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and maintenance work. The Habitat Plan is intended to provide environmental benefit by resulting in the 
creation of a number of new habitat reserves larger in scale and more ecologically valuable than the 
fragmented, piecemeal habitats yielded by mitigating projects on an individual basis. 

City of San José General Plan 
The following policies in the General Plan have been adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
land use impacts resulting from planned development within the City.  

Policy CD-1.12:  Use building design to reflect both the unique character of a specific site and the context 
of surrounding development and to support pedestrian movement throughout the 
building site by providing convenient means of entry from public streets and transit 
facilities where applicable, and by designing ground level building frontages to create 
an attractive pedestrian environment along building frontages. Unless it is appropriate 
to the site and context, franchise-style architecture is strongly discouraged. 

Policy CD-1.18:  Minimize the footprint and visibility of parking areas. Where parking areas are 
necessary, provide aesthetically pleasing and visually interesting parking garages with 
clearly identified pedestrian entrances and walkways. Encourage designs that 
encapsulate parking facilities behind active building space or screen parked vehicles 
from view from the public realm. Ensure that garage lighting does not impact adjacent, 
and to the extent feasible, avoid impacts of headlights on adjacent land uses. 

Policy CD-1.24:  Further the Community Forest Goals and Policies in this Plan by requiring new 
development to plant and maintain trees at appropriate locations on private property 
and along public street frontages. Use trees to help soften the appearance of the built 
environment, help provide transitions between land uses, and shade pedestrian and 
bicycle areas. 

Policy CD-2.3:  Enhance pedestrian activity by incorporating appropriate design techniques and 
regulating uses in private developments, particularly in Downtown, Urban Villages, 
Corridors, Main Streets, and other locations where appropriate. 

a. Include attractive and interesting pedestrian-oriented streetscape features such as 
street furniture, pedestrian scale lighting, pedestrian oriented way-finding signage, 
clocks, fountains, landscaping, and street trees that provide shade, with 
improvements to sidewalks and other pedestrian ways. 

b. Strongly discourage drive-up services and other commercial uses oriented to 
occupants of vehicles in pedestrian-oriented areas. Uses that serve the vehicle, such 
as car washes and service stations, may be considered appropriate in these areas when 
they do not disrupt pedestrian flow, are not concentrated in one area, do not break 
up the building mas of the streetscape, are consistent with other policies in this Plan, 
and are compatible with the planned uses of the area. 

c. Provide pedestrian connections as outlined in the Community Design Connections 
Goal and Policies. 

d. Locate retail and other active uses at the street level. 
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e. Create easily identifiable and accessible building entrances located on street 
frontages or paseos. 

f. Accommodate the physical needs of elderly populations and persons with disabilities. 

g. Integrate existing or proposed transit stops in project designs. 

Policy CD-4.9:  For development subject to design review, ensure the design of new or remodeled 
structures is consistent or complementary with the surrounding neighborhood fabric 
(including but not limited to prevalent building scale, building materials, and orientation 
of structures to the street). 

Discussion 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is currently developed and located in an urban area with 
similar surrounding land uses including commercial, office, and industrial uses. The nearest residences are 
located approximately 800 feet west of the Project site beyond commercial land uses immediately 
adjacent to the west of the Project site. Since the Project would redevelop an existing industrial property 
with an industrial use and would be surrounded by similar land uses and the nearest residences are 800 
feet west of the Project site, the Project would not physically divide an established community or 
neighborhood and impacts would be less than significant. As such, this issue will not be further analyzed 
in the Draft EIR. 

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

Less than Significant Impact. The General Plan land use designation for the Project site is Heavy Industrial 
(HI). The HI land use designation allows for a FAR of up to 1.5 and up to three (3) stories. Consistent with 
the HI designation, the warehouse proposed by the Project would have a FAR that does not exceed 1.5 
and would be one story. 

The City’s development standards for the HI zoning designation apply to the Project site. The development 
standards (San José Municipal Code Section 20.50.200) require a minimum lot area of 6,000 square feet, 
a minimum street frontage of 60 feet, and a maximum building height of 50 feet. Consistent with the 
development standards, the Project is located on a 17.63-acre lot with an appropriate street frontage and 
maximum building height of 46 feet. Further, the Project would meet setback requirements for the HI 
zone that require front building and parking setbacks of 15 feet; a side setback of zero (0) feet from 
automobile parking and driveways, truck parking, and buildings; and a rear building and parking setback 
of zero (0) feet.  

Per the City’s amended Parking Ordinance, there are no minimum parking requirements for the Project 
site. The Project would provide approximately 178 employee parking stalls. Consistent with the California 
Building Code and City code, the Project would provide 10 accessible parking stalls, 18 electric vehicle 
parking stalls, 72 electric vehicle capable stalls, 18 bicycle parking stalls, and 5 motorcycle parking stalls. 
Further, the Project would include 9 loading docks and parking/circulation improvements accommodating 
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up to 413 delivery vans. The proposed warehouse building and associated surface parking would be 
consistent with the General Plan land use designation and zoning of the Project site.  

The Project site is located approximately 3.4 miles southeast of Norman Y. Mineta San José International 
Airport, the closest major airport. The Project site is located approximately 2.7 miles southwest of the 
Reid Hillview Airport, the closest minor airport. According to Figures 3.8-1 and 3.8-2 in the General Plan 
EIR, the Project site is not located within the San José International or Reid-Hill Airport Safety Zones. The 
Project site is also not located within the “Airport Influence Area” defined by the Santa Clara County 
Airport Land Use Commission’s CLUP. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with the CLUP. 

The Project site is located within the Habitat Plan study area, however it is not designated as a natural 
community area or identified as an important habitat for endangered and threatened species. Any native 
vegetation that may have existed on the Project site was previously cleared when the site was initially 
developed. The Project would comply with the General Plan land use designation, zoning designation, 
CLUP, and Habitat Plan. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with a land use plan, policy, or regulation 
and impacts would be less than significant. As such, this issue will not be further analyzed in the Draft EIR. 
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4.12 Mineral Resources 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to 
the region and the residents of the state? 

   X 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific 
plan or other land use plan? 

   X 

 

Existing Setting 

Mineral resources known to exist in and near the Santa Clara Valley include cement, sand, gravel, crushed 
rock, clay, and limestone. Santa Clara County has also supplied a significant portion of the nation’s 
mercury over the past century. According to the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA), 
the State Mining and Geology Board (SMGB) has designated the Communications Hill Area, bounded 
generally by the Union Pacific Railroad, Curtner Avenue, State Route 87, and Hillsdale Avenue as 
containing mineral deposits which are of regional significance as a source of construction aggregate 
materials. The General Plan identifies the area around Communications Hill as the only area in San José 
containing mineral deposits of regional significance by the State Mining and Geology Board under SMARA. 
The Project is not located within the Communications Hill area. 

Neither the State Geologist nor the SMGB has classified any other areas in San José as containing mineral 
deposits which are either of statewide significance or the significance of which requires further evaluation. 
Therefore, other than the Communications Hill area cited above, San José does not have mineral deposits 
subject to SMARA. 

Applicable Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

Surface Mining and Reclamation Act 
The SMARA was enacted by the California Legislature in 1975 to address the need for a continuing supply 
of mineral resources, and to prevent or minimize the negative impacts of surface mining to public health, 
property and the environment. As mandated under SMARA, the State Geologist has designated mineral 
land classifications in order to help identify and protect mineral resources in areas within the state subject 
to urban expansion or other irreversible land uses which would preclude mineral extraction. SMARA also 
allowed the SMGB, after receiving classification information from the State Geologist, to designate lands 
containing mineral deposits of regional or statewide significance.  
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Pursuant to the mandate of the SMARA, the SMGB has designated the Communications Hill Area (Sector 
EE), bounded generally by the Southern Pacific Railroad, Curtner Avenue, SR 87, and Hillsdale Avenue as 
containing mineral deposits that are of regional significance as a source of construction aggregate 
materials. Neither the State Geologist nor the SMGB have classified any other areas in San José as 
containing mineral deposits of statewide significance or requiring further evaluation. 

Discussion 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state? 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

No Impact. The Project site is not located in an area known to have mineral resources.25 The Project would 
not hinder or preclude any existing mineral extraction operations, as no existing mineral extraction 
operations occur on-site. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15128, these issues will not be further 
analyzed in the EIR as no impacts would occur.  

  

 
25 Department of Conservation. CGS Information warehouse: Mineral Land Classification. 
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=mlc. Accessed September 16, 2024. 
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4.13 Noise and Vibration 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project result in: 

a) 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? 

  X  

b) Generate excessive groundborne vibration 
or groundborne noise levels? 

  X  

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

  X  

The Project’s impacts related to noise and vibration are evaluated in Section 3.6, Noise and Vibration, of 
the Draft EIR. No further analysis is provided in this Initial Study. 
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4.14 Population and Housing 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population 
growth in an area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

   X 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

   X 

Existing Setting 

The population of the City is approximately 969,491 persons as of May 2024.26 The California Department 
of Finance estimates 2.86 persons per household in San José. According to the General Plan EIR, the City 
estimates approximately 138,442 additional households to be added in the City by 2035 for a total of 
429,350 households in 2035. The unemployment rate for the City as of September 2024 was 4.3 percent.27 
The Project site is vacant and does not currently support any jobs. 

