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Attachment A
AC Transit Macdonald Avenue &

Cutting Boulevard Transit Improvement Project
CEQA Exemption Information Form

Contra Costa County
Overview
The Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District’s (AC Transit) proposed Macdonald Avenue & Cutting 
Boulevard Transit Improvement Project (project) focuses on improving safety and accessibility for 
both bus riders and non-bus riders, improving bus operations, and improving the customer 
experience. This project serves to improve AC Transit service along Macdonald Avenue, between 
Richmond Parkway and San Pablo Avenue, and along Cutting Boulevard, between Interstate 580 
(1-580) and the El Cerrito del Norte Bay Area Rapid Transit Station. The project includes, but is 
not limited to, signal upgrades, bus stop relocations for improved pedestrian safety, curb 
extensions for bus stops to improve service reliability, sidewalk repairs, repainting of faded curbs, 
bus bulbs, and installation of new bus shelters for enhanced rider comfort. The improvements 
along Cutting Boulevard would be made in cooperation with Golden Gate Transit.

Project Location

The project is located within the cities of Richmond and El Cerrito, California. Specifically, the 
project consists of the following two distinct project components:

Macdonald Avenue Component

The Macdonald Avenue Transit Priority Project would include the design and implementation of 
transit operation and safety improvements along Macdonald Avenue, between (and including) 
Richmond Parkway and Wilson Avenue.

Cutting Boulevard Component

The Cutting Boulevard Transit Priority Project would consist of the design and implementation of 
transit-operation, access, and safety improvements along Cutting Boulevard, between and 
including 1-580 and San Pablo Avenue.

Reasons Why Project is Categorically Exempt

Article 19 of the CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15300 through 15333, establishes a list of project 
classes that have been determined to not have a significant effect on the environment and are, 
therefore, exempt from CEQA. The project qualifies as a categorically exempt fan, pursuant to 
the following sections of the CEQA Guidelines:



• CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 (c), which provides the following:

Class 1 consists of the operation, repair, maintenance, permitting, leasing, 
licensing, or minor alteration of existing public or private structures, facilities, 
mechanical equipment, or topographical features, involving negligible or no 
expansion of existing or former use. The types of “existing facilities” itemized below 
are not intended to be all-inclusive of the types of projects which might fall within 
Class 1. The key consideration is whether the project involves negligible or no 
expansion of use.

Examples include but are not limited to:

Existing highways and streets, sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and pedestrian trails, 
and similar facilities (this includes road grading for the purpose of public safety), 
and other alterations such as the addition of bicycle facilities, including but not 
limited to bicycle parking, bicycle-share facilities and bicycle lanes, transit 
improvements such as bus lanes, pedestrian crossings, street trees, and other 
similar alterations that do not create additional automobile lanes);

The key consideration for this exemption is that negligible alterations to bicycle facilities, 
pedestrian crossings, transit improvements, sidewalks, gutters, etc. do not create 
additional automobile lanes. As described above, the project would include various 
improvements to existing sidewalks and pavement, which do not create additional vehicle 
lanes. Thus, the project meets the Section 15301(c) criterion.

• CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 (l)(4), which provides the following:

Demolition and removal of individual small structures listed in this subdivision:

Accessory (appurtenant) structures including garages, carports, patios, swimming 
pools, and fences.

The project includes relocation of several existing bus stops along Macdonald Avenue and 
Cutting Boulevard. The majority would require relocation of the bus stop from the near 
side of the intersection to the far side of the same intersection. Removal and relocation of 
existing bus stops would qualify as a small structure, as they are substantially smaller than 
the examples provided in the CEQA Guidelines. Thus, the project meets the Section 
15301 (l)(4) criterion.

i

• CEQA Guidelines Section 15302(c), which provides the following:

Class 2 consists of replacement or reconstruction of existing structures and 
facilities where the new structure will be located on the same site as the structure 
replaced and will have substantially the same purpose and capacity as the 
structure replaced, including but not limited to:

Replacement or reconstruction of existing utility systems and/or facilities involving 
negligible or no expansion of capacity.



The project would include upgrades at several traffic signals along the project corridors, 
including installation of Transit Signal Priority to allow buses to request an early green or 
a green extension. Such improvements allow for greater efficiency of AC Transit services 
but would not result in expansion of such services beyond existing levels. Thus, the project 
meets the Section 15302(c) criterion.

