as part of climate resilience and conservation.   

Comments and questions are as follows: 

1- Niles Canyon, SR 84 is a congested corridor according to the 2020 Alameda Countywide 
Transportation Plan 2020.  This report notes congestion is at level E or F in 2018 along most
of Niles Canyon and there is widespread congestion on Alameda County roadways.  This
proposed trail addresses goals of mitigating tra ic congestion in the region.  Please address
how the proposed trail will o set the additional vehicle miles traveled and congestion along
Niles Canyon. Please address how to reduce congestion in Niles Canyon, SR 84 and
improve the connectivity with the proposed trail including signage, safety measures and
enhanced access improvements as multi-modal mobility (electric bikes, scooter, etc)  is
rapidly changing. How will the proposed trail serve as mitigation to reduce highway safety
risks to Niles Canyon SR 84?

https://www.alamedactc.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/2020_CTP_Final.pdf

-

-



Tri-City Ecology Center 
3375 Country Drive 
Fremont, CA 94536 

2- Alameda County has most of the truck freight and rail freight improvements as compared to
all counties in the bay area according to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission Bay
Area Goods Movement Investment Plan.  This results in an increase of vehicle miles and rail
miles travelled in Alameda County.
https://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/Goods_Movement_Investment_Plan_Projects-
letter.pdf

Freeway projects connecting to Niles Canyon SR 84 use Mission Boulevard/SR 238 from the 
west with planned I-880/Whipple Road interchange widening, I-880/Industrial Parkway
interchange widening, and the new I-880 toll and HOV lanes.  Rail projects in design include 
Shinn and Industrial Parkway Connections in Hayward and Fremont to foster more freight
trains from the Port of Oakland headed through to Niles Canyon and beyond. Freeway
projects connecting to Niles Canyon from the east use the new I-680 toll road/HOV lanes to
Dublin, SR/I-680 interchange widening and SR 84 highway widening to Livermore.   These 
examples show freeway and rail projects induce more rail and vehicles and cause 
congestion in Niles Canyon.  This warrants mitigation funding to support improvements to
the proposed trail and SR 84 enhancements that reduce vehicle miles traveled.

3- According to the Alameda Countywide Transportation Plan 2020 freight rail volumes are 
projected to more than double by 2040.  Niles Canyon has been identified as the primary
recipient of freight rail diversion plans as noted on Figure 2-1, pdf pages 18 and 19 in the 
Capitol Corridor Vision Implementation Plan (CCVIP).  This vision plan proposes freight
mitigation caused from a proposed increase in passenger rail from Oakland to San Jose.
Passenger rail will create a diversion of freight trains of up to 55 to 60 trains per day through
Niles Canyon UPRR right-of-way and will likely trigger operational, safety, and
environmental impacts for the proposed trail and surrounding environment.

a. Please provide the additional safety measures and information on how the 
proposed trail design could be impacted by a dramatic increase in freight rail tra ic.
In the short term, Capitol Corridor’s South Bay Connect project design is underway
with an undisclosed diversion of freight trains through Niles Canyon. Long term,
Capitol Corridor plans to implement their vision resulting in a substantial increase 
freight through Niles Canyon. See the CCVIP Final Report Appendices notes
increased freight trains through Niles Canyon. https://www.capitolcorridor.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/12/CCVIP-Final-Report-Appendices-v2.pdf

Please clarify the trail design and incorporation of several di erent barrier options to
separate trail users from railroad and highway tra ic.   How can Niles Canyon and
the existing 2-lane SR 84 and the proposed trail address risks (e.g. wildfire, flooding,
landslides) in our communities?  How will these two transportation systems, the 

-

-



Tri-City Ecology Center 
3375 Country Drive 
Fremont, CA 94536 

existing highway and proposed trail, around the Alameda Creek watershed enhance 
accessibility and cleanliness? 

4- Please establish a mitigation bank for contributions from agencies building nearby projects
that add more congestion through Niles Canyon by rail, truck and vehicle.  Suggested
mitigation funding should support inclusion of wildlife corridors, implementation of creating
habitat protection areas, adjustments to the proposed trail alignment to retain large trees
especially large trees providing shade over the creek, include interpretive signs as part of
the proposed trail for cultural and conservation education. It’s critical for the proposed trail
to also increase the 1:1 tree replacement ratio to a 1:3 or 1:5 tree replacement ratio
depending on the size of the existing tree canopies removed as compared to the new trees
planted. Existing tree canopies take decades to replace and avoiding tree removal should
be encouraged through trail alignment design. Mitigation should be on site and not o -site 
in other counties or cites not associated with the Alameda Creek watershed.

