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PREFACE

PURPOSE OF AN ADDENDUM

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) recognizes that between the date an
environmental document is completed and the date the project is fully implemented, one or more of
the following changes may occur: 1) the project may change; 2) the environmental setting in which
the project is located may change; 3) laws, regulations, or policies may change in ways that impact
the environment; and/or 4) previously unknown information can arise. Before proceeding with a
project, CEQA requires the Lead Agency to evaluate these changes to determine whether or not they
affect the conclusions in the environmental document.

In June 2005, the City of San José certified the Final Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
for the North San José Development Policies Update (SCH# 2004102067) that allows for 26.7
million square feet of new industrial/office/Research & Development uses, 1.7 million square feet of
new neighborhood serving commercial uses, and the addition of 32,000 new residential units in the
Rincon Area.

The purpose of this Addendum is to analyze the impacts of the Rosemary Housing project, which
proposes the development of up to 106 senior and 184 family affordable housing units on an
approximately four-acre site located in north San José.

The CEQA Guidelines 815162 state that when an EIR has been certified or negative declaration
adopted for a project, no subsequent EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency
determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, one or more of the
following:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects;

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant effects; or

3. New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as
complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

a. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or
negative declaration;

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in
the previous EIR;

c. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed
in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but he project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.



Preface

CEQA Guidelines 815164 state that the lead agency or a responsible agency shall prepare an
addendum to a previously certified EIR, if some changes or additions are necessary, but none of the
conditions described in 815162 (see above) requiring the preparation of a subsequent EIR have
occurred.

Based on the description of the proposed project, knowledge of the project site, and the attached
analysis, the City concludes that the proposed project would not result in any new impacts not
previously disclosed in the North San José Development Policies Update EIR or substantially
increase the magnitude of any significant environmental impacts previously identified in the EIR.
For these reasons, an addendum to the North San José Development Policies Update EIR has been
prepared for the proposed project.

This addendum will not be circulated for public review, but will be attached to the North San José
Development Policies Update EIR, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15164(c).
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SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

This Addendum is being prepared to conform to the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations 815000 et. seg.), and
the regulations and policies of the City of San Jose.

This Addendum evaluates the environmental impacts that can reasonably be anticipated to result
from the proposed rezoning of an approximately four-acre site in north San José from Commercial
Neighborhood, Commercial General, and Light Industrial to A(PD) — Planned Development and the
development of up to 106 senior and 184 family affordable housing units.

The City of San José is the Lead Agency under CEQA and has prepared this Addendum to address
the impacts of implementing the proposed rezoning on the project site.

Tiering of the Environmental Review

In accordance with CEQA Sections 21093(a) and 21093(b) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15152(a),
this Addendum tiers off the City of San José Final Program EIR for the North San José Development
Policies Update (State Clearinghouse #2004102067) certified by the City Council in June 2005
(hereinafter referenced as the NSJ FPEIR).

CEQA Section 21093(b) states that environmental impact reports shall be tiered whenever feasible,
as determined by the lead agency. “Tiering” refers to using the analysis of general matters contained
in a broader Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (such as one prepared for a general plan or policy
statement) in subsequent EIRs or Initial Studies/negative declarations on narrower projects; and
concentrating the later environmental review on the issues specific to the later project [CEQA
Guidelines 15152(a)].

Tiering is appropriate when it helps a public agency to focus on issues at each level of environmental
review and to avoid or eliminate duplicative analysis of environmental effects examined in previous
environmental impact reports [CEQA Section 21093(a)].

The amount of residential development proposed was included and analyzed in the certified 2005
NSJ FPEIR, and the FPEIR evaluated, at a program level, developing residential uses on the project
site. This Addendum evaluates the project-specific environmental impacts that were not addressed in
the 2005 NSJ FPEIR. The CEQA Guidelines (815164 and 15162) describe a process for evaluating
the potential significance of new information. The process can reach one of three conclusions:

1. The new information does not result in the identification of a new significant environmental
impact not already addressed in the EIR, and it does not identify a substantial increase in the
magnitude of a previously-identified significant environmental impact. Therefore, no
additional environmental review is required.