• CEQA Guidelines Section 15303(e), which provides the following:

Class 3 consists of construction and location of limited numbers of new, small 
facilities or structures: installation of small new equipment and facilities in small 
structures; and the conversion of existing small structures from one use to another 
where only minor modifications are made in the exterior of the structure. The 
numbers of structures described in this section are the maximum allowable on any 
legal parcel. Examples of this exemption include, but are not limited to:

Accessory (appurtenant) structures including garages, carports, patios, swimming 
pools, and fences.

The project would include the installation of several new bus shelters, which would be 
similar or smaller in size to the examples of categorically exempt small structures provided 
by the CEQA Guidelines. Thus, the project meets the Section 15303(e) criterion.

The proposed project is categorically exempt from the provisions of CEQA pursuant to State 
CEQA Guidelines Section Class 1, Section 15301 (c) and (I), Section 15302 (c), and Section 
15303 (e).

Exceptions to Categorical Exemptions
CEQA Sections 15300.2(a) through (f) presents a list of exceptions to the use of an exemption. 
The project does not meet any of the exceptions, as discussed below.

• CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(a) provides the following:

Location. Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the 
project is to be located - a project that is ordinarily insignificant in its impact on the 
environment may in a particularly sensitive environment be significant. Therefore, 
these classes are considered to apply all instances, except where the project may 
impact on an environmental resource of hazardous or critical concern where 
designated, precisely mapped, and officially adopted pursuant to law by federal, 
state, or local agencies.

While the project meets qualification as a Class 3 categorical exemption, the Macdonald 
Avenue and Cutting Boulevard project corridors, to which implementation of the project 
components would be confined, are predominantly paved areas that do not contain 
designated or mapped environmental resources of hazardous or critical concern (refer to 
the Hazards and Hazardous Materials and Biological Resources sections of the 
Environmental Checklist). Therefore, an exception to the exemption under CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15300.2(a) does not apply to the project.

• CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(b) provides the following:

Cumulative Impact. All exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when the 
cumulative impact of successive projects of the same type in the same place, over 
time is significant.



The project corridors are located in a highly urbanized area in the cities of Richmond and 
El Cerrito. The project aims to enhance existing AC Transit services through the 
improvement of public transportation and pedestrian facilities and infrastructure and would 
not result in additional AC Transit services along the project corridors. As detailed further 
in the Environmental Checklist prepared for the project, the project would result in no 
impact related to all environmental issue areas required for analysis under CEQA. 
Therefore, the project would not have the potential to contribute to any impacts considered 
cumulatively considerable, and an exception to the exemption under CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15300.2(b) does not apply to the project.

• CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(c) provides the following:

Significant Effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where 
there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the 
environment due to unusual circumstances.

As detailed further in the Environmental Checklist prepared for the project, the project 
would result in no impact related to all environmental issue areas required for analysis 
under CEQA. Additionally, while unusual circumstances are not defined by the CEQA 
Guidelines, potential site characteristics could include sensitive habitats or contamination. 
The proposed transit improvements would be entirely restricted to the Macdonald Avenue 
and Cutting Boulevard rights-of-way, which do not contain any sensitive habitats or 
contamination sites. Therefore, an exception to the exemption under CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15300.2(c) does not apply to the project.

• CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(d) provides the following:

Scenic Highways. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which 
may result in damage to scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees, 
historic buildings, rock outcroppings, or similar resources, within a highway 
officially designated as a state scenic highway. This does not apply to 
improvements which are required as mitigation by an adopted negative declaration 
or certified EIR.

As detailed further in the Aesthetics section of the Environmental Checklist, the Macdonald 
Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors are not located within the vicinity of a state- 
designated scenic highway. Therefore, the project would not damage scenic resources 
within the vicinity of scenic highway, and an exception to the exemption under CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15300.2(d) does not apply to the project.

. CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(e) provides the following:

Hazardous Waste Sites. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project 
located on a site which is included on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 
of the Government Code.

The California Environmental Protection Agency provides a list of resources that provide 
information regarding the facilities or sites identified as meeting the "Cortese List” 
requirements, pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. As detailed further in the 
Hazards and Hazardous Materials section of the Environmental Checklist, the Macdonald 
Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors are not located on any list compiled pursuant to 
Section 65962.5 of the Government Code. Thus, an exception to the exemption under 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(e) does not apply to the project.



• CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(f) provides the following:

Historical Resources. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which 
may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource.