For a climate resilient Alameda County that creates economic resiliency, we need Niles Canyon as 
a safer area for all while protecting it.  Niles Canyon may reach an unsustainable level of vehicle 
and rail volume that could potentially degrade the fragile ecosystem.  Combine this with more 
frequent and extreme natural hazard risks such as flooding, wildfires and mudslides.  Widening 
Niles Canyon Hwy 84 is not a solution to maintain a healthy watershed, but a regional trail is. 

We thank Alameda County and our partners for leading the e ort to support a Niles Canyon 
regional trail vision that supports long-term environmental sustainability, improves user experience, 
promotes trail equity and maximizes funding and resources guiding our partners toward 
maintaining and improving a system of trails. We can’t help but marvel at the natural beauty of Niles 
Canyon and Alameda Creek.   

Respectfully submitted, 

Caroline Harris, Chairperson 

Liz Ames, Vice Chairperson 

Tri-City Ecology Center 

Info@tricityecology.org 

-



This page intentionally left blank 



Response B-4-1.

Response B-4-2.

Response B-4-3.

Response B-4-4.

Response B-4-5.





3.4 INDIVIDUALS 
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From: Lo, Amber
To: BERNARD CABANNE
Cc: Robert Stevens
Subject: RE: Niles Canyon Trail Project ----Comments for Draft EIR
Date: Monday, May 20, 2024 6:31:18 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you, Mr. Cabanne.  Your email was received.

Amber Lo, P.E. | Deputy Director
Department of Transportation
Alameda County Public Works Agency
399 Elmhurst Street, Hayward, CA 94544
(510) 670-5485 | amberl@acpwa.org | QIC 50501 |

 BERNARD CABANNE <bcabanne@comcast.net> 
 Sunday, May 19, 2024 9:01 PM

 Lo, Amber <amberl@acpwa.org>; BERNARD CABANNE <bcabanne@comcast.net>
 Niles Canyon Trail Project ----Comments for Draft EIR
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From: Lo, Amber
To: Alan Dent
Cc: Robert Stevens
Subject: RE: Niles Canyon Trail EIR
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2024 10:46:20 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hello Mr. D’Entremont,

Your email was received.

Amber Lo, P.E. | Deputy Director
Department of Transportation
Alameda County Public Works Agency
399 Elmhurst Street, Hayward, CA 94544
(510) 670-5485 | amberl@acpwa.org | QIC 50501 |

 Alan Dent <adent47@yahoo.com> 
 Tuesday, May 14, 2024 10:44 AM

 Lo, Amber <amberl@acpwa.org>
 Niles Canyon Trail EIR
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From: Lo, Amber
To: Linda Milanese
Cc: Robert Stevens
Subject: RE: Niles Canyon Trail Project
Date: Thursday, May 9, 2024 10:12:07 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you, Don and Linda.  Your email was received.

Amber

Amber Lo, P.E. | Deputy Director
Department of Transportation
Alameda County Public Works Agency
399 Elmhurst Street, Hayward, CA 94544
(510) 670-5485 | amberl@acpwa.org | QIC 50501 |

 Linda Milanese <lindamilanese3@yahoo.com> 
 Wednesday, May 8, 2024 11:12 PM

 Lo, Amber <amberl@acpwa.org>
 Niles Canyon Trail Project
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From: Jamie Nagata
To: Robert Stevens
Subject: Re: Niles Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Report
Date: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 9:36:03 AM
Attachments: IMG_0725.jpeg

IMG_0738.jpeg
IMG_1774.jpeg
IMG_1777.jpeg
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From: Jamie Nagata
To: Robert Stevens; Robert Stevens
Subject: Draft EIR for Niles Canyon Trail
Date: Friday, May 17, 2024 4:17:19 PM
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Response C-5-2. 
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Response C-5-4. 