Applicable Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

California Government Code Sections 65580–65589 
California Government Code Sections 65580–65589.8 include provisions related to the requirements for 
housing elements of local government general plans. Among these requirements, some of the necessary 
elements include an assessment of housing needs and an inventory of resources and constraints relevant 
to the meeting of these needs. Additionally, to assure that counties and cities recognize their 
responsibilities in contributing to the attainment of the state housing goals, the statute calls for local 
jurisdictions to plan for, and allow the construction of, a share of the region’s projected housing needs, or 
Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA).  

 
26 California Department of Finance. E-5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties, and the State, 2020-2024. Available at: 
https://dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/e-5-population-and-housing-estimates-for-cities-counties-and-the-state-2020-2024/. 
Accessed September 16, 2024. 
27 State of California Employment Development Department. Available at: https://labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/file/lfmonth/allsubs.xls. 
Accessed October 31, 2024. 
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Regional Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Community Strategy  
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) for the Bay Area region 
was adopted on July 18, 2013. This regional plan sets integrated development, housing and transportation 
goals with the aim of reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. 

Discussion 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads 
or other infrastructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact. The Project would not construct any residential uses and would not result in direct population 
growth. While the Project would create an estimated 600 jobs, as noted by the Project applicant, it would 
not induce unplanned population growth within the City.28 The existing Project site is developed with 
vacant industrial buildings that could be re-occupied, by-right. However, this analysis assumes a 
conservative existing condition baseline. As such, it is assumed that currently no jobs are generated on 
the Project site. The Project land use is consistent with the General Plan land use, and therefore any 
potential growth from implementation of the Project was planned for in the General Plan and considered 
in the General Plan EIR. The Project would not include infrastructure expansion with the potential to 
induce population growth. As such, no unplanned population growth is anticipated due to the Project. 
Further, the Project would not result in the removal of any residential units or displacement of people 
such that construction of replacement housing would be required. Thus, no impacts would occur due to 
unplanned population growth or displacement of existing people and housing. Since no impacts would 
occur, these issues will not be further analyzed in the EIR.  

  

 
28 Strategic Economics. San Jose Market Overview and Employment Lands Analysis, prepared for the City of San José Four-Year General Plan 
Review. Available at https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/22529/636688929663530000. Accessed September 16, 2024. 
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4.15 Public Services 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project result in: 

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

    

i) Fire protection?   X  

ii) Police protection?   X  

iii) Schools?   X  

iv) Parks?    X 

v) Other public facilities?    X 

Existing Setting 

Fire Protection Services 
Fire protection services in the City are provided by the San José Fire Department. The City has 34 fire 
stations.29 The nearest fire station to the Project site is Station 3 located at 98 Martha Street, 
approximately 0.5 mile northwest of the Project site. The next closest fire station to the Project site is 
Station 26, located at 528 Tully Road, approximately 1.2 miles southeast of the Project site. 

The San José Fire Department had 109,136 fire and other incidents in the City in 2022-2023. The average 
travel time for fiscal year 2022-2023 was greater than 4 minutes.30  

 
29 City of San José. Fire Stations. Available at: https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments-offices/fire-department/fire-stations. 
Accessed on September 16, 2024. 
30 City of San José. Fire Department Operations Annual Report Memo. Available at: 
https://sanjose.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=12849151&GUID=EC3D32BD-0061-4DDC-A44E-5EDFF9C39139. Accessed on September 16, 
2024. 
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4.16 Recreation 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project: 

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

   X 

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

   X 

Existing Setting 

The City owns 205 neighborhood-serving parks and 10 regional parks.33 The closest City managed or 
owned parks to the Project site are: 

• Bellevue Park located at 1595 Sanborn Avenue, approximately 0.2 mile southwest of the Project 
site. 

• Elia Park and Alma Community Center, located at 136 West Alma Avenue, approximately 0.3 mile 
west of the Project site. 

• Robert Antonio Balermino Park located at 1527 Almaden Expressway, approximately 0.7 mile 
southwest of the Project site. 

• Tamien Park located at 1145 Lick Avenue, approximately 0.8 mile west of the Project site. 

The closest regional park is Kelley Park located at 1300 Senter Road, approximately 0.5 mile northeast of 
the Project site. 

 
33 City of San José, Parks & Trails, Available at https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments-offices/parks-recreation-
neighborhood-services/parks-trails. Accessed October 7, 2024 
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Applicable Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

The Quimby Act 
The Quimby Act (California Government Code §66477) authorizes cities and counties to adopt ordinances 
requiring new development to dedicate land or pay fees or provide a combination of both for park 
improvements. 

Parkland Dedication Ordinance and Park Impact Ordinance 
The City of San José enacted the Parkland Dedication Ordinance (PDO)34 (Municipal Code Chapter 19.38) 
in 1988 to help meet the demand for new neighborhood and community parkland generated by the 
development of new residential subdivisions. In 1992, the City Council adopted the Park Impact Ordinance 
(PIO)35, which is similar to the PDO, but applies to new non-subdivided residential projects such as 
apartment buildings. These ordinances are consistent with provisions of the California Quimby Act (GC § 
66477), Mitigation Fee Act (GC § 66000), Subdivision Map Act (GC § 66410), and associated federal 
statutes. 

Consistent with these ordinances, housing developers are required to dedicate land, improve parkland, 
and/or pay a parkland fee in lieu of land dedication for neighborhood and community parks under the 
PDO and PIO. Pursuant to these ordinances a residential project’s parkland obligation under the PDO and 
PIO is equivalent in land to three acres for every 1,000 new residents added by the housing development. 
A project can satisfy its obligation through land dedication, the payment of an in-lieu fee, the construction 
of new park facilities, or a provide combination of these. 

City of San José Envision San José 2040 General Plan 
The City’s General Plan includes the following public services policies applicable to the Project: 

Policy PR-1.1: Provide 3.5 acres per 1,000 population of neighborhood/community serving parkland 
through a combination of 1.5 acres of public park and 2.0 acres of recreational school 
grounds open to the public per 1,000 San José residents. 

Policy PR-1.2: Provide 7.5 acres per 1,000 population of citywide/regional park and open space lands 
through a combination of facilities provided by the City of San José and other public land 
agencies. 

Policy PR-1.3:  Provide 500 square feet per 1,000 population of community center space. 

Policy PR-2.4: To ensure that residents of a new project and existing residents in the area benefit from 
new amenities, spend Park Dedication Ordinance (PDO) and Park Impact Ordinance 
(PIO) fees for neighborhood serving elements (such as playgrounds/tot-lots, basketball 
courts, etc.) within a ¾ mile radius of the project site that generates the funds. 

Policy PR-2.5: Spend, as appropriate, PDO/PIO fees for community serving elements (such as soccer 
fields, community gardens, community centers, etc.) within a 3-mile radius of the 
residential development that generates the PDO/PIO funds. 

 
34 City of San José Municipal Code. Title 19.38. Available at: 
https://library.municode.com/ca/san_jose/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT19SU_CH19.38PADE. Accessed September 16, 2024. 
35 City of San José Municipal Code. Title 14.25. Available at: 
https://library.municode.com/ca/san_jose/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT14PUWOIM_CH14.25PAIMRE. September 16, 2024. 
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Action PR-1.12 Regularly update and utilize San José’s Parkland Dedication Ordinance / Parkland Impact 
Ordinance (PDO/PIO) to implement quality facilities. 

Discussion 

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

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

No Impact. The Project would not include construction of recreational facilities. While the existing Project 
site is developed with industrial buildings that could be re-occupied, by-right, this CEQA analysis 
conservatively uses an existing conditions baseline. Thus, it is assumed that currently no jobs are 
generated on the Project site. As discussed in 4.14, Population and Housing, the Project would not result 
in substantial, unplanned direct or indirect population growth as a result of the creation of an estimated 
600 jobs. As such, development of the Project would not result in the deterioration or increase in the use 
of recreational facilities and impacts to recreational resources would be less than significant. Since 
impacts would be less than significant, these issues will not be further analyzed in the EIR, consistent with 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15182. 
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4.17 Transportation 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project: 

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

  X  

b) Would the project conflict or be 
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 
15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

  X  

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

  X  

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?   X  

The Project’s impact related to transportation is evaluated in Section 3.7, Transportation, of the Draft EIR. 
No further analysis is provided in this Initial Study. 
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4.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

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

 X   

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 
register of historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)? 

 X   

ii) 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. In applying 
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of 
Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the 
lead agency shall consider the significance of 
the resource to a California Native American 
tribe? 

 X   

The Project’s impact related to tribal cultural resources is evaluated in Section 3.8, Tribal Cultural 
Resources, of the Draft EIR. No further analysis is provided in this Initial Study. 
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4.19 Utilities and Service Systems 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project: 

a) Require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

   X 

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

  X  

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

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 

 
Existing Setting 

The Project site is located within the Urban Service Area of the City of San José and is currently served by 
City services. The Project site currently has an existing six inch sanitary sewer mains along the East Alma 
Avenue frontage and the South 7th Street frontage. There is an existing 15-inch storm sewer main along 
the East Alma Avenue frontage and an existing 24-inch storm sewer main along the South 7th Street 
frontage. 
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Utilities and services are furnished to the Project site by the following providers: 

Wastewater Treatment: Wastewater treatment and disposal is provided by the San José/Santa Clara 
RWF36, formerly known as the San José /Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant. Sanitary sewer lines 
are maintained by the City of San José. 