As detailed further in the Cultural Resources section of the Environmental Checklist, the 
Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors do not contain known historic 
resources. Although the project would require minor excavation of asphalt and previously 
disturbed soils within established segments of the roadways at depths of potentially up to 
12 feet, the new excavations would occur in the existing rights-of-way and be similar in 
depth to those that were completed as part of buildout of the existing roadways. Thus, the 
project is not anticipated to have potential of encountering unknown archaeological 
resources or human remains, as such resources would have already been removed or 
disturbed as part of construction of the existing project corridors. Thus, an exception to 
the exemption under CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(f) does not apply to the project.

Conclusion
Based on the above, the project is consistent with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15301(c), 
15301 (l)(4), 15302(c), and Section 15303(e). The exceptions to the exemptions set forth by CEQA 
Sections 15300.2(a) through (f) do not apply to the project. Thus, as detailed in the Environmental 
Checklist prepared for the project, the project is categorically exempt from CEQA.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The location, setting, and components of the Macdonald Avenue & Cutting Boulevard 
Transit Improvement Project (project) are discussed further below.
Project Location and Existing Setting
The Macdonald Avenue corridor is a 2.7-mile, four-lane stretch of roadway that runs 
from Richmond Parkway to the west to the corridor’s eastern limit at Interstate 80 (1-80). 
The Cutting Boulevard corridor is a 2.4-mile, four-lane stretch of roadway that runs from 
Interstate 580 (1-580) to the El Cerrito del Norte Bay Area Rapid Transit Station. Table 1 
and Table 2 summarize the existing signalized project intersections in Richmond and El 
Cerrito, respectively, which are also illustrated in Figure 1 and Figure 2.
Table 1: Signalized Intersections Along Macdonald Avenue Corridor
■ # 'Owner ;

1 City of Richmond44th Street City of Richmond
2 City of RichmondCity of Richmond42nd Street
3 City of RichmondCity of Richmond37th Street
4 City of RichmondCity of Richmond33rd Street
5 City of RichmondCity of Richmond27th Street

City of Richmond6 City of Richmond23rd Street
7 City of RichmondCity of Richmond22nd Street
8 City of RichmondCity of Richmond16th Street
9 City of RichmondCity of RichmondMarina Way
10 City of RichmondCity of Richmond12th Street
11 City of RichmondCity of RichmondHarbour Way
12 City of RichmondCity of Richmond8th Street
13 City of RichmondCity of Richmond6th Street
14 City of RichmondCity of RichmondRichmond Pkwy

Table 2: Signalized Intersections Along Cutting Boulevard Corridor
[-# Street r-,' vOwrier .Maintainer/Operator

California Department of TransportationI-580 (W) City of Richmond1
California Department of TransportationCity of Richmondi-580 (E)2
City of RichmondCity of RichmondHarbour Way S3
City of RichmondMarina Way S City of Richmond4
City of RichmondCity of RichmondS. 20th Street5
City of RichmondCity of RichmondS. 23rd Street6
City of RichmondCity of RichmondS. 26th Street7
City of RichmondCity of RichmondS. 29th Street8
City of RichmondCarlson Blvd City of Richmond9
City of RichmondCity of Richmond10 S. 37th Street
City of RichmondCity of Richmond11 S. 41st Street
City of RichmondCity of Richmond12 S. 45th Street
City of RichmondCity of Richmond13 S. 49th Street
California Department of TransportationCity of El Cerrito14 I-80 (E)
California Department of TransportationI-80 (W) City of El Cerritoi15

1
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PROJECT COMPONENTS
The Macdonald Avenue corridor portion of the project consists of 14 modified traffic 
signals, a signal queue jump, relocation of 14 bus stops, construction of seven bus stop 
extensions, installation of seven new bus shelters, 13 new or improved curb ramps, 
sidewalk repair at 12 locations, and the planting of trees at two locations. This corridor is 
used by AC Transit buses.
The Cutting Boulevard corridor portion of the project consists of 15 modified traffic 
signals, a signal queue jump, relocation of nine bus stops, construction of five bus stop 
extensions, installation of 10 new bus shelters, 20 new or improved curb ramps, and 
sidewalk repair at 20 locations. This corridor is used by AC Transit and Golden Gate 
Transit (GGT).
This project is part of an AC Transit-wide effort to improve safety, reduce travel time, 
and increase schedule reliability to complement the numerous corridor improvement 
projects being undertaken as part of the Major Corridors Study (2016), which was 
prepared to identify short-term and long-term investment strategy recommendations for 
the 12 highest-ridership corridors, and the Quick-build Framework (2020), which was 
prepared to improve safety, reduce travel time, and increase bus line reliability.
More specifically, the project consists of the following improvements to the Macdonald 
Avenue corridor (refer to Figure 3):