2. The new information does result in identification of a new significant environmental impact
not previously disclosed in the EIR and/or it identifies a substantial increase in the magnitude
of a previously-identified significant environmental impact. Therefore, preparation of a
Supplemental EIR is required.

3. In order to make a determination of whether the existing EIR is adequate or whether
preparation of a Supplemental EIR is warranted, further technical studies are required.
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SECTION 2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

2.1 PROJECT TITLE
Rosemary Housing
2.2 PROJECT LOCATION

The approximately four-acre project site is located in the southeast quadrant of the North First Street
and East Rosemary Street intersection in north San José. The project site is bounded by North First
Street to the west, East Rosemary Avenue to the north, residential development to the east, and
Interstate 880 to the south.

The surrounding land uses include commercial uses west and north of the project site and residential
uses east of the project site. Regional and vicinity maps of the project site are shown on Figure 2.0-1
and 2.0-2, respectively. An aerial photograph showing the surrounding land uses is on Figure 2.0-3.

2.3 PROPERTY OWNER/PROPONENT

ROEM Development Corporation
Jonathan Emami

1650 Lafayette Street

Santa Clara, CA 95050

(408) 984-5600 ext. 22

2.4 LEAD AGENCY CONTACT

City of San Jose

Department of Planning, Building, and Code Enforcement

John Baty, Project Planner

200 East Santa Clara Street

San José, CA 95113-1905

(408) 535-7894

25  ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS

235-05-013, 235-05-014, 235-05-015, 235-05-016 and 235-05-012

2.6 GENERAL PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION AND ZONING DESIGNATION

General Plan Land Use Designation: Transit Corridor Residential (25-65 DU/AC)

Zoning Designation:  Commercial Neighborhood, Commercial General, and Light Industrial

City of San José 4 Addendum
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SECTION 3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3.1 OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The project site’s existing General Plan land use designation is Transit Corridor Residential (25-60
DU/AC) and its zoning is Commercial Neighborhood, Commercial General, and Light Industrial.
The project site is currently developed with four commercial buildings and associated paved parking
areas.

The project proposes to rezone the site to A(PD) — Planned Development and to develop up to 106
senior and 184 family housing units on the approximately four-acre site (i.e., approximately 73
dwelling units per acre). One hundred percent of both the senior and family housing proposed by the
project will be low income housing. Prior to development of the project, the existing development
on the site would be demolished and removed from the site. The project applicant anticipates
completing the construction of the project in three phases over five years, starting in 2008.

A detailed description of the proposed project is provided below.
3.2 SENIOR HOUSING

Up to 106 senior housing units are proposed by the project. These would all be one-bedroom units
and would be constructed over a podium garage in one building. The senior housing building would
front East Rosemary Street on the west side of the project site adjacent to North First Street and
would be four stories tall with a maximum height of approximately 50 feet.

3.2.1 Open Space

As shown on Figure 3-1, the senior housing building would include a central courtyard common
open space area for the residents of the building. In addition to the common open space area, each
unit would have a private balcony or patio that would be located on the interior of the building facing
the central courtyard or on the building exterior facing the adjacent residential or commercial land
uses.

3.2.2 Parking

On-site parking for the senior housing units would be provided beneath the building in a partially
below-grade garage. The proposed garage would provide a total of 77 parking spaces for cars, and
bicycle parking.

3.2.3 Access

One driveway from East Rosemary Street would provide vehicular ingress and egress to the proposed
senior housing building parking garage. Sidewalks on North First and East Rosemary Street would
provide pedestrian access to the senior housing building.