Water Service: Water service in the City is provided by San José Water Company (SJWC). 

Storm Drainage: City of San José. 

Solid Waste: Republic Services (Dry, Customized, and Wet). 

Natural Gas & Electricity: Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E). 

Telecommunications: AT&T, Comcast, Verizon, T-Mobile, Viasat, Frontier, and Spectrum  

Applicable Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

State Water Code 
Pursuant to the State Water Code, water suppliers providing water for municipal purposes to more than 
3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000 acre-feet (approximately 980 million gallons) of water 
annually must prepare and adopt an urban water management plan (UWMP) and update it every five 
years. As part of a UWMP, water agencies are required to evaluate and describe their water resource 
supplies and projected needs over a 20-year planning horizon, water conservation, water service 
reliability, water recycling, opportunities for water transfers, and contingency plans for drought events. 
The City of San José adopted its most recent UWMP in June 2021.37 

Assembly Bill 939 
The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, or AB 939, established the Integrated Waste 
Management Board, required the implementation of integrated waste management plans, and mandated 
the local jurisdictions divert from the landfill at least 50 percent of solid waste generated beginning 
January 1, 2000.”. 

Assembly Bill 341  
AB 341 sets forth the requirements of the statewide mandatory commercial recycling program. Businesses 
that generate four or more cubic yards of garbage per week and multi-family dwellings with five or more 
units in California are required to recycle. AB 341 sets a statewide goal for 75 percent disposal reduction 
by the year 2020.  

Senate Bill 1383  
SB 1383 establishes targets to achieve a 50 percent reduction in the level of the statewide disposal of 
organic waste from the 2014 level by 2020 and a 75 percent reduction by 2025. The bill grants CalRecycle 
the regulatory authority required to achieve the organic waste disposal reduction targets and establishes 

 
36 City of San José. San José-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility. Available at https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments-
offices/environmental-services/water-utilities/regional-wastewater-facility. Accessed September 16, 2024 
37 City of San José. City of San Jose 2020 Urban Water Management Plan. June 2021. Available at 
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/422/637602045327100000. Accessed October 7, 2024. 
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an additional target that at least 20 percent of currently disposed edible food is recovered for human 
consumption by 2025. 

Assembly Bill 1826 (2014) 
AB 1826 sets forth the requirements of the statewide mandatory commercial organics recycling program 
for businesses and multi-family dwellings with five or more units that generate four or more (two or more 
by December 31, 2020) cubic yards of commercial solid waste per week. AB 1826 set a statewide goal for 
50 percent reduction in organic waste disposal by the year 2020. 

California Green Building Standards Code Compliance for Construction, Waste Reduction, Disposal, and 
Recycling 

In January 2023, the State of California adopted the most recent version of the California Green Building 
Standards Code (CALGreen), establishing mandatory green building standards for all new and qualifying 
remodeled structures in California. The code covers five categories: planning and design, energy 
efficiency, water efficiency and conservation, material conservation and resource efficiency, and indoor 
environmental quality. These standards include the following mandatory set of guidelines, as well as more 
rigorous voluntary measures, for new construction projects to achieve specific green building 
performance levels: 

• Reducing indoor water use by 20 percent; 

• Reducing wastewater by 20 percent; 

• Recycling and/or salvaging 65 percent of nonhazardous construction and demolition (“C&D") 
debris, or meeting the local construction and demolition waste management ordinance, 
whichever is more stringent (see San José-specific CALGreen building code requirements in the 
local regulatory framework section below); and 

• Providing readily accessible areas for recycling by occupant. 

The City of San José requires 75 percent diversion of nonhazardous construction and demolition debris 
for projects that qualify under CALGreen, which is more stringent than the state requirement of 65 
percent (San José Municipal Code Section 9.10.2480). 

Construction and Demolition Diversion Deposit Program  
The Construction and Demolition Diversion Deposit Program (CDDD) requires projects to divert at least 
50% of total projected waste to be refunded the deposit.  Permit holders pay this fully refundable deposit 
upon application for the construction permit with the City if the project is a demolition, alteration, 
renovation, or a certain type of project tenant improvement. The minimum project valuation for a deposit 
is $2,000 for an alteration-renovation residential project and $5,000 for a non-residential project. There 
is no minimum valuation for a demolition project and no square footage limit for the deposit applicability. 
The deposit is fully refundable if C&D materials were reused, donated, or recycled at a City-certified 
processing facility. Reuse and donation require acceptable documentation, such as photos, estimated 
weight quantities, and receipts from donations centers stating materials and quantities.   

Though not a requirement, the permit holder may want to consider conducting an inventory of the 
existing building(s), determining the material types and quantities to recover, and salvaging materials 
during deconstruction. 
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Urban Water Management Plan  
Pursuant to The State Water Code, water suppliers providing water for municipal purposes to more than 
3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000 acre-feet (approximately 980 million gallons) of water 
annually must prepare and adopt an urban water management plan (UWMP) and update it every five 
years. As part of a UWMP, water agencies are required to evaluate and describe their water resource 
supplies and projected needs over a 20-year planning horizon, water conservation, water service 
reliability, water recycling, and opportunities for water transfers, and contingency plans for drought 
events. The Santa Clara Valley Water District (SCVWD) adopted its most recent UWMP in 2015. 

San José Zero Waste Strategic Plan/ Climate Smart San José  
Climate Smart San José provides a comprehensive approach to achieving sustainability through new 
technology and innovation. The Zero Waste Strategic Plan outlines policies to help the City of San José 
foster a healthier community and achieve its Climate Smart San José goals, including 75 percent diversion 
of waste from the landfill by 2013 and zero waste by 2022. Climate Smart San José also includes ambitious 
goals for economic growth, environmental sustainability, and enhanced quality of life for San José 
residents and businesses.  

Private Sector Green Building Policy 
The City of San José’s Green Building Policy for private sector new construction encourages building 
owners, architects, developers, and contractors to incorporate meaningful sustainable building goals early 
in building design process. This policy establishes baseline green building standards for private sector new 
construction and provides a framework for the implementation of these standards. It is also intended to 
enhance the public health, safety, and welfare of San José residents, workers, and visitors by fostering 
practices in the design, construction, and maintenance of buildings that will minimize the use and waste 
of energy, water and other resources in the City of San José. 

City of San José Envision San José 2040 General Plan 
The City’s General Plan includes the following utility and service policies applicable to the project: 

Policy MS-1.4: Foster awareness in San José’s business and residential communities of the economic 
and environmental benefits of green building practices. Encourage design and 
construction of environmentally responsible commercial and residential buildings that 
are also operated and maintained to reduce waste, conserve water, and meet other 
environmental objectives. 

Policy MS-3.1: Require water-efficient landscaping, which conforms to the State’s Model Water 
Efficient Landscape Ordinance, for all new commercial, institutional, industrial, and 
developer-installed residential development unless for recreation needs or other area 
functions. 

Policy MS-3.2: Promote use of green building technology or techniques that can help to reduce the 
depletion of the City’s potable water supply as building codes permit. 

Policy MS-3.3: Promote the use of drought tolerant plants and landscaping materials for nonresidential 
and residential uses. 

Policy IN-3.3: Meet the water supply, sanitary sewer and storm drainage level of service objectives 
through an orderly process of ensuring that, before development occurs, there is 
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adequate capacity. Coordinate with water and sewer providers to prioritize service 
needs for approved affordable housing projects. 

Policy IN-3.5: Require development which will have the potential to reduce downstream LOS to lower 
than “D”, or development which would be served by downstream lines already 
operating at a LOS lower than “D”, to provide mitigation measures to improve the LOS 
to “D” or better, either acting independently or jointly with other developments in the 
same area or in coordination with the City’s Sanitary Sewer Capital Improvement 
Program. 

Policy IN-3.7: Design new projects to minimize potential damage due to stormwaters and flooding to 
the site and other properties. 

Policy IN-3.9: Require developers to prepare drainage plans that define needed drainage 
improvements for proposed developments per City standards. 

Policy IN-3.10: Incorporate appropriate stormwater treatment measures in development projects to 
achieve stormwater quality and quantity standards and objectives in compliance with 
the City’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. 

Policy MS-17.2: Ensure that development within San José is planned and built in a manner consistent 
with sustainable use of current and future water supplies by encouraging sustainable 
development practices, including low-impact development, water-efficient 
development and green building techniques. Support the location of new development 
within the vicinity of the recycled water system and promote expansion of the SBWR 
system to areas planned for new development. Residential development outside of the 
Urban Service Area can be approved only at minimal levels and only allowed to use non-
recycled water at urban intensities. For residential development outside of the Urban 
Service Area, restrict water usage to well water, rainwater collection or other similar 
sustainable practice. Non-residential development may use the same sources and 
potentially make use of recycled water provided that its use will not result in conflicts 
with other General Plan policies, including geologic or habitat impacts. To maximize the 
efficient and environmentally beneficial use of water, outside of the Urban Service Area, 
limit water consumption for new development so that it does not diminish the water 
supply available for projected development within San Jose’s urbanized areas. 