• Addition of Transit Signal Priority (TSP) to 14 existing traffic signals (from 
Richmond Parkway to 44th Street), allowing buses to request an early green or a 

, green extension

• Bus queue jump signal(s) and corresponding striping changes

• Signal communication improvements to allow for the improved signal 
coordination for transit through the use of global positioning system (GPS) clocks

• Relocation of 14 bus stops, with the majority being a relocation from the near 
side of an intersection to the far side of an intersection

• All bus stops designed to meet Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) guidelines 
and AC Transit’s requirements for clear zones at each door, with bus stop 
lengths dependent upon the size of the vehicles servicing the stops

• Other myriad bus stop improvements, such as red curb extensions, bench 
relocations, relocation of bus stop signs, and trash cans

• Construction of seven new bus bulbs, allowing buses to stop within the lane of 
traffic, helping with speed/reliability as buses would not require waiting to merge 
back into the travel lane

• Installation of seven new bus shelters, each with power provided for lighting

• Upgrades to 12 curb ramps and installation of three new curb ramps
• Sidewalk repairs at seven bus stops, with trees planted at two of these locations
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o Three sidewalk repairs would include sidewalk expansions, tentatively 
comprised of the following specifications at the following locations:

■ Along eastbound Macdonald Avenue, east of 8th Street - 
Approximately 210 square feet of new sidewalk in currently paved 
areas, spanning approximately 80 linear feet

■ Along westbound Macdonald Avenue, west of 8th Street - 
Approximately 135 square feet of new sidewalk in currently paved 
areas, spanning approximately 45 linear feet

■ Along eastbound Macdonald Avenue, east of Wilson Avenue - 
Approximately 288.75 square feet of new sidewalk in currently 
paved areas, spanning approximately 90 linear feet
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Figure 3: Proposed Macdonald Avenue Improvements

With respect to the Cutting Boulevard corridor, the project consists of the following 
improvements (refer to Figure 4):

• Modifications and upgrades to 11 traffic signals along Cutting Boulevard (from 
I-580 interchange to San Pablo Avenue), with modifications and upgrades 
generally involving, on an as-needed basis (not at all signals), new 
cabinets/controllers, GPS clocks, battery back-ups, additional side-street 
detection, pedestrian system upgrades, and new conduits/wiring

• Signal communication improvements (consisting only of improved signal 
coordination for transit through the use of GPS clocks)

• Relocation of nine bus stops, with the majority being a relocation from the 
near side of an intersection to the far side of an intersection and all bus 
stops designed to meet ADA guidelines, as well as both AC Transit’s and
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Golden Gate Transit’s requirements for clear zones at each bus door (to 
be provided) and stop lengths based on the size of vehicles used (AC 
Transit uses both 40-foot-long and 45-foot-long buses, while Golden 
Gate Transit uses 45-foot-long vehicles)

o The longest required length for each component established between the 
two agencies would be used.

o Near or far side stops would be required to be long enough to:

■ Allow sufficient room for buses to pull out of the travel lane around 
parked vehicles/bulbs

■ Allow the bus to be pulled fully flush to the curb face

■ Maintain the required distance from the crosswalk

■ Provide the required distance to pull out of the bus stop back into 
the travel lane

• Other myriad improvements, such as red curb extensions, bench relocations, 
relocation of bus stop signs, trash cans, with only combined AC 
Transit/Golden Gate Transit bus stops (12 of the 27 total along this corridor) 
improved

• Installation of 10 bus shelters, each with power provided for lighting (shown as 
part of the “Improve Bus Stop” locations in Figure 4, which also include locations 
that only would involve installation of new benches)

• Upgrades to 20 curb ramps

• Sidewalk repairs at 20 bus stops.
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Figure 4: Proposed Cutting Boulevard Improvements
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The tables in Attachment 1 further describe the bus stop locations where improvements 
would be made along with a description of the planned enhancements. Construction 
access and staging would occur only in paved or previously disturbed areas within or 
immediately adjacent to the project corridors.
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AESTHETICS
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:

Question CEQA Determination

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? No Impact

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

No Impact

No Impactc) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the 
existing visual character or quality of public views of the 
site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that 
are experienced from a publicly accessible vantage 
point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the 
project conflict with applicable zoning and other 
regulations governing scenic quality?

No Impactd) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which 
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area?

The Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors are currently comprised of 
previously disturbed paved areas. The project would include various improvements to 
the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors, including, but not limited to, 
signal improvements, new bus shelters, new bus bulbs, bus stop relocations, sidewalk 
repairs, curb and ramp enhancements to comply with applicable standards, red curb 
extensions, and/or relocation of bus stop signs. The foregoing improvements would be 
restricted to the currently paved areas of the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard 
rights-of-way.

The project would not result in any notable visual changes to the roadway corridor. 
Aboveground changes would be limited to the relocation of bus stops at specified 
intersections. The project components would not change the visual character or quality 
of the project corridors. There are no scenic vistas and/or visual resources in proximity 
to the project corridors, per a review of the City of Richmond General Plan and City of El 
Cerrito General Plan. The project corridors are also not located within the vicinity of a 
state scenic highway, per the Caltrans California State Scenic Highway Systems Map.

The only source of light the project would emit would be the lighting provided at the new 
bus shelters. Lighting and shelter materials would be designed and installed consistent

1

1 Caltrans’ California State Scenic Highway System Map:
https://caltrans.maps.arcqis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html7icM65dfd3d807c46cc8e8057116f1aaca
a Accessed January 2025.
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with applicable local design standards, ensuring light and glare from the new shelters 
are minimized.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to aesthetics.

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

CEQA DeterminationQuestion

No Impacta) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland 
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the 
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, 
to non-agricultural use?

No Impactb) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act contract?

No impactc) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, 
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources 
Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government Code Section 
51104(g))?

No Impactd) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use?

No Impacte) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, 
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion 
of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use?

The Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors are currently comprised of 
previously disturbed paved areas. The project would include various improvements to 
the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors, including, but not limited to, 
signal improvements, new bus shelters, new bus bulbs, bus stop relocations, sidewalk 
repairs, curb and ramp enhancements to comply with applicable standards, red curb 
extensions, and/or relocation of bus stop signs. The foregoing improvements would be
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restricted to the currently paved areas of the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard 
rights-of-way.

Per a review of the California Department of Conservation’s Important Farmland Finder, 
the project corridors do not contain Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance.2 Additionally, considering the urbanized nature of the project 
corridors, the project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural uses or 
Williamson Act contracts. Similarly, the project would not conflict with existing zoning for 
or cause rezoning of forest land, timberland, ortimberland zoned Timberland 
Production, nor result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to agriculture and 
forestry resources.

2 California Department of Conservation, https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/ciff/ Accessed January 
2025
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AIR QUALITY
Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality 
management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the 
following determinations. Would the project:

Question CEQA Determination

No Impacta) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable 
air quality plan?

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non­
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient 
air quality standard?

No Impact

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations?

No Impact

No Impactd) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to 
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of 
people?

The cities of Richmond and El Cerrito are located in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin 
(SFBAAB), which is under the jurisdiction of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
(BAAQMD). The SFBAAB area is currently designated as a nonattainment area for the 
state and federal ozone, state and federal fine particulate matter 2.5 microns in diameter 
(PM2.5), and state respirable particulate matter 10 microns in diameter (PM10) ambient air 
quality standards (AAQS). The SFBAAB is designated attainment or unclassified for all 
other AAQS. It should be noted that on January 9, 2013, the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA) issued a final rule to determine that the Bay Area has 
attained the 24-hour PM2.5 federal AAQS. Nonetheless, the Bay Area must continue to 
be designated as nonattainment for the federal PM2.5 AAQS until such time as the 
BAAQMD submits a redesignation request and a maintenance plan to the USEPA, and 
the USEPA approves the proposed redesignation. The USEPA has not yet approved a 
request for redesignation of the SFBAAB; therefore, the SFBAAB remains in 
nonattainment for 24-hour PM2.5.

The most recent federal ozone plan is the 2001 Ozone Attainment Plan, which was 
adopted on October 24, 2001 and approved by the California Air Resources Board 
(CARB) on November 1, 2001. The plan was submitted to the USEPA on November 30, 
2001 for review and approval. The most recent State ozone plan is the 2017 Clean Air 
Plan, adopted on April 19, 2017. The 2017 Clean Air Plan was developed as a multi­
pollutant plan that provides an integrated control strategy to reduce ozone, PM, toxic air 
contaminants (TACs), and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Although a plan for 
achieving the state PM10 standard is not required, the BAAQMD has prioritized measures
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to reduce PM in developing the control strategy for the 2017 Clean Air Plan. The control 
strategy serves as the backbone of the BAAQMD’s current PM control program.

