
JUNE 2026 3 -1  

3. REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter contains revisions to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in response to 
comments from agencies, organizations, and the public, as well as staff-directed changes. These 
text revisions include typographical corrections, insignificant modifications, and amplifications 
and clarifications of the Draft EIR. For each revision, the Draft EIR page and location on the page 
are identified, followed by the textual, tabular, or graphical revision.  

Double underlined text represents language that has been added to the EIR; text with 
strikethrough represents language that has been deleted from the Draft EIR. None of the 
revisions to the Draft EIR constitute significant new information, as defined in California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15088.5; therefore, the Draft EIR does not 
need to be recirculated. 

3.2 DRAFT EIR REVISIONS 

Revisions to Mitigation Measures 

The following table presents revisions to Table ES-1, Summary of Significant Impacts and 
Mitigation Measures, of the Draft EIR.  
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Table 3-1 Summary of Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures     

Environmental Impact 
Level of Significance  
without Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Level of Significance  
with Mitigation 

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES    

Impact AGR-1: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could result in the 
conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, and 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 
nonagricultural uses. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Impact AGR-2: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could conflict with existing 
zoning for agricultural use and Williamson Act 
contracts. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Impact AGR-3: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could involve other changes 
in the existing environment, which, due to 
their location or nature, could result in 
conversion of farmland to nonagricultural 
use. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Impact AGR-4: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could result in a significant 
cumulative impact with respect to the 
conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), existing zoning for 
agricultural uses, and Williamson Act 
properties, and farmland to nonagricultural 
uses. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 
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Table 3-1 Summary of Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures     

Environmental Impact 
Level of Significance  
without Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Level of Significance  
with Mitigation 

AIR QUALITY     

Impact AQ-2: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the project region 
is non-attainment under an applicable federal 
or State ambient air quality standard during 
construction and operation. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Impact AQ-5: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could result in cumulative 
air quality impacts with respect to generation 
of criteria pollutants and exposure of 
substantial pollutant concentrations at 
sensitive receptors. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES    

Impact BIO-4: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could substantially interfere 
with the movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors or impede the use of native 
wildlife nursery sites. 

Significant Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Prior to the issuance of 
entitlements for a project, applicants or sponsors of 
projects on sites where migratory or nesting birds are 
present shall implement bird-safe design measures for all 
development projects where a qualified biologist, 
approved by the City of Livermore (City), determines that 
migratory or resident birds could be affected. This 
requirement shall apply to projects adjacent to or 
incorporating riparian corridors, wetlands, open-space 
areas, or other natural habitat features, or as otherwise 
determined by the qualified biologist. 

Less Than Significant 
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Table 3-1 Summary of Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures     

Environmental Impact 
Level of Significance  
without Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Level of Significance  
with Mitigation 

Bird-safe design considerations and management 
strategies shall include avoiding the use of highly 
reflective glass that appears to reproduce natural habitat 
and may attract birds; limiting reflectivity and using non-
attractive surface treatments; applying low-reflectivity 
glass or other glazing treatments across the entirety of 
the building’s glass surfaces, not only at lower levels; 
reducing interior light during evening hours through 
lighting control systems for commercial buildings; 
directing exterior lighting downward and screening it to 
minimize night-time illumination of the building exterior, 
except as needed for safety and security; avoiding glass 
skyways, freestanding glass walls, and transparent 
building corners; eliminating transparent glass at 
rooflines, including in conjunction with green roofs; and 
covering roof mechanical equipment with low-profile 
angled roofing to minimize obstacles to bird flight. 

Project applicants shall demonstrate incorporation of 
bird-safe design measures in project plans and provide 
documentation of biologist review during entitlement or 
permitting stages. The City shall verify compliance before 
issuance of building or grading permits. 

CULTURAL AND TRIBAL CULTRAL RESOURCES    

Impact CUL-2: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Guidelines Section 15064.5. 

Significant Mitigation Measure CUL-2: If any buried historical or 
archaeological resources are discovered during 
construction, operations shall stop within a 100-foot 
radius of the find and the qualified archaeologist shall be 
consulted to determine whether the resource requires 
further study. If it is determined that the find is 

Less Than Significant 
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Table 3-1 Summary of Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures     

Environmental Impact 
Level of Significance  
without Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Level of Significance  
with Mitigation 

significant, then the qualified archaeologist shall make 
recommendations to the Lead Agency (City of Livermore) 
on the feasible measures that shall be implemented to 
protect the discovered resources, including but not 
limited to excavation of the finds and evaluation of the 
finds in accordance with Section 15064.5 of the CEQA 
Guidelines. Potentially significant historical or 
archaeological resources consist of, but are not limited to, 
stone, bone, fossils, wood, or shell artifacts or features, 
including hearths, structural remains, or historic 
dumpsites. If the discovered resource is determined or 
suspected to be of Native American origin, Mitigation 
Measure CUL-4 shall apply, and consultation with a 
representative from the consulting Tribe(s) shall be 
conducted in accordance with that measure. 