3.3 FAMILY HOUSING

Up to 184 family housing units are proposed by the project, including 38 one-bedroom, 110 two-
bedroom, and 36 three-bedroom units. The family housing units would be constructed in one

City of San José 8 Addendum
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Section 3.0 — Project Description

building over a podium garage that would front East Rosemary Street immediately east of the
proposed senior housing building. The building would be four stories tall with a maximum height of
approximately 50 feet.

3.3.1 Open Space

As shown on Figure 3-1, the family housing building would include two landscaped common open
space areas for the residents of the building. In addition to the common open space areas, each unit
would have a private balcony or patio that would be located on the interior of the building facing the
central courtyard or on the building exterior facing the adjacent residential or commercial land uses.

3.3.2 Parking

Parking for the family housing units would be provided on-site in a partially below-grade garage.
The garage beneath the family housing building would provide a total of 294 parking spaces for cars,
46 spaces for motorcycles, and areas for bicycle parking.

3.2.3 Access

Similar to the senior housing building, one driveway from East Rosemary Street would provide
vehicular ingress and egress to the family housing building parking garage. Sidewalks on East
Rosemary Street would provide pedestrian access to the family housing building.

3.4 RIGHT-OF-WAY DEDICATION

The project proposes to dedicate public street right-of-way for sidewalk improvements on North First
Street and East Rosemary Street.

City of San José 9 Addendum
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SECTION 40 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, CHECKLIST, AND
DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

In accordance with CEQA Section 21093(b) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15152(a), this
Addendum tiers off the City of San José 2005 NSJ FPEIR (approved June 2005).

The development of residential uses on the site was included and analyzed in the certified 2005 NSJ
FPEIR, and the FPEIR evaluated, at a program level, the environmental impacts of developing
residential uses on the project site. This Addendum evaluates the project-specific environmental
impacts of the proposed development that were not addressed in the 2005 NSJ FPEIR.

This section, Section 4.0 Environmental Setting, Checklist, and Discussion of Impacts, describes
the existing environmental conditions on and near the project site and the environmental impacts that
could result from the proposed project. The environmental checklist, as recommended in the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, was used to compare the environmental
impacts of the “Proposed Project” with those of the “Approved Project” (i.e., development approved
in the 2005 NSJ FPEIR) and to identify whether the proposed project would likely result in new
significant environmental impacts. The right-hand column in the checklist lists the source(s) of
information for the answer to each question. The sources cited are identified at the end of this
section. Mitigation measures are identified for all significant project impacts. “Mitigation Measures”
are measures that will minimize, avoid, or eliminate a significant impact (CEQA Guideline 15370).
Measures that are required by law or are City standard conditions of approval are categorized as
“Standard Measures.” Measures that are proposed by the applicant that will further reduce or avoid
already less than significant impacts are categorized as “Avoidance Measures.”

4.1 AESTHETICS
411 Setting
41.1.1 Project Site

The approximately four-acre site is located in the southeast quadrant of the North First Street and
East Rosemary Street intersection in north San José. The project site is bounded by North First
Street to the east, East Rosemary Street to the north, and Interstate 880 to the south (refer to Figure
2.0-3). The site and surrounding area are flat and, as a result, the project site is only visible from the
immediate area. Interstate 880 is elevated on fill adjacent to the project site, which blocks views of
the project site from the south.

The project site is currently developed with four older commercial buildings and surface parking lots.
The existing one- or two-story commercial buildings range in height from approximately 17 to 27
feet and range in size from approximately 6,500 to 24,500 square feet. Landscaping on the project
site includes numerous trees and shrubs, many of which have been neglected. The three eastern
buildings located on the project site are vacant and the windows are boarded up. Photos of the
project site are shown on the following page.

City of San José 11 Addendum
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Photo 1 - One of two existing one-story buildings on the project site. The vacant building
fronts East Rosemary Street on the east half of the site. The photo was taken from
East Rosemary Street looking south.