In compliance with regulations, due to the nonattainment designations of the area, the 
BAAQMD periodically prepares and updates air quality plans that provide emission 
reduction strategies to achieve attainment of the AAQS, including control strategies to 
reduce air pollutant emissions through regulations, incentive programs, public education, 
and partnerships with other agencies. The current air quality plans are prepared in 
cooperation with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and the Association 
of Bay Area Governments (ABAG).

The aforementioned air quality plans contain mobile source controls, stationary source 
controls, and transportation control measures to be implemented in the region to attain 
the State and federal AAQS within the SFBAAB. Adopted BAAQMD rules and regulations, 
as well as the thresholds of significance, have been developed with the intent to ensure 
continued attainment of AAQS, or to work towards attainment of AAQS for which the area 
is currently designated nonattainment, consistent with applicable air quality plans. For 
development projects, BAAQMD establishes significance thresholds for emissions of the 
criteria pollutants reactive organic gases (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx), as well as 
for PM10, and PM2.5.

The project would include various improvements to the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting 
Boulevard corridors, including, but not limited to, signal improvements, new bus shelters, 
new bus bulbs, bus stop relocations, sidewalk repairs, curb and ramp enhancements to 
comply with applicable standards, red curb extensions, and/or relocation of bus stop 
signs. Given the limited scope of the project, project construction is not anticipated to 
exceed BAAQMD’s significance thresholds for criteria pollutants. Additionally, all projects 
under the jurisdiction of BAAQMD are required to implement all of BAAQMD’s Basic 
Construction Mitigation Measures (BCMMs). The BCMMs include the following, which 
would be required by AC Transit as project conditions of approval and further ensure 
project construction does not result in emissions in exceedance of applicable thresholds 
established by BAAQMD:

1. AH exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded 
areas, and unpaved access roads) shall be watered two times per day. All 
haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off-site shall be 
covered.

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

3. All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.

4. All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as 
soon as possible. Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after 
grading unless seeding or soil binders are used.
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Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in 
use or reducing the maximum idling time to five minutes (as required by the 
California airborne toxics control measure Title 13, Section 2485 of 
California Code of Regulations [CCR]). Clear signage shall be provided for 
construction workers at all access points. All construction equipment shall 
be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with manufacturer’s 
specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified visible 
emissions evaluator.

5.

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

The project would not increase bus services along the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting 
Boulevard corridors. Rather, the project would improve the efficiency of existing 
services. During project operation, the proposed signal improvements would enhance 
the efficiency of AC Transit Lines 70, 71, 72M, 74, 76, 376 and 800 along Macdonald 
Avenue and AC Transit Lines 76, 376, 675 and 681 and Golden Gate Transit Lines 580 
and 580x along Cutting Boulevard. Increases in transit ridership generated through the 
incentive of more efficient AC Transit and Golden Gate Transit services would reduce 
trips associated with personal automobiles, thereby reducing vehicle miles traveled and 
associated air pollutant emissions. Similarly, through improved signal timing, AC Transit 
and Golden Gate Transit buses would reduce idling, which would additionally result in 
reduced vehicle miles traveled and air pollutant emissions. Therefore, project operation 
would not increase emissions and would be consistent with the plans and policies of the 
BAAQMD.

6.

Finally, pursuant to the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines, odors are generally regarded as an 
annoyance rather than a health hazard. Typical odor-generating land uses include, but 
are not limited to, wastewater treatment plants, landfills, and composting facilities. The 
project would not introduce any such land uses. In addition, compliance with all 
applicable BAAQMD rules and regulations during project construction, particularly those 
associated with permitting of air pollutant sources, would help to minimize air pollutant 
emissions, as well as any associated odors. Accordingly, substantial objectionable 
odors would not occur during construction activities or affect a substantial number of 
people. Substantial objectionable odors would not occur during project operation, as the 
project would not increase bus services along Macdonald Avenue or Cutting Boulevard. 
Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to air quality.

\



January 2025Macdonald Avenue & Cutting Boulevard Transit Improvement

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Would the project:

Question CEQA Determination

No Impacta) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any species identified 
as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in 
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service?

No Impactb) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat 
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service?

No Impactc) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impactd) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native 
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, 
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impacte) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy 
or ordinance?

No Impactf) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan?