Any previously undiscovered resources found during 
construction within a project site shall be recorded on 
appropriate California Department of Parks and 
Recreation forms and evaluated for significance in terms 
of CEQA Guidelines. 

If the relevant resources (if any) are determined to be 
historical resources as defined under Section 15064.5 of 
the CEQA Guidelines or a unique archaeological resource 
in Section 21083.2 of the Public Resources Code, feasible 
mitigation measures and an archaeological treatment 
plan shall be developed by the qualified archaeologist and 
recommended to the project applicant or sponsor and the 
Lead Agency. Appropriate mitigation measures for 
significant resources could include avoidance or capping, 
incorporation of the site in green space, parks, or open 
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Table 3-1 Summary of Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures     

Environmental Impact 
Level of Significance  
without Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Level of Significance  
with Mitigation 

space, or data recovery excavations of the find(s) as 
detailed in the archaeological treatment plan. No further 
grading or ground disturbance shall occur within 100 feet 
of the discovery of a significant historical or 
archaeological resource until the relevant mitigation 
measures are approved by the Lead Agency and 
implemented by the project applicant or sponsor to 
protect these resources. Work may proceed on other 
parts of the project site while mitigation for unique 
archaeological resources is being carried out. 

Impact CUL-4: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource (TCR) listed or eligible for 
listing in the California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in a local register of historical 
resources, as defined in Public Resources 
Code Section 5020.1(k). 

Significant Mitigation Measure CUL-4: If any buried tribal cultural 
resources TCRs are discovered, or are suspected to be of 
Native American origin, during construction grading or 
excavation, the construction contractor shall stop 
operations halt all ground-disturbing activities within a 
100-foot radius of the find. The contractor shall 
immediately notify the Lead Agency (City of Livermore). 
and t The City shall notify and consult with a 
representative from the consulting the appropriate t 
Tribe(s), consistent with applicable confidentiality 
provisions under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). to determine significance and appropriate 
treatment measures.  

If the City, in consultation with the consulting Tribe(s), 
determines that the resource is a TCR and significant 
pursuant to CEQA, the City shall require the retention of a 
Tribal representative and, if appropriate, a qualified 
archaeologist, at the applicant’s expense, to prepare a 
mitigation plan.  

Less Than Significant 
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Table 3-1 Summary of Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures     

Environmental Impact 
Level of Significance  
without Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Level of Significance  
with Mitigation 

The mitigation plan shall be developed and implemented 
in consultation with the consulting Tribe(s) and shall 
prioritize avoidance of the resources. If avoidance is not 
feasible, the plan shall identify appropriate culturally 
sensitive treatment measures in coordination with the 
consulting Tribe(s). Such measures may include, but are 
not limited to, protection of the cultural character and 
integrity of the resources, protection of traditional uses, 
confidentiality of sensitive information, or heritage 
recovery. The City/tTribe(s) may require tribal or other 
qualified cultural resource monitors during construction 
to ensure that resources are properly identified and 
protected.  

Documentation of consultations, treatment measures, 
and resource protection actions shall be maintained in 
the project record. Ground-disturbing activities within the 
buffer area shall not resume until the resource has been 
evaluated and appropriate treatment measures, 
developed in consultation with the Tribe(s), have been 
approved by the City and implemented. Work may 
proceed on other parts of the project site while mitigation 
for TCRs is being carried out. 

Impact CUL-5: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of a 
resource determined by the lead agency, in 
its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to 
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1. 