Photo 2 - e of two existing o-story buildings on the Eject site. The vacant building
fronts East Rosemary Street on the east half of the site. The photo was taken from
East Rosemary Street looking south.

1 i

PHOTOS 1 AND 2
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Photo 3 - One of two existing one-story buildings on the project site. The vacant building
fronts East Rosemary Street on the west half of the site. The photo was taken from
East Rosemary Street looking southeast.

Photo 4 - One of two existing two-story blildings on the project site. The occupied building
fronts North First Street on the west half of the site. The photo was taken from East
Rosemary Street looking southwest.

PHOTOS 3 AND 4
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Section 4.0 — Environmental Setting, Checklist, and Discussion of Impacts

4112 Surrounding Area

The development surrounding the project site includes older one- and two-story commercial
buildings to the west across North First Street, two-story hotels to the north across East Rosemary
Street, a four-story senior housing building (formerly the Adlon Hotel) to the east of the project site,
and Interstate 880 to the south (elevated approximately 15 feet above-grade with fill).

4113 Scenic Vistas

The project site is not located within a scenic viewshed or visible from a state designated scenic
highway (Interstate 880 is not a designated scenic highway). Existing development limits views of
the east foothills from the project site.

4114 Light and Glare

There are numerous existing sources of light and glare on the project site and surrounding area,

including street lights, security lights, parking lot lights, car headlights, and reflective surfaces such
as window panes.

4.1.2 Environmental Checklist and Discussion of Impacts
AESTHETICS
New Less
New Than New Less Same Less Impact| Information
Potentially  Significant Than Impact as than Source(s)/
Significant With Significant “Approved “Approved | Discussion
Impact Mitigation Impact Project” Project” Location
Incorporated

Would the project:

1) Have a substantial adverse effect [] [] [] X [] 1,2
on a scenic vista?
2) Substantially damage scenic [] [] [] X [] 1,2

resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state
scenic highway?

3) Substantially degrade the existing [] [] [] X [] 1,2
visual character or quality of the
site and its surroundings?

4) Create a new source of substantial [] [] [] X [] 1,2
light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

5) Increase the amount of shading on [] [] [] X [] 1
private or public open space (e.qg.,
backyards, parks, plazas, and/or
school yards)?
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Section 4.0 — Environmental Setting, Checklist, and Discussion of Impacts

4121 Change in Visual Character

The project proposes to demolish and remove the four existing buildings and associated parking lots
and landscaping on the site and to construct up to 106 senior and 184 family housing units. The
certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR analyzed the visual impacts associated with the development of high-
density residential on the site and other locations in north San José. As discussed in the 2005 NSJ
FPEIR, the proposed high-density residential uses would result in development of greater building
mass and density than the existing uses on the project site, with fewer trees and landscaping. The
2005 NSJ FPEIR concluded that future development in conformance with the City’s Residential
Design Guidelines would avoid significant visual and aesthetic impacts, including the following:

. Chapter 5 — Perimeter Setbacks: Residential structures of three stories or more are to be set
back a minimum of 15 feet from incompatible uses. Residential structures of three stories or
more are to be setback a minimum of 25 feet from public open space.

. Chapter 9 — Landscaped Areas: Landscaping should be provided in all setback areas
between project walls and/or fences and the rights-of-way of public streets and sidewalks.
The landscaping should be generous and should include trees and/or shrubs as well as
groundcover. Tall shrubs or vines should be planted to help screen walls and fences and
provide protection from graffiti.

. Chapter 11 — Building Design: This chapter specifies minimum facade articulation, vertical
and horizontal roof articulation, the quality of building materials and details, stylistic
consistency, and the need for care and attention to detail in design of street facades.

. Chapter 14 - Solar Access: Within a project, buildings should not be located in positions that
will result in substantial shading of the private open space of adjacent units in the project.