The cities of Richmond and El Cerrito are not participating agencies of any Habitat 
Conservation Plan or Natural Community Conservation Plan. The project would, 
therefore, not conflict with the provisions of such plans. Special-status species are those 
that have been listed as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered 
Species Act, California Endangered Species Act, or are of special concern to federal 
resource agencies, the state, or private conservation organizations. A species may be 
considered to have special status due to declining populations, vulnerability to habitat 
change, or restricted distributions. The Macdonald Avenue & Cutting Boulevard Transit 
Improvement Project: Biological Assessment (see Attachment 2) evaluated biological
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resources that have potential to occur in the project area. The California Natural 
Diversity Database (CNDDB) contains no occurrences of previously identified special- 
status plant and wildlife species along the project corridors.3

Due to the developed, urbanized condition of the project corridors and surrounding 
area, habitat to accommodate special-status plant species is not anticipated to be 
present in areas that would be disturbed as part of project construction. Similarly, the 
majority of wildlife species granted special status under CEQA are not expected to 
occur within or in areas immediately approximate to the project corridors. However, the 
project would require the removal of two trees. If completed during the nesting season, 
nesting migratory birds and raptors protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act (which prohibits the killing, possessing, or trading of migratory birds except in 
accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior) could potentially 
be impacted. Additionally, special-status bat species roosting in trees proposed for 
removal could be impacted. To ensure potential impacts to nesting migratory birds and 
raptors and special-status bat species do not occur, the following avoidance and 
minimization measures would be required by AC Transit as part of project conditions of 
approval:

1. Prior to the commencement of ground-disturbing activities or tree 
removal during the breeding season (February 1-August 31), the 
project applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a 
preconstruction migratory bird and raptor nesting survey within 14 days 
prior to the foregoing construction activities. The nesting migratory bird 
survey shall cover the area of the project corridor proposed for 
improvement and lands within 250 feet of the area, where accessible.
A written summary of the survey results shall be submitted for review 
and approval to the AC Transit Planning Department. If nesting 
migratory birds or raptors are not identified during the surveys, further 
mitigation is not required.

If nesting raptors or other migratory birds are detected in areas 
proposed for improvements or the 250-foot buffer during the survey, a 
suitable disturbance-free buffer shall be established around all active 
nests. The precise dimension of the buffer(s) would be determined at 
that time by the qualified biologist and may vary depending on factors 
such as location, species, topography, and line of sight to the 
construction area. The buffer area(s) shall be enclosed with temporary 
fencing, and equipment and workers shall not enter the enclosed buffer 
areas. Typical buffers range between 100 feet and 250 feet for 
migratory bird nests and between 250 feet and 500 feet for raptor 
nests. If active nests are found within the area proposed for 
improvement, a qualified biologist shall monitor the nests daily for a 
minimum of five days during construction to evaluate potential nesting

3 California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB). https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB Accessed January 
2025
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disturbance by construction activities. If construction activities cause 
the nesting bird(s) to vocalize, make defensive flights at intruders, get 
up from a brooding position, or fly off the nest, then an exclusionary 
buffer shall be increased, as determined by the qualified biologist, such 
that activities are far enough from the nest to stop the agitated 
behavior. Buffers shall remain in place for the duration of ground- 
disturbing or tree-removal activities, the breeding season, or until a 
qualified biologist has confirmed that all chicks have fledged and are 
independent of their parents, whichever occurs first.

2. Prior to the commencement of construction, a qualified biologist shall 
conduct a preconstruction survey of suitable habitat for protected bats 
in areas of the project corridor proposed for construction, at most, 14 
days prior to initiation of ground disturbance, including tree trimming 
and removal. A report summarizing the results of the preconstruction 
survey shall be submitted for review and approval to the AC Transit 
Planning Department. If a lapse in construction activity occurs for more 
than seven consecutive days or if construction activity is phased at the 
work site, pre-construction bat surveys shall be repeated.

If protected bat species roosts are observed, ground disturbance within 
50 feet of the roosts shall be restricted to between August 31 and 
October 15 and between March 1 and April 15 to avoid hibernation and 
rearing periods. Removal of potentially suitable bat roost habitat shall 
occur over a two-day phased process with a qualified biologist present.
In addition, if bats or evidence of bat roosting are observed, 
exclusionary fencing and/or construction activity avoidance limits shall 
be put in place. Exclusion devices may include features such as one­
way exits from roost habitat and shall be installed by a qualified 
biologist in consultation with the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife and shall not occur outside of the date ranges listed above to 
avoid hibernation or rearing periods.

With respect to riparian habitat, other sensitive natural communities, or state- or 
federally protected wetlands, the aforementioned habitats do not occur within or along 
the project corridors and, thus, would not be adversely affected by the project. Several 
street trees would be trimmed or removed. The cities of Richmond and El Cerrito have 
tree ordinances that require AC Transit to obtain tree removal permits, prior to 
commencement of the project.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to biological 
resources.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Would the project:

CEQA DeterminationQuestion

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource pursuant to in Section 15064.5?