State CEQA Guidelines



State CEQA 
Guidelines



From: Lo, Amber
To: Robert Stevens
Subject: FW: Nile’s canyon trail project draft eir
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 5:53:49 PM
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This page intentionally left blank 



From: Todd Nelson
To: Robert Stevens
Subject: Niles Canyon Trail EIR
Date: Saturday, April 27, 2024 4:15:21 PM



This page intentionally left blank 



Response C-7-1.
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From: Lo, Amber
To: Robert Stevens
Subject: FW: Niles Canyon Trail Project Draft EIR
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2024 11:49:58 AM
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State CEQA Guidelines
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From: Lina Owsley
To: Robert Stevens
Subject: Niles Canyon Trail Project EIR Report
Date: Friday, May 17, 2024 1:32:29 PM
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Response C-10-1.

Response C-10-2. 
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From: Lo, Amber
To: Robert Stevens
Subject: FW: Niles Canyon Trail Project Draft EIR
Date: Thursday, May 23, 2024 2:06:20 PM
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From: Lo, Amber
To: Robert Stevens
Subject: FW: Niles Canyon Trail Project Draft EIR
Date: Thursday, May 23, 2024 2:06:20 PM
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1

From: Mike Vandeman <mjvande@pacbell.net>
Sent: Saturday, May 18, 2024 8:31 PM
Subject: Niles Canyon Paved Road (Euphemistically Called a "Trail")
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Response C-13-1.

Response C-13-2.

Response C-13-3.
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3.5 PUBLIC MEETING 
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MEM OR AND UM  

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Steven Barkkarie, Sunol Resident 

Lina Owsley, Sunol Resident 



Kelly Abreu, Sunol Resident 

Andrew Turnbull, Sunol Resident 

Guy DeValle, Sunol Resident 



Ken Horton, Sunol Resident 
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Response D-1-1.

Response D-1-2.

Response D-1-3.

Response D-1-4.

Response D-2-1.



Response D-2-2.

Response D-2-3.

Memorandum, Trail users and associated 
parking demand and traffic generated by the Niles Canyon Trail

 

Response D-2-4.

Response D-2-5.

Response D-2-6.

Response D-2-7.

Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for 
Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park Land Use Plan, Alameda County, California. 



Response D-2-8.

Response D-3-1.

Response D-4-1.

Response D-4-2.

Response D-5-1.

Response D-5-2.



Response D-5-3.

Response D-5-4.

Response D-6-1.

Response D-6-2.



4.0 DRAFT EIR TEXT REVISIONS 

 

Natural Resources and Lands Management Division Standard Operating Procedure 
(SOP) for Non-Aquatic Decontamination for Invasive Plants, Pests, and Pathogens 
for All Work on SFPUC Peninsula and Watershed Lands. 

Natural Resources and Lands Management Division Field Standard Operating 
Procedures Decontamination for Aquatic Surveys.



Table 4.3.C: Special-Status Animal Species Potentially Occurring in the Vicinity of the Project Area 

Species Status* 
(Federal/State) Habitat Requirements Potential for Occurrence 

Invertebrates

Bombus occidentalis 
 

Bombus crotchii 

Low Potential

Rana boylii

Emys



Mitigation Measure BIO-2b



Natural Resources 
and Lands Management Division Standard 
Operating Procedure (SOP) for Non-Aquatic 
Decontamination for Invasive Plants, Pests, and 
Pathogens for All Work on SFPUC Peninsula and 
Watershed Lands Natural Resources and 
Lands Management Division Field Standard 
Operating Procedures Decontamination for Aquatic 



Surveys 

Mitigation Measure BIO-1a

Protocols 
for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special 
Status Native Plant Populations and Natural 
Communities.

 

Mitigation Measure BIO-1b

 





potentially significant 

Mitigation Measure BIO-4c  

Mitigation Measure BIO-8b





potentially 
significant



Impact BIO-10: Construction of the proposed project could result in a potentially 
significant impact to Crotch’s bumble bee. 

Mitigation Measure BIO-10a

Bombus

Bombus

Mitigation Measure BIO-10b

Mitigation Measure BIO-10c



 

less than significant with mitigation

less than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation Measure BIO-101 



Quercus 



less than significant with mitigation, 

Threshold 4.3.4: Wildlife Corridors and Native Wildlife Nursery Sites. 