The proposed project is not located adjacent to incompatible uses or public open space. Therefore,
Chapter 5 — Perimeter Setbacks is not applicable to the project. Prior to issuance of Planned
Development Permits, the proposed landscape plan and building design plans will be submitted to the
City for review and approval to ensure project conformance with Chapter 9 — Landscaped Areas and
Chapter 11 — Building Design of the Residential Design Guidelines. As shown on Figure 3-1, the
open space areas proposed by the project are oriented facing south with unobstructed exposure to the
sun, which conforms to Chapter 14 — Solar Access of the Residential Design Guidelines.

As discussed above, the proposed project would be consistent with the uses envisioned on the site by
the 2005 NSJ FPEIR and would conform to the applicable Residential Design Guidelines identified
in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR to avoid significant visual and aesthetic impacts. For these reasons,
the proposed project would not result in any new or more significant visual or aesthetic impacts than
were described in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR.

4122 Light and Glare Impacts

As discussed in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR, because the proposed buildings would be greater in
mass and density than the existing on-site buildings, light and glare in the project area would
incrementally increase. The certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR concluded that significant light and glare
impacts, including light spillover onto adjacent properties, would be reduced or avoided by
compliance with the City’s Outdoor Lighting Policy (Policy 4-3).

Prior to issuance of Planned Development Permits, the proposed lighting plan will be submitted to
the City for review and approval to ensure project conformance with the City’s Outdoor Lighting

City of San José 15 Addendum
Rosemary Housing June 2008



Section 4.0 — Environmental Setting, Checklist, and Discussion of Impacts

Policy (4-3), which includes the use of low-pressure sodium outdoor security lighting on-site, along
walkways, entrance areas, common outdoor use areas, and parking areas.

The proposed project would not result in any new or more significant light and glare impacts than
were described in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR.

4123 Impacts to Scenic Vistas

The certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR concluded that the amount of development proposed would reduce the
availability of views of the foothills. The views of the foothills from streets and existing buildings in
the project vicinity may be reduced as a result of the proposed taller buildings on-site; however, the
views from the new, proposed development would provide improved views of the foothills in
comparison to the views provided by the existing buildings on-site.

The proposed project would contribute to the identified impacts to scenic vistas in the certified 2005
NSJ FPEIR. The proposed project will not result in any new or more significant impacts to scenic
vistas than those described in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR.

4124 Shade and Shadow Impacts

As discussed in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR, the City of San José typically identifies significant
shade and shadow impacts as occurring when a building or other structure substantially reduces
natural sunlight on private or public open spaces. No private or public open spaces would be shaded
by the project. Maximum shading occurs on December 21, the winter solstice, when the sun is at the
lowest angle above the horizon. Figure 4-1 shows the project’s shadows during the winter solstice.
Generally, during the winter morning hours, shadows from the proposed project would fall in a
northwesterly direction, shading the project itself, East Rosemary Street, the parking lot and hotel
building across East Rosemary Street and North First Street. During the winter midday hours, the
project shadows would be shorter and would fall in a northerly direction, shading the parking lot
adjacent to the eastern boundary of the site and East Rosemary Street. Winter afternoon shadows
from the project would fall in a northeasterly direction, shading the project itself, the parking lot and
senior housing building adjacent to the east boundary of the site and East Rosemary Street. The
senior housing building adjacent to the site does not include any outdoor open space areas.

As described above, the proposed project would not reduce natural sunlight on private or public open
spaces. The project design would not introduce any inconsistencies with City policies about sun and
shade and would not result in any new or more significant shade and shadow impacts than those that
were described in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR.