Policy MS-19.1: Require new development to contribute to the cost-effective expansion of the recycled 
water system in proportion to the extent that it receives benefit from the development 
of a sustainable local water supply. 

Policy MS-19.4: Require the use of recycled water wherever feasible and cost-effective to serve existing 
and new development. 

Action EC-5.16: Implement the Post-Construction Urban Runoff Management requirements of the City’s 
Municipal NPDES Permit to reduce urban runoff from project sites. 
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Discussion 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater 
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications 
facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

Water Supply 
No Impact. The Project site is currently developed, and existing buildings are vacant. Water service to the 
Project site is currently provided by SJWC. The Project would continue to use SJWC as the water service 
provider. The Project would be consistent with the development and growth anticipated by the General 
Plan. In the 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, SJWC estimated that the total water demand for their 
service area could reach approximately 45,605 million gallons (MG) per year by 2045.38 

While the existing Project site is developed with industrial buildings that could be re-occupied, by-right, 
this CEQA analysis conservatively uses an existing conditions baseline. As such, it is assumed that all 
structures are vacant on the Project site. The Project would provide new eight-inch connections to the 
existing municipal water system for a fire water connection in the northwestern corner of the Project site, 
in addition to one two-inch irrigation water connection, one four-inch irrigation water connection in 
landscaped areas and another eight-inch fire water connection in the southeastern corner of the Project 
site. Based on SJWC demand rates and the number of employees anticipated for the Project, the Project 
would have a water demand of approximately 17,400 gallons per day (gpd).39 This is equivalent to 
approximately 6.35 MG per year.40 Water demand associated with the Project would represent 
approximately 0.014 percent of the 45,605 MG per year projected to be supplied by the SJWC in 2045. 
Therefore, the increase in water demand as a result of the Project is within the anticipated increase 
accounted for in the 2020 SJWC UWMP. Further, the Project is consistent with the maximum build out of 
the General Plan considered by the General Plan EIR. Therefore, the Project demand is within normal 
growth projections for water demand in the SJWC system. In addition, implementation of the 2040 General 
Plan policies, existing regulations, and local programs would ensure that the Project would reduce water 
consumption and implement water conservation measures. Thus, relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water facilities would not be needed and there would be no impact and this issue will not be 
further analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Wastewater  
No Impact. The Project site is served by the San José-Santa Clara RWF. The Project would utilize existing 
sanitary sewer connections. While the existing Project site is developed with industrial buildings that could 
be re-occupied, by-right, this CEQA analysis conservatively uses an existing conditions baseline. Since the 
existing Project site is vacant, the Project would result in an increase in wastewater generation. This 
analysis conservatively assumes that all water demand for the Project would become wastewater, 
approximately 17,400 gpd. Since the San José-Santa Clara RWF has a capacity of 167 mgd and the average 
daily treatment amount at the time of writing is 110 mgd, the facility has approximately 57 mgd of excess 

 
38 San José Water Company. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan. June 2021. Available at https://www.sjwater.com/sites/default/files/2021-
06/2020%20UWMP%20FINAL%20with%20Appendices.pdf. Accessed October 1, 2024. 
39 SJWC uses an office and industrial water demand factor of 29 gallons per day per employee. Total Water Demand = (29 gpd per 
employee*600 employees) = 17,400 gpd. 
40 17,400 gpd * 365 days = 6,351,000 gallons per year / 1,000,000 gallons = 6.35 MG per year. 
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treatment capacity.41 Wastewater from the Project would comprise 0.03 percent of the available excess 
treatment capacity. Development of the Project would not cause the San José-Santa Clara RWF to exceed 
capacity. 

Environmental impacts from the construction of new or expanded facilities would be avoided by 
utilization of existing facilities, which are currently below capacity and are not expected to exceed capacity 
due to the demand from the Project. Thus, the treatment capacity of the RWF would be sufficient and 
would not require relocation or construction of new or expanded wastewater facilities and there would 
be no impact and this issue will not be further analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Stormwater 
Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 4.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, implementation 
of the Project would decrease impervious surfaces on the Project site and would include flow-through 
stormwater planters, bioretention areas, and connection to existing storm drains. The Project would 
include installation of a new 24-inch connection and storm drain manhole to the City’s sewer system on 
South 7th Street. The new storm drain manhole would improve stormwater management and would not 
result in significant environmental effects. This issue will not be further analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Electric Power, Natural Gas, and Telecommunications Facilities 
No Impact. As the Project site is developed with an existing industrial use, infrastructure on the Project 
site is already established. PG&E would provide electricity services for the Project. Telecommunications 
would be provided by either AT&T, Comcast, Verizon, T-Mobile, Viasat, Frontier, or Spectrum, the 
providers available for the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not require or result in the relocation 
or construction of new or expanded electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities and there 
would be no impact, This issue will not be further analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would generate a water demand of 17,400 gpd. Water usage 
associated with the Project would represent less than less than one percent of the projected water supply 
of 45,605 MG per year by 2045 42. This increase in water demand was accounted for in the 2020 SJWC 
UWMP as the 2020 SJWC UWMP considered build out of the General Plan.  Thus, impacts would be less-
than-significant. As such, this issue will not be further analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

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

No Impact. While the existing Project site is developed with industrial buildings that could be re-occupied, 
by-right, this CEQA analysis conservatively uses an existing conditions baseline, which assumes all existing 
buildings on-site are vacant. This analysis conservatively assumes that all water demand for the Project 
would become wastewater, approximately 17,400 gpd. Since the San José-Santa Clara RWF has a capacity 

 
41 City of San José. San José – Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility Fact Sheet. April 2025. Available at 
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/120534/638799613545870000. Accessed September 3, 2025. 
42 San José Water Company. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan. June 2021. Available at https://www.sjwater.com/sites/default/files/2021-
06/2020%20UWMP%20FINAL%20with%20Appendices.pdf. Accessed October 1, 2024. 
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of 167 mgd and the average daily treatment amount at the time of writing is 110 mgd, the facility has 
approximately 57 mgd of excess treatment capacity.43 Wastewater from the Project would comprise 0.03 
percent of the available excess treatment capacity. Development of the Project would not cause the San 
José-Santa Clara RWF to exceed capacity. Therefore, the demand from the Project would result in a 
determination by the wastewater provider that it has adequate capacity to meet demand as a result of 
the previously mentioned policies, regulations and local programs and there would be no impact and this 
issue will not be further analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

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

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

No Impact. In 2019, there were approximately 600,000 tons of material generated in San José that was 
disposed in various landfills throughout the State. Newby Island Sanitary Landfill (NISL), however, only 
received approximately 290,000 of that tonnage. The City has an annual disposal allocation for 395,000 
tons per year at NISL. With the current disposal allocation, NISL is intended to reach capacity in 2041. 

The Project would generate approximately 1,516.15 pounds per day (ppd) of solid waste.44 As such, the 
Project would result in an increased generation of solid waste as compared to existing conditions.  The 
General Plan EIR concluded that the increase in solid waste generated by full buildout under the General 
Plan would not cause the City to exceed the capacities of the operating landfills that serve the City. The 
Project is consistent with the maximum build out of the General Plan considered by the General Plan EIR. 
Further, excess solid waste generation from the Project would be avoided with the ongoing 
implementation of the City’s Zero Waste Strategic Plan. Compliance with the General Plan policies, 
existing regulations, and local programs would ensure that the Project would not result in significant 
impacts to landfill capacities to accommodate the City’s increased service population. Therefore, there 
would be no impact and this issue will not be further analyzed in the Draft EIR.  

 
43 City of San José. San José – Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility Fact Sheet. April 2025. Available at 
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/120534/638799613545870000. Accessed September 3, 2025. 
44 Estimated solid waste generation rates were obtained from CalRecycle. Total ppd generated by Project = 106,771 SF of warehouse*(1.42 lb/100 
sf/day) = 1,516.15 ppd 
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4.20 Wildfire 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

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

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 

 
Existing Setting 

The 17.63-acre site is located within an urban area and is predominately surrounded by industrial and 
commercial uses. According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection Fire Hazard 
Severity Zone (FHSZ) map last updated in June 2023, the Project site is within a Local Responsibility Area 
(LRA) and is not located in a FHSZ.45 The nearest LRA very high fire hazard severity zone is approximately 
seven miles east of the Project site. 

The Project site is not located within a State Responsibility Area (SRA). The nearest SRA is located nine 
miles northwest of the Project site and is not zoned as high fire hazard severity. The Project site is also 

 
45 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Fire Hazard Severity Zones. Available at: https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-
do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones . Accessed on September 16, 2024.  
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outside of the Santa Clara County Wildland Urban Interface Fire Area.46 See Figure 4.20-1 and Figure 
4.20-2 for Project site location relative to fire hazard severity zones and the Santa Clara County WUI area.  