Significant See Mitigation Measure CUL-4. Less Than Significant 
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Table 3-1 Summary of Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures     

Environmental Impact 
Level of Significance  
without Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Level of Significance  
with Mitigation 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS    

Impact GHG-1: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could generate greenhouse 
gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, 
that may have a significant impact on the 
environment. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Impact GHG-2: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could conflict with an 
applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted 
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Impact GHG-3: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could result in a significant 
cumulative impact with respect to generation 
of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions that may 
have a significant impact on the environment 
and conflict with an applicable plan adopted 
for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

MINERAL RESOURCES    

Impact MIN-1: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could result in the loss of 
availability of known mineral resources that 
would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the State. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 
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Table 3-1 Summary of Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures     

Environmental Impact 
Level of Significance  
without Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Level of Significance  
with Mitigation 

Impact MIN-3: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could result in a significant 
cumulative impact with respect to the loss of 
availability of known mineral resources that 
are of value to the region and the residents of 
the State.  

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

NOISE    

Impact NOI-1: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could generate a substantial 
temporary or permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the vicinity of the project in 
excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level  

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Impact NOI-4: Implementation of the 
proposed Project could generate a substantial 
temporary or permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the vicinity of the project in 
excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies, resulting in a 
significant cumulative impact. 

Significant No feasible mitigation measures at the programmatic 
level  

Significant and 
Unavoidable 
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Revisions to Other Text in the Draft EIR  

Since publication of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, the Planning Commission and City 
Council have held several public hearings and provided direction to revise certain proposed 
General Plan policies and actions. These revisions clarify and refine the Draft General Plan, 
including minor typographical corrections, and do not result in any new or substantially more 
severe environmental impacts than those analyzed in the Draft EIR, nor do they change the 
conclusions of the environmental analysis.  

In response to Comment Letter A1, the last paragraph under the “Plan Bay Area” subheadings 
in Section 3.3, Air Quality, Section 3.5, Energy, Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Section 
3.11, Land Use and Planning, Section 3.14, Population and Housing, and Section 3.16, 
Transportation, of the Draft EIR are hereby amended as follows: 

Plan Bay Area 2050 is currently undergoing recently underwent an update, which is called Plan 
Bay Area 2050+. Plan Bay Area 2050+, finalized and adopted in March 2026, contains 35 
strategies representing public policies and investments that can be implemented in the Bay Area 
by 2050 to help the region build more homes, reduce commute times, and create vibrant 
downtowns and natural areas for everyone to enjoy. The strategies in Plan Bay Area 2050+ also 
aim to keep people safe from natural hazards, support a strong economy, and provide stable 
housing for those who need it most. Unique to the Plan Bay Area 2050+ cycle is the parallel 
Transit 2050+ planning effort, which culminated in the first-of-its-kind plan to re-envision the 
future of Bay Area public transit, in partnership with transit operators across the region. While 
not in effect at the time of this Draft EIR, it is anticipated that the Plan Bay Area 2050+ will be in 
effect over the course of the General Plan 2045 horizon. 

CHAPTER 1, INTRODUCTION 

To correct a typographical error, the second paragraph in Section 1.3.2, Draft EIR, on page 1-3 
of the Draft EIR, is hereby amended as follows: 

This Draft EIR will be available for review by the public and interested parties, agencies, and 
organizations for a 4553-day comment period starting March 3, 2026, and ending April 24, 
2026. The Planning Commission will conduct a public hearing during this period to receive 
comments on the Draft EIR. During the comment period, the public is invited to submit written 
comments via mail or email on the Draft EIR to the City of Livermore Community Development 
Department Planning Division by April 24, 2026. Comments may also be hand-delivered to the 
Community Development Department by this deadline.  
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To correct a typographical error, the first paragraph in Section 1.3.3, Final EIR, on pages 1-3 
and 1-4 of the Draft EIR, is hereby amended as follows: 

After the 4553-day review period for the Draft EIR, the City will review all written comments 
received and prepare written responses to each comment related to the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR. A Final EIR will then be prepared, which contains all the comments received, responses to 
comments raising environmental issues, and any changes to the Draft EIR. The Final EIR will first 
be presented to the Planning Commission at a duly noticed public hearing. This hearing will 
allow for public comment on the Final EIR and allow the Planning Commission to make a formal 
recommendation to the City Council regarding certification of the Final EIR. Following the public 
hearing, the Final EIR will be presented to the City Council for consideration of certification as 
the environmental document for the proposed Project. All persons who commented on the 
Draft EIR and provided contact information will be notified of the availability of the Final EIR and 
the date of the public hearing. 

SECTION 3.5, CULTURAL AND TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

In response to Comment Letter A3, Mitigation Measure CUL-2 under impact discussion (b) in 
Section 3.5.4, Project Impact Analysis, on page 3.5-36 of the Draft EIR, is hereby amended as 
follows: 

Impact CUL-2: Implementation of the proposed Project could cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15064.5. 