4125 Solar Access

The City’s Residential Design Guidelines contain guidelines for the orientation of buildings to gain
optimum solar access. The guidelines include constructing the long axis of a building along the east-
west axis, which orients the broad face of the building south and maximizes the incidence of south
facing windows (Residential Design Guidelines, Chapter 14, Guidelines A.2). The proposed
buildings are oriented along the east-west axis. Therefore, the project is consistent with the analysis
in the 2005 NSJ FPEIR.
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Section 4.0 — Environmental Setting, Checklist, and Discussion of Impacts

41.3 Conclusion

The proposed project would not result in any new or more significant visual or aesthetic impacts than
those that were described in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR. (No New Impact)
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Section 4.0 — Environmental Setting, Checklist, and Discussion of Impacts

4.2 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
4.2.1 Setting

While north San José was cultivated with a variety of crops for over a hundred years, including
orchards, field crops, and greenhouse-grown flowers, very little agriculture remains. The project site
is developed with urban uses and is not the subject of a Williamson Act contract. All of the land in
the project area, including the project site, is designated Urban and Built-up Land on the Santa Clara
County Important Farmlands Map 2006.

422 Environmental Checklist and Discussion of Impacts

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

New Less
New Than New Less Same Less Impact| Information
Potentially Significant Than Impact as than Source(s)/
Significant With Significant  “Approved “Approved| Discussion
Impact  Mitigation Impact Project” Project” Location
Incorporated

Would the project:

1) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique [] [] [] = [] 1,2,3
Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use?

2) Conflict with existing zoning for [] [] [] = [] 1,2,4
agricultural use, or a Williamson
Act contract?

3) Involve other changes in the [] [] [] = [] 1,2
existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use?

The project site is developed with urban uses and is not the subject of a Williamson Act contract. All
of the land in the project area, including the project site, is designated Urban and Built-up Land.

4.2.3 Conclusion

The proposed project would not impact agricultural resources and, therefore, is consistent with the
analysis in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR. (No New Impact)
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Section 4.0 — Environmental Setting, Checklist, and Discussion of Impacts

4.3 AIR QUALITY
4.3.1 Setting
43.1.1 Background Information

The ambient and regulatory requirements regarding air quality have basically remained unchanged
since the approval of the 2005 NSJ FPEIR. The primary change is that the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (BAAQMD) adopted the Bay Area 2005 Ozone Strategy on January 4, 2006.
The Bay Area 2005 Ozone Strategy updates vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and other assumptions in
the 2000 CAP related to the reduction of ozone in the atmosphere and serves as the current CAP for
the Bay Area. The Bay Area 2005 Ozone Strategy is based upon Projections 2002, prepared by the
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), which is based upon the City’s General Plan at that
time and includes high-density residential uses on the project site.

43.1.2 Diesel Particulate Matter

Particulate matter from diesel engine exhaust is a toxic air contaminant that can cause cancer. The
project site is adjacent to Interstate 880 and, as a result, may be exposed to diesel particulate matter
generated by truck traffic.

4.3.1.3 Sensitive Receptors

BAAQMD defines sensitive receptors as facilities where sensitive receptor population groups
(children, the elderly, the acutely and chronically ill) are likely to be located. These land uses
included residences, school playgrounds, child-care centers, retirement homes, convalescent homes,
hospitals and medical clinics. Sensitive receptors near the project site include the senior housing
building east of the project site and the residences west of North First Steet (refer to Figure 2.0-3).

4.3.2 Environmental Checklist and Discussion of Impacts
AIR QUALITY
New Less
New Than New Less Same Less Impact| Information
Potentially  Significant Than Impact as than Source(s)/
Significant With Significant “Approved “Approved| Discussion
Impact Mitigation ~ Impact Project” Project” Location
Incorporated

Would the project:
1) Conflict with or obstruct [] [] [] [] X 1,2,5
implementation of the applicable

air quality plan?

2) Violate any air quality standard or [] [] [] X [] 1,2,5,6
contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality
violation?
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AIR QUALITY

New Less
New Than New Less Same Less Impact| Information
Potentially ~ Significant Than Impact as than Source(s)/
Significant With Significant “Approved “Approved| Discussion
Impact Mitigation ~ Impact Project” Project” Location
Incorporated

Would the project:

precursors?

people?