The City participated in the development of the Santa Clara County Multijurisdictional Hazard Mitigation 
Plan. The hazard mitigation plan includes mitigation activities and strategies for dealing with hazards that 
are likely to impact the Bay Area, including wildfires. The City has also adopted an Emergency Operations 
and Evacuation Plan, which includes standard operating procedures for hazards, including urban/wildland 
interface fires. The Plan identifies the responsibilities of City personnel and coordination with other 
agencies to ensure the safety of San José citizens in the event of a fire, geologic, or other hazardous 
occurrence. 

Applicable Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

Fire Hazard Severity Zones 
CAL FIRE is required by law to map areas of significant fire hazards based on fuels, terrain, weather, and 
other relevant factors. Referred to as Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZs), these maps influence how 
people construct buildings and protect property to reduce risk associated with wildland fires. FHSZs are 
divided into areas where the state has financial responsibility for wildland fire protection, known as SRAs, 
and areas where local governments have financial responsibility for wildland fire protection, known as 
LRAs. Homeowners living in an SRA are responsible for ensuring that their property is in compliance with 
California’s building and fire codes. Only lands zoned for very high fire hazard are identified within LRAs. 

Wildland-Urban Interface Fire Area Standards in the California Building Code 
The 2007 California Building Code requires that any new buildings proposed in State Responsibility Areas, 
Local Agency Very-High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, or Wildland-Urban Interface Area (as designated by the 
enforcing agency) be constructed to meet the Wildland-Urban Interface Fire Area Building Standards. The 
California Building Code establishes minimum standards for materials and material assemblies in order to 
provide a reasonable level of exterior wildfire exposure protection for buildings in wildland-urban 
interface areas. 

City of San José Envision San José 2040 General Plan 
The City’s General Plan includes the following wildfire policies applicable to the project: 

Policy EC-8.1:  Minimize development in very high fire hazard zone areas. Plan and construct 
permitted development so as to reduce exposure to fire hazards and to facilitate fire 
suppression efforts in the event of a wildfire. 

Policy EC-8.2: Avoid actions which increase fire risk, such as increasing public access roads in very high 
fire hazard areas, because of the great environmental damage and economic loss 
associated with a large wildfire. 

Policy EC-8.3  For development proposed on parcels located within a very high fire hazard severity 
zone or wildland-urban interface area, continue to implement requirements for 
building materials and assemblies to provide a reasonable level of exterior wildfire 
exposure protection in accordance with City-adopted requirements in the California 
Building Code. 

 
46 County of Santa Clara. Santa Clara County Wildland Urban Interface Fire Area. Available at: 
https://stgenpln.blob.core.windows.net/document/WUIFA_Adopted_Map.pdf. Accessed on September 16, 2024. 
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Discussion 

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

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

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

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

No Impact. The Project site is developed, relatively flat, and located within a developed and urbanized 
area. The Project site is not located within or adjacent to the urban wildland interface or a Local 
Responsibility Area Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.4748 All Project components, including 
infrastructure, would be constructed within the Project site outside of a Very High Fire Hazard Severity 
Zone. Therefore, the Project would not increase exposure to wildfire, nor wildfire-related risks which 
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment. As such, no impacts related to wildfire would 
occur and, consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15128, these issues will not be further analyzed in the 
EIR.  

 
47 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. State responsibility Area Fire Hazard Severity Zones. https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-
4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net/-/media/osfm-website/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-
severity-zones/fire-hazard-severity-zones-map-2022/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps-2022-
files/fhsz_county_sra_11x17_2022_santaclara_2.pdf. Accessed September 17, 2024. 
48 Santa Clara County Fire Safe Council. Do you reside in Santa Clara County’s Wildland urban Interface? (WUI). 
https://sccfiresafe.org/resources/do-you-reside-in-santa-clara-countys-wildland-urban-interface-wui/. Accessed September 17, 2024. 
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4.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Does the project: 

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

  X  

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

  X  

c) Does the project have environmental effects 
which will cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

  X  

 
Discussion 

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

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in the individual sections, the Project would not degrade the 
quality of the environment with the implementation of identified standard permit conditions and 
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mitigation measures. As discussed in Section 3.2, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR, the Project would 
not have a significant impact on sensitive habitat or species. 

As identified in Section 3.3, Cultural Resources, of the Draft EIR, the Project would not have potentially 
significant impact on historic or archaeological cultural resources located on the Project site.  The Project 
would result in a less than significant impact with implementation of identified standard permit conditions 
applicable for cultural resource impacts. 

As described in the environmental topic sections of this Initial Study and the Draft EIR, impacts were found 
to be less than significant, and the Project would not have environmental effects that would cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

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

Less than Significant Impact. Under Section 15065(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, a lead agency shall find 
that a project may have a significant effect on the environment where there is substantial evidence that 
the project has potential environmental effects “that are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable.” As defined in Section 15065(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, cumulatively considerable means 
“that the incremental effects of an individual project are significant when viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.” 

Implementation of the Project would result in the demolition of all existing structures on site. The Project 
would have a negligible effect to the continued urbanization of the Project area as the Project site is 
already developed with an industrial use. The Project would have no or a less than significant impact on 
all environmental factors discussed in this Initial Study. Environmental factors that would have a 
potentially significant impact or less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated are discussed in 
the Draft EIR. 

The Project would have a less than significant impact with mitigation on air quality, biological resources, 
cultural resources, hazards and hazardous materials, tribal cultural resources. The Project would have less 
than significant impact on aesthetics, energy, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and 
water quality, land use and planning, noise and vibration, public services, transportation, and utilities and 
service systems, and would not contribute to cumulative impacts to these resources. The Project would 
not impact agricultural and forest resources, mineral resources, population and housing, recreation, and 
wildfire. Therefore, the Project would not contribute to a significant cumulative impact on these 
resources. 

The General Plan EIR determined that there is a significant cumulative transportation impact under full 
build out of the General Plan. The Project would not, however, contribute to the cumulative 
transportation impact because it would have a less than significant impact.  
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c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Less than Significant Impact.  Consistent with Section 15065(a)(4) of the CEQA Guidelines, a lead agency 
shall find that a project may have a significant effect on the environment where there is substantial 
evidence that the Project has the potential to cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly. Under this standard, a change to the physical environment that might otherwise be 
minor must be treated as significant if people would be significantly affected. This factor relates to adverse 
changes to the environment of human beings generally, and not to effects on particular individuals. While 
changes to the environment that could indirectly affect human beings would be represented by all of the 
designated CEQA issue areas, those that could directly affect human beings include construction impacts 
related to air quality, hazardous materials and noise. However, implementation of mitigation measures, 
standard permit conditions, and General Plan policies would reduce these impacts to a less than significant 
level. No other direct or indirect adverse effects on human beings have been identified. 

 

 

 

Kimley>>> Horn 



 1605 South 7th Street Project 
City of San José Initial Study 

November 2025 
 Page | 92 

5.0 REFERENCES AND PREPARERS 

5.1 References 

Association of Bay Area Governments. Resilience Program data. Available at 
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/ts_evacuation/. Accessed 
September 16,2024.  

California Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder. Available at 
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/ciff/app/. Accessed September 16, 2024. 

California Department of Conservation. California Williamson Act Enrollment Finder. Available at 
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/WilliamsonAct/App/index.html. Accessed October 7, 
2024 

California Department of Conservation. CGS Information warehouse: Mineral Land 
Classification.https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=ml
c. Accessed September 16, 2024. 

California Department of Conservation. Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation Map. Available at 
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/. Accessed September 16, 2024. 

California Department of Conservation. Williamson Act Program. Available at 
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/lca. Accessed August 28, 2024. 

California Department of Finance. E-5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties, and the 
State, 2020-2024. Available at: https://dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/e-5-
population-and-housing-estimates-for-cities-counties-and-the-state-2020-2024/. Accessed 
October 7, 2024. 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Fire Hazard Severity Zones. Available at: 
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-
hazard-severity-zones. Accessed on September 16, 2024.  

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. State responsibility Area Fire Hazard Severity 
Zones. https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net/-
/media/osfm-website/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-
hazard-severity-zones/fire-hazard-severity-zones-map-2022/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps-
2022-files/fhsz_county_sra_11x17_2022_santaclara_2.pdf. Accessed September 17, 2024. 

California Department of Water Resources, Best Available Map. Available at 
https://gis.bam.water.ca.gov/bam/. Accessed September 16, 2024 

California Energy Commission. California Energy Demand 2018-2030 Revised Forecast, Figure 49 
Historical and Projected Baseline Consumption PG&E Planning Area. April 2018. 

City of San José. City of San José 2020 Urban Water Management Plan. June 2021. Available at 
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/422/637602045327100000. 
Accessed October 7, 2024. 

Kimley>>> Horn 



 1605 South 7th Street Project 
City of San José Initial Study 

November 2025 
 Page | 93 

City of San José. Code of Ordinances. Available at 
https://library.municode.com/ca/san_jose/codes/code_of_ordinances. Accessed October 7, 
2024. 

City of San José. Draft Program Environmental Impact Report for the Envision San José 2040 General 
Plan. June 2011. Accessed October 7, 2024 

City of San José. Fire Department Operations Annual Report Memo. Available at: 
https://sanjose.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=12849151&GUID=EC3D32BD-0061-4DDC-
A44E-5EDFF9C39139. Accessed on September 16, 2024. 