Mitigation Measure CUL-2: If any buried historical or archaeological resources are 
discovered during construction, operations shall stop within a 100-foot radius of the find 
and the qualified archaeologist shall be consulted to determine whether the resource 
requires further study. If it is determined that the find is significant, then the qualified 
archaeologist shall make recommendations to the Lead Agency (City of Livermore) on 
the feasible measures that shall be implemented to protect the discovered resources, 
including but not limited to excavation of the finds and evaluation of the finds in 
accordance with Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. Potentially significant 
historical or archaeological resources consist of, but are not limited to, stone, bone, 
fossils, wood, or shell artifacts or features, including hearths, structural remains, or 
historic dumpsites. If the discovered resource is determined or suspected to be of Native 
American origin, Mitigation Measure CUL-4 shall apply, and consultation with the 
appropriate Tribe(s) shall be conducted in accordance with that measure. 

Any previously undiscovered resources found during construction within a project site 
shall be recorded on appropriate California Department of Parks and Recreation forms 
and evaluated for significance in terms of CEQA Guidelines. 



L I V E R M O R E  G E N E R A L  P L A N  2 0 4 5  F I N A L  E I R   
C I T Y  O F  L I V E R M O R E  

3 .  REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT  EIR  

3-12 PlaceWorks 

If the relevant resources (if any) are determined to be historical resources as defined 
under Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines or a unique archaeological resource in 
Section 21083.2 of the Public Resources Code, feasible mitigation measures and an 
archaeological treatment plan shall be developed by the qualified archaeologist and 
recommended to the project applicant or sponsor and the Lead Agency. Appropriate 
mitigation measures for significant resources could include avoidance or capping, 
incorporation of the site in green space, parks, or open space, or data recovery 
excavations of the find(s) as detailed in the archaeological treatment plan. No further 
grading or ground disturbance shall occur within 100 feet of the discovery of a 
significant historical or archaeological resource until the relevant mitigation measures 
are approved by the Lead Agency and implemented by the project applicant or sponsor 
to protect these resources. Work may proceed on other parts of the project site while 
mitigation for unique archaeological resources is being carried out. 

In response to Comment Letter A3, Mitigation Measure CUL-4 under impact discussion (d) in 
Section 3.5.4, Project Impact Analysis, on page 3.5-39 of the Draft EIR, is hereby amended as 
follows: 

Impact CUL-4: Implementation of the proposed Project could cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource (TCR) listed or eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources, as 
defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k). 

Mitigation Measure CUL-4: If any buried tribal cultural resources TCRs are discovered, or 
are suspected to be of Native American origin, during construction grading or 
excavation, the construction contractor shall stop operations halt all ground-disturbing 
activities within a 100-foot radius of the find. The contractor shall immediately notify the 
Lead Agency (City of Livermore). and t The City shall notify and consult with a 
representative from the consulting the appropriate t Tribe(s), consistent with applicable 
confidentiality provisions under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). to 
determine significance and appropriate treatment measures.  

If the City, in consultation with the consulting Tribe(s), determines that the resource is a 
TCR and significant pursuant to CEQA, the City shall require the retention of a Tribal 
representative and, if appropriate, a qualified archaeologist, at the applicant’s expense, 
to prepare a mitigation plan.  

The mitigation plan shall be developed and implemented in consultation with the 
consulting Tribe(s) and shall prioritize avoidance of the resources. If avoidance is not 
feasible, the plan shall identify appropriate culturally sensitive treatment measures in 
coordination with the consulting Tribe(s). Such measures may include, but are not 
limited to, protection of the cultural character and integrity of the resources, protection 
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of traditional uses, confidentiality of sensitive information, or heritage recovery. The 
City/tTribe(s) may require tribal or other qualified cultural resource monitors during 
construction to ensure that resources are properly identified and protected.  

Documentation of consultations, treatment measures, and resource protection actions 
shall be maintained in the project record. Ground-disturbing activities within the buffer 
area shall not resume until the resource has been evaluated and appropriate treatment 
measures, developed in consultation with the Tribe(s), have been approved by the City 
and implemented. Work may proceed on other parts of the project site while mitigation 
for TCRs is being carried out. 