3) Result in a cumulatively [] [] [] X [] 1,2,5

considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the
project region is classified as non-
attainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air
quality standard including
releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone

4) Expose sensitive receptors to [] [] [] X ] 25,6
substantial pollutant

concentrations?
5) Create objectionable odors [] [] [] 4 [] 1,2
affecting a substantial number of

4321 Impacts from the Project

Regional Air Quality Impacts

Vehicular trips generated by the proposed project would contribute to the significant regional air
quality impacts identified in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR. The proposed project, however, would
not result in any new or more significant regional or local air quality impacts than were described in
the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR.

Impact AIR - 1:

Vehicular trips generated by the proposed project would contribute to the
significant regional air quality impacts identified in the 2005 NSJ FPEIR.
(Significant Impact)

Mitigation Measure: The following mitigation measure was identified as part of the certified 2005

NSJ FPEIR and is proposed by the current project:

MM AIR -1.1: The project shall implement measures identified by BAAQMD to reduce
long-term contributions to regional emissions, which may include, but are not
limited to, the following:

. Providing bicycle lanes, sidewalks and/or paths, connecting project
residences to adjacent schools, parks, the nearest transit stop and
nearby commercial areas;

. Providing a satellite telecommute center within or near the
development;
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. Providing secure and conveniently placed bicycle parking and storage
facilities at parks and other facilities;
. Allowing only natural gas fireplaces, pellet stoves, or EPA-Certified

wood-burning fireplaces or stoves in residences. Conventional open-
hearth fireplaces should not be permitted. EPA-Certified fireplaces
and fireplace inserts are 75 percent effective in reducing emissions
from this source;

. Using electric lawn and garden equipment for landscaping
maintenance;

. Constructing transit amenities such as bus turnouts/bus bulbs,
benches, and shelters;

. Providing direct, safe, attractive pedestrian access from project land
uses to transit stops and adjacent development;

. Utilizing reflective (or high albedo) and emissive roofs and light

colored construction materials to increase the reflectivity of roads,
driveways, and other paved surfaces, and include shade trees near
buildings to directly shield them from the sun’s rays and reduce local
air temperature and cooling energy demand; and

o Providing transit passes to new residents.

Construction-Related Impacts

Construction activities would temporarily affect local air quality. Construction activities such as
demolition, 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 for a short time 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 soils are exposed to the atmosphere. The effects of construction
activities would be increased dustfall and locally elevated levels of PM;o downwind of construction
activity.

The development of the proposed project would contribute to the significant construction-related,
short-term air quality impacts identified in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR. The proposed project,
however, would not result in any new or more significant construction-related air quality impacts
than were described in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR.

Impact AIR - 2: The development of the proposed project would contribute to the significant
construction-related, short-term air quality impacts identified in the 2005 NSJ
FPEIR. (Significant Impact)

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures were identified as part of the certified
2005 NSJ FPEIR and are proposed by the project:

MM AIR -2.1: Water all active construction areas at least twice daily.
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MM AIR -2.2: Water or cover stockpiles of debris, soil, sand, or other materials that can be
blown by the wind.

MM AIR -2.3: Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials or require all
trucks to maintain at least two feet of freeboard.

MM AIR -2.4: Sweep daily (preferably with water sweepers) all paved access roads, parking
areas, and staging areas at construction sites.

MM AIR - 2.5: Sweep streets daily (preferably with water sweepers) if visible soil material is
carried onto adjacent public streets.

MM AIR - 2.6: Hydroseed or apply non-toxic soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas.

MM AIR -2.7: Enclose, cover, water twice daily, or apply non-toxic soil binders to exposed
stockpiles (dirt, sand, etc.)

MM AIR -2.8: Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to
public roadways.