City of San José. Fire Stations. Available at: https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments-
offices/fire-department/fire-stations. Accessed on September 16, 2024 

City of San José. Parks & Trails. Available at https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments-
offices/parks-recreation-neighborhood-services/parks-trails. Accessed October 7, 2024. 

City of San José. San José-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility. Available at 
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/your-government/departments-offices/environmental-
services/water-utilities/regional-wastewater-facility. Accessed October 7, 2024. 

City of San José Public Library. Locations and Hours. Available at: https://www.sjpl.org/locations. 
Accessed on September 16, 2024. 

County of Santa Clara. Santa Clara County Wildland Urban Interface Fire Area. Available at: 
https://stgenpln.blob.core.windows.net/document/WUIFA_Adopted_Map.pdf. Accessed on 
September 16, 2024. 

Federal Emergency Management Agency. FEMA Flood Map Service Center: Search by Address. Accessed 
at https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search#searchresultsanchor. Accessed on October 7, 2024. 

Pacific Gas and Electric. Clean Energy Solutions. Available at https://www.pge.com/en/about/corporate-
responsibility-and-sustainability/taking-responsibility/clean-energy-solutions.html. Accessed on 
October 7, 2024 

San José Unified School District. School Site Locator. Available at: 
https://portal.schoolsitelocator.com/apps/ssl/?districtcode=25499#. Accessed on October 7, 
2024. 

San José Water Company. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan. June 2021. Available at 
https://www.sjwater.com/sites/default/files/2021-
06/2020%20UWMP%20FINAL%20with%20Appendices.pdf. Accessed October 1, 2024. 

Santa Clara County Fire Safe Council. Do you reside in Santa Clara County’s Wildland urban Interface? 
(WUI). https://sccfiresafe.org/resources/do-you-reside-in-santa-clara-countys-wildland-urban-
interface-wui/. Accessed September 17, 2024. 

State of California Employment Development Department. Available at: 
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/data/labor-force-and-unemployment-for-cities-and-
census-areas.html. Accessed September 16, 2024. 

Kimley>>> Horn 



 1605 South 7th Street Project 
City of San José Initial Study 

November 2025 
 Page | 94 

Strategic Economics. San Jose Market Overview and Employment Lands Analysis, prepared for the City 
of San José Four-Year General Plan Review. Available at 
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/22529/636688929663530000. 
Accessed September 16, 2024. 

United States Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service. Web Soil Survey. 
Available at: https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx. September 16, 
2024. 

5.2 Preparers 

Lead Agency 

Tina Garg, Supervising Environmental Planner 

Bethelhem Telahun, Environmental Project Manager 

Consultant (Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.) 

Danae Hall, AICP, CEQA Project Manager 

Taylor Blanford, Environmental Planner 

Daniel Vermeulen, Environmental Planner 

Max Swinderman, Environmental Planner 

 

Kimley>>> Horn 



Construction Fuel Consumption

On-Site Diesel1 (off-road construction Equipment) MTCO2e Gallons of Fuel4
Santa Clara County Fuel 

in 2026
(Start of Construction)

Percent

Demolition 104 10,295
Site Preparation/Grading 549 54,077
Building Construction 260 25,644
Paving 76 7,454
Architectural Coating 8 790
Total 997 98,260 88,222,517 0.1114%

Off-Site Diesel1 (on-road construction trips)
Demolition 328 32,325
Site Preparation/Grading 12 1,222
Building Construction 70 6,897
Paving 0 0
Architectural Coating 0 0
Total 410 40,443 88,222,517 0.0458%

Off-Site Gasoline2

Demolition 4 413
Site Preparation/Grading 14 1,533
Building Construction 50 5,675
Paving 6 666
Architectural Coating 6 681
Total 79 8,969 535,938,617 0.0017%

Total Diesel Fuel 138,703 88,222,517 0.1572%
Total Gasoline Fuel 8,969 535,938,617 0.0017%
Total Construction Fuel 1,487 147,672

On-Site Diesel
(Off-Road)

Off-Site Diesel
(Hauling/Vendor)

Off-Site Gasoline
(Worker)

On-Site Diesel
(Off-Road)

Off-Site Diesel
(Hauling/Vendor)

Off-Site Gasoline
(Worker)

On-Site Diesel
(Off-Road)

Off-Site Diesel
(Hauling/Vendor)

Off-Site Gasoline
(Worker)

2026 104 328 4 157 0 4 195 6 5
2027 0 0 0 2 0 0 195 6 5

Total 104 328 4 158 0 4 390 12 9

On-Site Diesel
(Off-Road)

Off-Site Diesel
(Hauling/Vendor)

Off-Site Gasoline
(Worker)

On-Site Diesel
(Off-Road)

Off-Site Diesel
(Hauling/Vendor)

Off-Site Gasoline
(Worker)

On-Site Diesel
(Off-Road)

Off-Site Diesel
(Hauling/Vendor)

Off-Site Gasoline
(Worker)

2026 47 13 9 0 0 0 0 0 0
2027 214 57 41 76 0 6 8 0 6

Total 260 70 50 76 0 6 8 0 6

Architectural Coating

Construction Phase3

Demolition Site Preparation Grading/Infrastructure Improvements

Building Construction Paving

Construction Phase3



Notes:
1  Fuel used for off-road, hauling, and vendor trips assumed to be diesel.
2  Fuel used for worker trips assumed to be gasoline.
3  MTCO2e rates from CalEEMod (3.0 Construction Emissions Details).
4  For CO2e emissions, see Chapter 13 (page 94); Conversion Ratios: Climate Registry, General Reporting Protocol, 2016.



Vehicle Type Percent Annual VMT1 MPG2 Annual Fuel 
(Gallons)

Fuel Type
Santa Clara 

County
Gallons3

RS
Percent

Passenger Cars 0.970 8,467,512 21.6 392,014 Gas 527,439,060 0.0743%
Light/Medium Trucks 0.000 0 17.2 0 Diesel 87,546,893 0.0000%
Heavy Trucks/Other 0.030 261,882 6.1 42,931 Diesel 87,546,893 0.0490%

Total 8,729,394

Notes:
1  Total annual operational VMT based on annual VMT from CalEEMod (5.9 Operational Mobile Sources).
2  Average fuel economy derived from Department of Transportation.
3  Total annual county fuel per EMFAC 2021 model of projected operational fuel usage.

MITIGATED



Operational Water Energy

Unmitigated Indoor 32.7 million gallons
Indoor Energy Intensity Factor1 6,807 kWh/MG

Unmitigated Outdoor 0 million gallons
Outdoor Energy Intensity Factor2 4,934                       kWh/MG

Operational Water Energy 223,236 kWh
0.2232 GWh

17,102                    GWh
0.0013%

Indoor Outdoor
Unrefrigerated Warehouse 31,147,063           141,734                  

Parking Lot 0 0
General Office Building 1,545,217             0

City Park 0 0
Total Operational Water (MG/year) 33 0

Santa Clara County Annual Electricity
Percentage Increase

UNMITIGATED

Operational Water Energy

Notes:
1  Indoor water energy intensity factor for subarea per CalEEMod User Guide, Appendix G, Tab G-32. Factor includes supply, treatment, distribution, and wastewater.
2  Outdoor water energy intensity factor for subarea per CalEEMod User Guide, Appendix G, Tab G-32. Factor includes supply, treatment, and distribution.
3  Operational water use values per CalEEMod (5.12 Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption).

Land Use3 Unmitigated (gal/year)



Construction Water Energy

Daily Soil Disturbance1 402.6 acres
Days of Soil Disturbance2 240 days

Water Concentration3 3,020 gallons/acre

Water Energy Intensity4 4,934 kWh/MG

Total Construction Water 291.77 million gallons

Construction Water Energy 1,439,610 kWh
1.4396 GWh

17,102                    GWh
0.00842%

Notes:
1  Total daily acres disturbed from offroad equipment per CalEEMod (3.0 Construction Emissions Detail) and 
maximum SCAQMD LST values for soil-disturbing equipment.
2  Number of days of construction with soil-disturbing equipment per CalEEMod (5.1 Construction Schedule).
3  Water application rate per Air and Waste Management Association's Air Pollution Engineering Manual.
4  Water energy intensity factor for subarea per CalEEMod User Guide, Appendix G, Tab G-32.
5 County total energy values from California Energy Commission energy reports available through 
ecdms.energy.ca.gov. (year 2022)

Santa Clara County Annual Electricity5

Percentage Increase



Elecricity/Natural Gas Energy

Unmitigated Project
Annual Energy

Santa Clara County
Annual Energy3

Percentage
Increase

Electricity (kWh/yr) 2,280,434 17,101,799,026 0.0133%
Electricity (GWh/yr) 2.2804 17,102 0.0133%

Natural Gas (kBTU/yr) 0 42,394,021,300 0.0000%
Natural Gas (therms/yr) 0 423,940,213 0.0000%

Electricity1 (kWh/yr) Natural Gas2 (kBTU/yr)
Unmitigated Unmitigated

Unrefrigerated Warehouse 1,556,714                         -                                     
Parking Lot 479,163                            -                                     

General Office Building 244,557                            -                                     
City Park -                                     -                                     

Total Energy 2,280,434 0

Land Use

UNMITIGATED
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION 
Amazon DFA8 

1605 South 7th Street 
San Jose, California 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the results of the geotechnical investigation performed by Langan 

Engineering and Environmental Services, Inc. (Langan) for the proposed delivery station 

development at 1605 South 7th Street in San Jose. The approximately 17.8-acre site is bound by 

East Alma Avenue to the north, South 7th Street to the east, an abandoned industrial railroad 

track to the west previously owned by Union Pacific Railroad Company, and a fenced, 

partially-paved, irregularly shaped parking area to the south, as shown on Figure 1. The proposed 

delivery station will be surrounded by parking lots and van queuing areas to the north, east, and 

south, as shown on Figure 2. 