Mitigation Measure BIO-13a

 



Mitigation Measure BIO-13b

Mitigation Measure BIO-13c



 

potentially significant 

potentially significant

Impact BIO-12: The placement of retaining walls and trail fencing associated with 
the proposed project and the increase in human activity 
associated with trail operation could adversely impact wildlife 
movement.  

Mitigation Measure BIO-12d



Mitigation Measure BIO-134c

Quercus 



Mitigation Measure GEO-1b

Alameda County Water District Groundwater Protection Program.

Information Advisory, Clean Imported Fill Material. 

Soil Import/Export 
Characterization Requirements. 



City of Fremont, Certified Unified Program Agency. 

Mitigation Measure HAZ-1a



 

Mitigation Measure HAZ-1b



Regional and Local Regulations.

Alameda Watershed Management Plan

Water Enterprise Environmental Stewardship Policy , 

Alameda Watershed Management Plan. 



Water Quality (WQ) Primary Goal: 
 

Policy WQ1. 

Policy WQ1.1. 

 

Policy WQ7. 
 

Policy WQ8.  

Policy WQ10. 

Policy WQ11. 

. 

Policy WQ16. 
 

Policy WQ17. 

 

Policy WQ18. 
 



Policy WQ26. 

Policy WQ28. 

Water Supply Secondary Goal: 

Policy WS3. 

Policy WS5.

Policy WS7. 

Vegetation (V) Secondary Goal: 

Policy V3.

Policy V5. 

Policy V7. the biodiversity and genetic integrity of the watershed 
plant communities, where possible.

Policy V8. 

Policy V9.  

Policy V15. 

Wildlife (W) Secondary Goal: 



Policy W1.

Policy W2.

Policy W3.

Policy W4.

Policy W5

Policy W6.

Policy W8. 
 

Policy W9.   

. 

Policy W10.  

 

Aquatic Resources (AR) Secondary Goal: 
 

Policy AR1

Policy AR2



Policy AR4.

Policy AR5.

Policy AR7

Policy AR10. 

Cultural Resources (CR) Secondary Goal: 

Policy CR1

Policy CR2.

Policy CR3.

Policy CR5.

Policy CR9.



Fire Secondary (F) Goal: 

Policy F3
. 

Policy F7. 
 

Policy F8. 

 

Safety and Security (S) Secondary Goal: 

Policy S1.

Policy S2.

Policy S3.

Policy S4.

Policy S5.

Policy S6

Policy S7

Policy S12.



Policy S13

Watershed Activities (WA)Secondary Goal: 

Policy WA2.

Policy WA13.

Policy WA14.

Policy WA15.

Policy WA15.2.

Policy WA15.3.

Policy WA15.4.

Policy WA16.  

Policy WA19.



Policy WA20. 

Policy WA21. 

Policy WA22. 



Policy WA23.

Policy WA24.

Policy WA26.

Policy WA27.

Policy WA28.

Policy WA31.

Public Awareness and Agency Participation (PA) Secondary Goal:

Policy PA3.



SFPUC Water Enterprise Environmental Stewardship Policy. 

Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Alameda Watershed Management Plan 
Policy WQ1 Consistent. 

Policy WQ1.1 

 

Inconsistent. 

Policy WQ7 

 

Consistent. 

 
Policy WQ8 Consistent. 

 
Policy WQ10 Inconsistent.

Policy WQ11 

 

Consistent. 

 



Goal/Policy/
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy

Policy WQ16 Consistent. 

Policy WQ17 Inconsistent. 

Policy WQ18

. 

Consistent. 

Policy WQ26 Consistent

Policy WQ28 Inconsistent. 

Policy WS3 Consistent. 

Policy WS5 Consistent. 

Policy WS7 Consistent. 

Policy V3 Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy V5   Consistent. 

 
Policy V7   Consistent. 

 
Policy V8   Consistent. 

Policy V9   Consistent. 

 
Policy V15 Consistent. 

 
Policy W1 Consistent. 

 
Policy W2.   Consistent. 

 
Policy W3   Consistent. 

 
Policy W4   Consistent. 

 



Goal/Policy/
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy

Policy W5  Consistent. 

Policy W6 Consistent. 

Policy W8  Inconsistent. 

Policy W9  Consistent. 

Policy W10 Consistent. 