MM AIR -2.9: Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.
4.3.2.2 Impacts to the Project
Diesel Particulate Matter

A diesel particulate matter air quality analysis was completed by Illingworth & Rodkin in October
2007. A copy of this report is included in Appendix A of this Addendum. The purpose of the
analysis was to evaluate the health effects of long-term exposure to diesel particulate matter from
Interstate 880 upon the future occupants of the proposed residences. The health impact from diesel
particulate matter is expressed in terms of an increased risk of contracting cancer.

According to BAAQMD, an incremental risk of greater than 10 cases per million at the Maximally
Exposed Individual for a 70-year exposure period is a significant impact. Dispersion modeling was
completed to evaluate the incremental cancer risk resulting from residing at the proposed residences.
Details regarding the modeling and assumptions used in the model are provided in Appendix A.

The modeling results show that the incremental cancer risk over the course of a 70-year lifetime
exposure is 10.1 cases per million for the residence nearest Interstate 880. Because the BAAQMD
threshold of significance is 10 in a million (i.e., not 10.0 in a million), rounding 10.1 down to 10 is
appropriate and; therefore, the impact is less than significant.*

4.3.3 Conclusion

Impact AIR - 1: The proposed project, with the implementation of the above mitigation
measures, would not result in any new or more significant regional air quality

! Greg Tholen, Senior Environmental Engineer, Planning Division, BAAQMD. Personal Communication. June 12,
2008.
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impacts than those addressed in the certified 2005 NSJ FPEIR. (No New
Impact)

Impact AIR - 2: The proposed project, with the implementation of the above mitigation
measures, would not result in any new or more significant construction-
related air quality impacts than those addressed in the certified 2005 NSJ
FPEIR. (No New Impact)
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4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
4.4.1 Setting

The project site is located in an urban environment. Except for the vacant lot on the east edge of the
project site, the site is completely developed. Development on the site includes four commercial
buildings (three of which are vacant/abandoned), surface parking lots, an outdoor picnic area, and
landscaping (i.e., trees and shrubs). The vacant lot on the east edge of the site is approximately one-
quarter of an acre in size and is overgrown with non-native grasses. There are no waterways on or
adjacent to the project site. The nearest waterway to the project site is the Guadalupe River, which is
located approximately one-half mile west of the site. Run-off from the project site enters the local
storm drain system, which eventually empties into the Guadalupe River.

Due to the existing development on and adjacent to the project site, the species diversity at the site is
low. Wildlife species expected to occur in the area are those adapted to human activity, including
mourning doves, rock doves, raccoons, and opossums. Because of the proximity of the Guadalupe
River, an increased variety of bird species are likely to forage on the property.

The project site is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

4411 Special-Status Plants and Animals

Special-status plant and animal include species listed under state and federal Endangered Species
Acts (including candidate species), animals designated as Species of Special Concern by the
California Department of Fish and Game, and plants listed in the California Native Plant Society’s
Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California. As discussed in the 2005 NSJ
FPEIR, most of the special-status plants and animals that have been reported in the general project
area are primarily associated with freshwater marsh, salt marsh, aquatic, and serpentine habitats.
These habitats are not present on the project site and, therefore, most special-status species known to
occur in the region are not expected to occur on the project site.

Pallid and Townsend’s Big-eared Bat
As discussed in the 2005 NSJ FPEIR, the attics, walls, and roofs of abandoned buildings in the

Rincon area, such as three vacant/abandoned buildings on the project site, could provide roosting
habitat for the pallid bat and/or Townsend’s big-eared bat.

Tree-nesting Raptors
The mature trees on the project site could be used by raptors during the nesting season and the
existing vacant lot on the project site provides suitable foraging habitat. A Red-tailed Hawk was
observed perched adjacent to the site atop a light pole. Burrowing Owls are not expected to nest on
the project. No Burrowing Owls or signs of Burrowing Owls were observed on the project site.

4.4.1.2 City of San José Tree Ordinance

The City of San José Tree Ordinance defines an ordinance-size tree as any woody perennial plant
characterized by having main stem or trunk which measures 18-inches or greater in diameter at a
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