The site is currently developed with a one-story, high-bay warehouse structure in the central and 

western portions of the site, a two-story office building in the east portion, and a one- to two-story 

structure in the southeast portion. The existing structures are surrounded by asphalt concrete 

(AC) paved drive aisles and parking areas. The site ground surface elevations range from 

approximate Elevations1 of 100.5 feet to 104.5 feet, generally sloping downward away from the 

existing structure at the center of the site (Sandis 2020). We understand the proposed delivery 

station will be a single-story, approximately 94,000 square-foot, at-grade structure with an interior 

office space and exterior adjacent loading dock area. The proposed delivery station will be 

surrounded by paved parking, loading areas, and landscaping. Current plans (Langan 2020) show 

the proposed building (including the office space) will have plan dimensions of approximately 

245 feet by 385 feet and a finished floor elevation of 106 feet. 

The footprint of the proposed building is partially within the footprint of the existing building.  

Therefore, the western portion of the proposed building will required approximately 4½ feet of 

fill to reach pad grade whereas the eastern portion of the building will require approximately one 

foot of fill to reach pad grade. 

2.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES 

Our scope of services is outlined in our proposal dated 7 August 2020. We reviewed available 

subsurface information for the site and vicinity from our files and further explored subsurface 

1
All elevations reference the National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929 (NGVD29). 
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conditions at the site by drilling borings, advancing cone penetrometer tests (CPTs) and 

performing laboratory tests. We evaluated the results of the field exploration and laboratory 

testing to develop conclusions and recommendations regarding: 

 subsurface conditions including groundwater levels; 

 site seismicity and potential for seismic hazards including liquefaction, lateral spreading, 
and fault rupture; 

 appropriate foundation type(s) for the proposed structures; 

 estimates of foundation settlement; 

 design parameters for the recommended foundation type(s), including allowable bearing 
capacity, passive pressure, and coefficient of base friction; 

 lateral earth pressures for temporary shoring; 

 2019 California Building Code (CBC) site classification, mapped values SS and S1, 
modification factors Fa and Fv and SMS and SM1 as appropriate; 

 subgrade preparation for at-grade floors and exterior slabs and flatwork, including 
sidewalks and equipment pads; 

 site preparation, grading, and excavation, including criteria for fill quality and compaction, 
and the re-use of on-site soils; 

 flexible and rigid pavements; 

 soil corrosivity with brief evaluation; 

 construction considerations. 

3.0 FIELD INVESTIGATION AND LABORATORY TESTING 

To evaluate the subsurface conditions at the site, we reviewed a previous geotechnical study 

by Kleinfelder (Kleinfelder 2020) and drilled three borings and advanced four CPTs at the 

approximate locations shown on Figure 2. Prior to performing the field investigation, we obtained 

a permit from Valley Water, formerly known as the Santa Clara Valley Water District (SCVWD), 

notified Underground Service Alert (USA), and checked the boring and CPT locations for buried 

utilities using an independent private utility locator. Details of the field investigation activities and 

laboratory testing are described in the remainder of this section. 
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3.1 Borings 

The three borings, designated B-1 through B-3, were drilled on 19 August 2020 by Pitcher Drilling 

Services, LLC of East Palo Alto, California using a truck-mounted drill rig equipped with rotary 

wash drilling equipment. Boring B-1 was drilled to a depth of approximately 51.5 feet below the 

existing ground surface (bgs). Borings B-2 and B-3 were drilled to depths of approximately 5 feet 

bgs. During drilling, our field engineer logged the borings and obtained representative samples 

of soil encountered for visual classification and laboratory testing. The boring logs are presented 

in Appendix A as Figures A-1 through A-3. The soil encountered in the borings was classified in 

accordance with the Soil Classification Chart, presented on Figure A-4. 

Soil samples were obtained using three different types of samplers: two driven split-barrel 

samplers and a piston thin-walled sampler. The sampler types are as follows: 

 Sprague & Henwood (S&H) sampler with a 3.0-inch outside diameter and 2.5-inch inside 
diameter, lined with steel or brass tubes with an inside diameter of 2.43 inches 

 Standard Penetration Test (SPT) sampler with a 2.0-inch outside diameter and 1.5-inch 
inside diameter, without liners 

 Shelby Tube (ST) a piston thin-walled sampler with a 3.0-inch outside diameter and a 
2.93-inch inside diameter 

The sampler types were chosen on the basis of soil type being sampled and desired sample 

quality for laboratory testing. In general, the S&H sampler was used to obtain samples in medium 

stiff to very stiff cohesive soil and the SPT sampler was used to evaluate the relative density of 

sandy soil. The ST sampler was used to obtain relatively undisturbed samples of the soft to 

medium stiff cohesive soil. 

The SPT and S&H samplers were driven with a 140-pound, automatic hammer falling 30 inches. 

The samplers were driven up to 18 inches and the hammer blows required to drive the samplers 

every six inches of penetration were recorded and are presented on the boring logs. A “blow 

count” is defined as the number of hammer blows per six inches of penetration or 50 blows for 

six inches or less of penetration. The blow counts required to drive the S&H and SPT samplers 

were converted to approximate SPT N-values using factors of 0.7 and 1.2, respectively, to 

account for sampler type and hammer energy, and are shown on the boring logs. The blow counts 

used for this conversion were: 1) the last two blow counts, if the sampler was driven more than 

12 inches, 2) the last one blow count if the sampler was driven more than six inches but less 

than 12 inches, and 3) the only blow count if the sampler was driven six inches or less. 
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The ST sampler is pushed hydraulically into the soil; the piston pressure required to advance the 

sampler is shown on the log, measured in pounds per square inch (psi). 

Upon completion, the boreholes were backfilled with cement grout in accordance with the 

requirements of Valley Water. The soil cuttings from the borings were collected in 55-gallon 

drums, tested, and prepared for transportation off-site for disposal. The 55-gallon drums are 

currently stored onsite temporarily at the request of the client. 

3.2 Cone Penetrometer Tests (CPTs) 

The CPTs, designated CPT-1 through CPT-4, were advanced on 10 August 2020 by ConeTec of 

San Leandro, California. They were advanced to depths of approximately 50 to 92 feet bgs. 

The CPTs were performed by hydraulically pushing a 1.7-inch-diameter, cone-tipped probe, with 

a projected area of 15 square centimeters, into the ground. The cone tip measures tip resistance, 

and the friction sleeve behind the cone tip measures frictional resistance. Electrical strain gauges 

or load cells within the cone continuously measured the cone tip resistance and frictional 

resistance during the entire depth of each probing. Accumulated data was processed by 

computer to provide engineering information, such as the types and approximate strength 

characteristics of the soil encountered. The report by ConeTec presenting the CPT results are 

included in Appendix B. 

Pore-pressure dissipation tests (PPDTs) were performed during the advancement of CPT-1 and 

CPT-3 at various depths. PPDTs were conducted at various depths to measure hydrostatic water 

pressures and to determine the piezometric head in soil. The variation of pore pressure with time 

is measured behind the tip of the cone and recorded. For this investigation, the duration of the 

tests range from approximately 435 to 740 seconds. The results of the three PPDTs are 

summarized in Appendix B. 

After completion, the CPTs were backfilled with cement grout in accordance with Valley Water 

requirements. 

3.3 Previous Investigations 

The locations of the previous borings and CPTs performed by Kleinfelder between 4 and 5 June 

2020 and data that we reviewed are also shown on Figure 2; logs of the borings and CPTs are 

included in Appendix C. 
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3.4 Laboratory Testing 

The soil samples collected from the field exploration program were reexamined in the office 

for soil classifications, and representative samples were selected for laboratory testing. 

The laboratory testing program was designed to evaluate engineering properties of the soil at the 

site. Samples were tested to measure moisture content, dry density, R-value, plasticity 

(Atterberg Limits), fines content, shear strength and compressibility. The results of the laboratory 

testing are shown on the boring logs and presented in Appendix D as Figures D-1 through D-6. 

The results of the Kleinfelder laboratory testing are included in Appendix C. 

To evaluate the corrosivity of the soil near the foundation subgrade, we performed corrosivity 

tests on one soil sample obtained from the upper five feet. The corrosivity of the soil sample was 

evaluated by CERCO Analytical using the following ASTM Test Methods: 

 Redox - ASTM D1498 

 pH - ASTM D4972 

 Resistivity (100% Saturation) – ASTM G57 

 Sulfide – ASTM D4658M 

 Chloride – ASTM D4327 

 Sulfate – ASTM D4327 

The laboratory corrosion test results and a brief corrosivity evaluation are presented in 

Appendix E. 