SECTION 3.15, PUBLIC SERVICES, PARKS, AND RECREATION 

In response to Comment Letter A2, the following text under the “Livermore Valley Joint 
Unified School District subheading in Section 3.15.2, Existing Conditions, on pages 3.15-11 and 
3.15-12 of the Draft EIR, is hereby amended as follows: 

The LVJUSD serves more than 13,050 students from transitional kindergarten through 12th 
grade at 10 9 elementary campuses, 2 TK-8 schools, 3 middle schools, 3 2 comprehensive high 
schools, and 2 alternative schools. These schools offer specialized programs, including 
International Baccalaureate Programs; Green Engineering Academy; Dual Immersion Programs; 
and Science, Technology, Engineering, Arts, & Math (STEAM) pathways. The school names, 
student enrollment, and school capacity of each school are shown in Table 3.15-3, Livermore 
Valley Joint Unified School District Schools.  

Table 3.15-3 Livermore Valley Joint Unified School District Schools    

Schools 
Student 

Enrollment 
School 

Capacity 
Student Enrollment 
of School Capacity 

Altamont Creek Elementary 620 680 91% 

Arroyo Seco Elementary 584 708 82% 

Christensen Elementary Middle School 592 965 61% 

Del Valle High 87 185 47% 

East Avenue Middle School 581629 725 80%87% 

Emma C. Smith Elementary 648 744 87% 

Granada High School 2,157 2,850 76% 

Jackson Avenue Elementary 489503 668 73%75% 

Joe Michell (TK-8) 786800 795 99%100% 

Junction Avenue (TK-8) 801 1,125 71% 

Lawrence Elementary 494 520 95% 
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Table 3.15-3 Livermore Valley Joint Unified School District Schools    

Schools 
Student 

Enrollment 
School 

Capacity 
Student Enrollment 
of School Capacity 

Leo R. Croce Elementary 537630 828 65%76% 

Livermore High School 1,827 2,325 79% 

Livermore Adult Education 160 384 42% 

Marylin Avenue Elementary 430441 525 82%84% 

Rancho Las Positas Elementary 586612 630 93%97% 

Sunset Elementary 759775 796 95%97% 

Vineyard Alternative School 92 384 25% 

William Mendenhall Middle School 876 1,175 75% 

Source: LVJUSD 2025. 

Schools in the LVJUSD are operating within the existing capacity; however, there are five schools 
at or close to meeting school capacity: Altamont Creek Elementary, Joe Mitchell (TK-8), 
Lawrence Elementary, Rancho Las Positas Elementary, and Sunset Elementary. As of the 2024-25 
school year, these schools have over a 90-percent student enrollment to school capacity ratio. 
Capacity is regularly reviewed and adjusted as changes in program impact the number of 
students that can be served. 

Funding 

LVJUSD funding primarily comes from the State Local Control Funding Formula, property taxes, 
federal revenue, other state revenue, Measures J and G, and other local revenue (City of 
Livermore 2022). Approximately 80 percent of the school district’s funding is from state revenue 

The Livermore community has financially supported students in the LVJUSD through the passage 
of Measure J, a general obligation bond, and Measure G, a parcel tax. Measure J, the facilities 
bond provides financial support to upgrade school sites, and create infrastructure and systems 
needed to outfit twenty-first century classrooms to maximize student success. At the time of 
Draft EIR publication, LVJUSD noted that Measure J funds were nearly exhausted. Measure G, 
the parcel tax enhances STEAM programs and opportunities funds elementary school specialists 
who deliver hands-on lab experiences for students, supports the Project Lead the Way program 
throughout K-12 grade levels. These programs incorporate computer science, design, and 
engineering experiences and engage all age groups in captivating curriculum. 
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SECTION 3.16, TRANSPORTATION 

In response to Comment Letter A1, the following text is hereby added as the last paragraph 
under the California Complete Streets Act subheading in Section 3.16.1, Regulatory 
Framework, on page 3.16-3 of the Draft EIR: 

In December 2021, Director’s Policy 37 was adopted which establishes an implementation 
structure to streamline complete street projects. This policy also stipulates that all 
transportation projects funded or overseen by Caltrans will provide comfortable, convenient, 
and connected complete streets facilities for people walking, biking, and taking transit or 
passenger rail unless an exception is documented and approved. This policy supersedes Deputy 
Directive 64-R1 and carries forward its goals of creating a safe and reliable transportation 
network.  

In response to Comment Letter A1, the following text is hereby added after the Senate Bill 
743 subheading in Section 3.16.1, Regulatory Framework, on page 3.16-4 of the Draft EIR: 

Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Plan 

Adopted in 2021, the Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Plan for the Bay Area identifies pedestrian 
needs on Caltrans roadways in District 4. This plan analyzes the frequency and quality of 
crossing opportunities, as well as sidewalk coverage and conditions. Needs were then prioritized 
and areas for improvement were identified. The next steps in the plan include leveraging local 
partnerships and identifying and initiating projects.  