Policy AR1 Consistent. 

Policy AR2 Consistent. 

Policy AR4 Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy AR5 Consistent. 

 
Policy AR7 Consistent. 

 
Policy AR10 Inconsistent. 

 

Policy CR1 Consistent.

Policy CR2 Consistent.

 
Policy CR3 Consistent.

 
Policy CR5 Consistent.



Goal/Policy/
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy

Policy CR9 Consistent. 

Policy F3 Consistent. 

Policy F7 Consistent. 

Policy F8 Consistent. 

Policy S1 Consistent. 

Policy S2 Consistent. 

Policy S3 Consistent. 

Policy S4 Consistent. 

Policy S5 Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy S6 Consistent. 

 

Policy S7 Consistent. 

Policy S12 Consistent

Policy WA2 Inconsistent. 

Policy WA13 Consistent. 

 
Policy WA15 Consistent. 

Policy WA15.2 Consistent. 

Policy WA15.4 Consistent. 

Policy WA16 Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy

Policy WA19 Consistent. 

Policy WA20 Consistent. 

Policy WA21 Consistent. 

Policy WA22 Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/ 
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy 

Policy WA23 Consistent. 

Policy WA24 Consistent. 

Policy WA26 Consistent. 

Policy WA27 Consistent. 

Policy WA28 Consistent. 

Policy WA31 Consistent. 



Goal/Policy/
Objective/Number Policy Summary Project’s Relationship to Policy

Policy AF7 Consistent. 

Policy AF11 Consistent. 

Policy AF12 Consistent. 

Policy PA3 Consistent



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

4.3: BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
BIO-1: BIO-1a: 

Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations 
and Natural Communities.

BIO-1b: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

BIO-2: BIO-2a:

BIO-2b: 
  



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

BIO-3: BIO-3a: 

 

BIO-3b: 

BIO-3c: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

BIO-3d:

BIO-3e: 

BIO-3f:

BIO-3g: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

Rana catesbeiana

BIO-4: BIO-4a: 

BIO-4b: 

BIO-4c



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

BIO-5: BIO-5a:

BIO-5b:

BIO-6: BIO-6:

,



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

BIO-7: BIO-7: 

BIO-8: BIO-8a: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

BIO-8b: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

BIO-9: BIO-9a: 

BIO-9b: 

BIO-9c: 

BIO-10: BIO-10a: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

BIO-10b:

BIO-10c:

BIO-101: BIO-101: 

o
o



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

o

o

BIO-112: BIO-112a 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

o

o

o
o



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

BIO-112b:

BIO-123: BIO-13a: 

 

BIO-123b: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

BIO-13c:

BIO-13d:

BIO-134: BIO-134a: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

BIO-134b: 

 

BIO-14c: 

Quercus
o
o
o

o
4.5 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
GEO-1: GEO-1a:



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

GEO-1b: 

Information Advisory, Clean Imported Fill Material. 

Soil Import/Export Characterization Requirements. 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

GEO-2:

 

GEO-2: Paleontological Resource Protection.

4.6 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
HAZ-1: HAZ-1a: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

HAZ-1b: 

HAZ-2: HAZ-2: 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

4.7 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
HYD-1: HYD-1: Equipment and Materials Storage and Maintenance Operations.

HYD-2: HYD-2: 

 

4.8 LAND USE AND PLANNING 
There are no significant impacts to land use and planning. 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

4.9 NOISE
NOI-1: NOI-1 : Construction Noise.

NOI-2: NOI-2: 

4.10 PUBLIC SERVICES
There are no significant impacts to public services.
4.11 RECREATION
There are no significant impacts to recreation



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts 
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures 
Level of 

Significance 
With Mitigation 

4.12 TRANSPORTATION 
TRA-1: TRA-1:

California Joint Utility Traffic Control Manual
California Joint 

Utility Traffic Control Manual

TRA-2: TRA-2:

4.13 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
TCR-1: TCR-1: Native American Monitoring. 



Table 2.A: Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures  

Environmental Impacts
Level of 

Significance 
Without Mitigation

Mitigation Measures
Level of 

Significance
With Mitigation

TCR-2: TCR-2a: 
TCR-2b: 

4.14 UTILITIES AND SERVICES SYSTEMS
There are no significant impacts to utilities and service systems.