4.0 SITE AND SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

The site ground surface elevation ranges from Elevation 100.5 feet to 104.5 feet, sloping 

downward away from the structure at the center of the site. The site is currently occupied by a 

one-story, high bay warehouse structure with an approximate pad grade of Elevation 104 feet at 

the center and west section of the site, a parking lot area to the north section, a two-story office 

building in the east section, and a one-story, high-bay warehouse structure. The existing 

structures are surrounded by AC paved parking lot and landscaping. Based on our review of 

historic aerial photographs from 1948 to 2016 (NETR Online, 2020), the warehouse structure on 

the western section of the site was constructed prior to 1948 with surrounding pavement 

adjacent to railroad tracks previously owned by Union Pacific Railroad Company (formerly the 
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Southern Pacific Transportation Company). The expansion of the warehouse structure and 

construction of other buildings on site were developed prior to 1956 and 1980, respectively. 

Where explored, the pavement section of the parking lot consists of approximately three to eight 

inches of AC over up to nine inches of aggregate base (AB). The pavement section is underlain 

by alluvial deposits consisting of interbedded clays and sands to the maximum depth explored. 

The alluvial deposits consist of soft to stiff clay and very soft to medium stiff silt, with interbedded 

layers of very loose to very dense sand, sand with clay, sand with gravel, and gravel. Laboratory 

test results indicate the clay has shear strengths ranging from 750 pounds per square foot (psf) 

to 2,250 psf, is overconsolidated2, and generally has low to moderate expansion potential3 with 

the exception of a highly expansive clay sampled at a depth of 41 feet bgs in Boring KB-2.  

Based on published maps (California Geological Survey (CGS) 2000), the historic high

groundwater in the project vicinity is approximately 10 feet bgs. The groundwater level was 

obscured by the drilling method in Boring B-1, therefore, it was not measured in this boring we 

drilled for this investigation. Borings B-2 and B-3 did not extend into groundwater. 

The groundwater levels measured in the PPDTs as well as during the prior geotechnical 

investigation are summarized in Table 1. The groundwater levels in the borings and CPTs were 

measured at the time of advancement and likely do not represent the stabilized groundwater 

level. Seasonal fluctuation in rainfall influence groundwater levels and may cause several feet of 

variation. 

2
An overconsolidated clay has experienced a pressure greater than its current load. 

3
Expansive soil undergoes volume changes with changes in moisture content. 
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TABLE 1 

Summary of Groundwater Depth and Elevation Data 

Consultant Location 

Year 
of 

Exploration 

Ground 
Surface 

Elevation 
(feet) 

Exploration 
Depth 
(feet) 

Groundwater 
Depth 
(feet) 

Pore 
Pressure 

Dissipation 
Test Depth 

(feet) 

Piezometric 
Head 
(feet) 

GW 
Elevation 

(feet) 

Langan 

B-1a 2020 104.2 51.5 -- -- -- -- 

B-2b 2020 103.4 5 -- -- -- -- 

B-3b 2020 103.3 5 -- -- -- -- 

CPT-1 2020 100.7 92.9 -- 67.5 52.4 -- 

CPT-1 2020 100.7 92.9 -- 91.3 74.6 -- 

CPT-2 2020 101.0 50.9 -- -- -- -- 

CPT-3 2020 103.0 75.5 -- 21.9 9.6 -- 

Kleinfelder 

KB-1 2020 103.4 51.5 12.0 -- -- 91.4 

KB-2 2020 104.3 51.5 10.0 -- -- 94.3 

KB-3 2020 100.9 53.0 10.5 -- -- 90.4 

KB-4 2020 100.6 53.0 11.0 -- -- 89.6 

Notes: 
a. Groundwater level obscured by drilling method in Boring B-1. 
b. Groundwater not encountered or not measured. 
c. Kleinfelder borings and CPTs that did not encounter groundwater are not included. 

5.0 REGIONAL SEISMICITY 

The major active faults in the area are the Calaveras, Hayward, Monte Vista-Shannon, and 

San Andreas faults. These and other faults of the region are shown on Figure 3. For each of the 

active faults within 50 kilometers of the site, the distance from the site and estimated mean 

characteristic Moment magnitude4 [Working Group on California Earthquake Probabilities 

(WGCEP) (2008) and Cao et al. (2003)] are summarized in Table 2. 

4
Moment magnitude is an energy-based scale and provides a physically meaningful measure of the size of a 

faulting event. Moment magnitude is directly related to average slip and fault rupture area. 
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TABLE 2 

Regional Faults and Seismicity 

Fault Name 
Distance 

(km) 
Direction from 

Site 
Mean Characteristic 
Moment Magnitude 

Monte Vista-Shannon 11 South 6.50 

Total Calaveras 13 East 7.03 

Total Hayward 15 North 7.00 

Total Hayward-Rodgers Creek 15 North 7.33 

N. San Andreas - Peninsula 19.3 Southwest 7.23 

N. San Andreas (1906 event) 19 Southwest 8.05 

N. San Andreas - Santa Cruz 20 Southwest 7.12 

Zayante-Vergeles 27 Southwest 7.00 

Greenville Connected 35 Northeast 7.00 

San Gregorio Connected 44 West 7.50 

Mount Diablo Thrust 46 North 6.70 

Monterey Bay-Tularcitos 49.4 Southwest 7.30 

Figure 3 also shows the earthquake epicenters for events with magnitude greater than 5.0 from 

January 1800 through August 2014. Since 1800, four major earthquakes have been recorded on 

the San Andreas Fault. In 1836 an earthquake with an estimated maximum intensity of VII on the 

Modified Mercalli (MM) scale (Figure 4) occurred east of Monterey Bay on the San Andreas Fault 

(Toppozada and Borchardt 1998). The estimated Moment magnitude, Mw, for this earthquake is 

about 6.25. In 1838, an earthquake occurred with an estimated intensity of about VIII-IX (MM), 

corresponding to an Mw of about 7.5. The San Francisco Earthquake of 1906 caused the most 

significant damage in the history of the Bay Area in terms of loss of lives and property 

damage. This earthquake created a surface rupture along the San Andreas Fault from Shelter 

Cove to San Juan Bautista, approximately 470 kilometers in length. It had a maximum intensity 

of XI (MM), an Mw of about 7.9, and was felt 560 kilometers away in Oregon, Nevada, and 

Los Angeles. The Loma Prieta Earthquake occurred on 17 October 1989, in the Santa Cruz 

Mountains with an Mw of 6.9, approximately 31km away from the site. 

The Silver Creek fault is approximately 2.4 kilometers northeast of the site. Although the fault 

could have been responsible for two moderate earthquakes, no surface trace of the Silver Creek 

fault is evident in the alluvial plain and few recorded earthquakes are located near the fault. 

The United States Geological Survey (2010) presumes that the Silver Creek fault has continued, 

albeit very slow strike-slip movement which would yield very infrequent earthquakes of a 

damaging magnitude. 
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In 1868 an earthquake with an estimated maximum intensity of X on the MM scale occurred on 

the southern segment (between San Leandro and Fremont) of the Hayward Fault. The estimated 

Mw for the earthquake is 7.0. In 1861, an earthquake of unknown magnitude (probably an Mw of 

about 6.5) was reported on the Calaveras Fault. The most recent significant earthquake on this 

fault was the 1984 Morgan Hill earthquake (Mw = 6.2). 

The most recent earthquake with Mw greater than 5.0 to affect the Bay Area occurred on 

24 August 2014 and was located on the West Napa fault, approximately 108 kilometers north of 

the site, with an Mw of 6.0. 

The 2014 WGCEP at the U.S. Geologic Survey (USGS) predicted a 72 percent chance of a 

magnitude 6.7 or greater earthquake occurring in the San Francisco Bay Area by 2043. More 

specific estimates of the probabilities for different faults in the Bay Area are presented in Table 3. 

TABLE 3 

WGCEP (2014) Estimates of 30-Year Probability (2014-2043) of a 
Magnitude 6.7 or Greater Earthquake 

Fault 
Probability 
(percent) 

Hayward-Rodgers Creek 32 

N. San Andreas 33 

Calaveras 25 

San Gregorio 6 

Greenville 6 

6.0 SEISMIC HAZARDS 

During a major earthquake on a segment of one of the nearby faults, strong to very strong shaking 

is expected to occur at the site. Strong shaking during an earthquake can result in ground failure 

such as that associated with soil liquefaction5, landslides, lateral spreading6, and seismic 

5
 Liquefaction is a transformation of soil from a solid to a liquefied state during which saturated soil temporarily loses 

strength resulting from the buildup of excess pore water pressure, especially during earthquake-induced cyclic 
loading. Soil susceptible to liquefaction includes loose to medium dense sand and gravel, low-plasticity silt, and 
some low-plasticity clay deposits. 

6
 Lateral spreading is a phenomenon in which surficial soil displaces along a shear zone that has formed within an 

underlying liquefied layer. Upon reaching mobilization, the surficial blocks are transported downslope or in the 
direction of a free face by earthquake and gravitational forces. 
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