Caltrans Bay Area Bike Plan 

Updated in 2025, the Caltrans Bay Area Bike Plan intends to use complete streets concepts to 
address the needs and mobility of all travel modes, with a specific focus on bicycling along, 
across, and parallel to the State Highway System. The plan provides a framework for identifying, 
prioritizing, and implementing bicycle infrastructure improvements on approximately 1,400 
centerline miles of state highways across the nine-county Bay Area. The plan also identifies a 
prioritized list of location-based needs, needs for crossing highways, and needs for traveling 
along highways, based on three equally weighted metrics: safety (severity-weighted crash 
density), mobility (short-trip density, transit proximity, network connectivity), and equity (MTC 
Equity Priority Communities and CalEnviroScreen-designated Disadvantaged Communities). 
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SECTION 3.17, UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

To correct a typographical error, Table 3.17-3, Zone 7 Water Agency Projected Supply and 
Demand for Years 2025-2045, on page 3.17-33 of the Draft EIR, is hereby amended as follows: 

Table 3.17-3 Zone 7 Water Agency Projected Supply and Demand for Years, 
2025-2045 

 

 AFY 

 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

Normal Year       

Supply Total 76,700 90,700 84,700 83,200 83,200 

Demand Total 50,300 52,800 53,800 55,300 550,300 

Surplus 26,400 37,900 30,900 27,900 27,900 

Single Dry Year      

Supply Total 65,600 92,100 94,200 92,500 92,300 

Demand Total 50,300 52,800 53,800 55,300 55,300 

Surplus 15,300 39,300 40,400 37,200 37,000 

Multiple Dry Years      

First Year      

Supply Total 89,200 116,600 118,500 117,100 116,800 

Demand Total 50,300 52,800 53,800 55,300 55,300 

Surplus 38,900 63,800 64,700 61,800 61,500 

Second Year      

Supply Total 74,800 105,800 108,000 106,600 106,800 

Demand Total 51,700 53,360 54,200 55,300 55,300 

Surplus 23,100 52,440 53,800 51,300 51,500 

Third Year      

Supply Total 69,100 100,600 102,700 102,300 102,300 

Demand Total 52,000 53,520 54,400 55,300 55,300 

Surplus 17,100 47,080 48,300 47,000 47,000 

Fourth Year      

Supply Total 63,600 96,700 99,500 98,900 99,200 

Demand Total 52,250 53,580 54,700 55,300 55,300 

Surplus 11,350 43,120 44,800 43,600 43,900 
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Table 3.17-3 Zone 7 Water Agency Projected Supply and Demand for Years, 
2025-2045 

 

 AFY 

 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

Fifth Year      

Supply Total 58,200 94,100 96,500 95,900 96,100 

Demand Total 52,500 53,740 55,000 55,300 55,300 

Surplus 5,700 40,360 41,500 40,600 40,800 

Source: Zone 7 Water Agency 2021a. 

Note: AFY = acre-feet per year 

CHAPTER 4, ALTERNATIVES 

To provide clarification, the last paragraph under Section 4.5, Alternative A: No Project 
Alternative, on page 4-8 of the Draft EIR, is hereby amended as follows: 

As shown in Table 4-1, Alternative A would result in less residential and fewer housing units and 
jobs but greater population growth when compared to the proposed Project, but higher job 
growth since the existing General Plan would continue the nonresidential land use designations 
in the Midtown Specific Plan Area and Vasco Row area. The existing General Plan overestimated 
job growth and the projections for the proposed Project are based on the past 20 years of data 
and are more realistic.  

Table 4-1 Projected Buildout Under the Proposed Project and Alternative A 

Category Proposed Project 
Alternative A:  

No Project 
Difference between Proposed 

Project and Alternative A 

Housing Units 49,640 48,078 1,562 less fewer housing units 

Total Population 131,750 136,079 4,329 more people 

Jobs 63,330 62,499 831 less fewer jobs 

Source: Kittelson and Associates Inc. 2023. 

Note: Numbers are rounded from original sources. Under Alternative A, when compared to the proposed Project, 
there would be more people but less housing units and jobs. This reflects the demographic assumptions embedded 
in the traffic modeling database, which assigns different average household sizes to different residential categories.  
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