No Impact

No Impactb) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 
15064.5?

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of dedicated cemeteries?

No Impact

Per the City of Richmond’s General Plan, the following cultural resources are located in 
proximity to the project corridors: Hispano Liquor Store, Carquinez Hotel, Atchison 
Village, Socieded Catolica Regional Gudalupan, and Nichol Park (within proximity to 
Macdonald Avenue) and Fire Station No. 67, Kaiser Permanente Field Hospital, and 
International Hotel (within proximity to Cutting Boulevard). However, all proposed 
improvements would be restricted to the existing rights-of way of Macdonald Avenue 
and Cutting Boulevard, which would also be used for the staging of vehicles and 
equipment associated with project construction. Therefore, project improvements would 
not have the potential to result in a substantial adverse change to the significance of 
any known historic resources.

With respect to protected archaeological resources and human remains, the project 
would require minor excavation of asphalt and previously disturbed soils within 
established segments of the roadways. New excavations in the existing rights-of-way 
would be similar in depth to those that were completed as part of buildout of the existing 
roadways and would be unlikely to encounter unknown archaeological resources. 
Additionally, the project would be designed to avoid potential impacts to existing 
underground utilities. Although not anticipated, to provide a conservative analysis, the 
project could potentially require modifications to existing stormwater infrastructure at 
two to three locations. However, such improvements, if necessary, would require 
excavations in previously disturbed areas at maximum depths of only five to six feet. 
Due to the built-out nature of the project corridors, such depths would be unlikely to 
inadvertently encounter unknown archaeological resources, including human remains. 
Thus, the project is not anticipated to result in a substantial adverse effect to unknown 
subsurface resources.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to cultural resources.
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ENERGY 

Would the project:

Question GEQA Determination

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due 
to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of 
energy resources, during project construction or 
operation?

No Impact

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for 
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

No Impact

Construction of the project would involve on-site energy demand and consumption 
related to use of oil in the form of gasoline and diesel fuel for construction worker 
vehicle trips, hauling and material-delivery truck trips, and operation of off-road 
construction equipment. In addition, diesel-fueled portable generators could be 
necessary to provide additional electricity demands for temporary on-site lighting, 
welding, and for supplying energy to areas of the site where energy supply cannot be 
met through a hookup to the existing electricity grid. Project construction would not 
involve the use of natural gas appliances or equipment.

Even during the most intense period of construction, only portions of the project 
corridors would be disturbed at a time, with operation of construction equipment 
occurring at different locations along the project corridors, rather than aggregated at a 
single location. In addition, all construction equipment and operation thereof would be 
regulated pursuant to the CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation. The In-Use 
Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation is intended to reduce emissions from off-road, 
heavy-duty diesel vehicles in California by imposing limits on idling, requiring all 
vehicles to be reported to CARB, restricting the addition of older vehicles into fleets, and 
requiring fleets to reduce emissions by retiring, replacing, or repowering older engines, 
or installing exhaust retrofits. In addition, as a means of reducing emissions, 
construction vehicles are required to become cleaner through the use of renewable 
energy resources. The In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation would, therefore, 
help to improve fuel efficiency for equipment used in construction of the project. In 
addition, technological innovations and more stringent standards are being researched, 
such as multi-function equipment, hybrid equipment, or other design changes, which 
could help to further reduce demand on oil and limit emissions associated with 
construction. Thus, the temporary increase in energy use occurring during construction 
of the project would not result in a significant increase in peak or base demands or 
require additional capacity from local or regional energy supplies. In addition, the project 
would be required to comply with all applicable regulations related to energy 
conservation and fuel efficiency, which would help to reduce the temporary increase in 
demand.
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During project operation, any increases in energy consumption above existing levels 
would be negligible, as the project would not add services along the project corridors 
and new energy demand would be necessary only as part of lighting at bus shelters.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to energy.
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

Would the project:

Question CEQA Determination l

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based 
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

No Impact

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? No Impact

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?No Impact

No Impactiv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?No Impact

No Impactc) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that would become unstable as a result of the project, 
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

No Impactd) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B 
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial 
direct or indirect risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater?

No Impact

No Impactf) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

The known faults in the region do not underlie the project corridors. For example, the 
Hayward Fault lies to the east, in a roughly north-south configuration, along the East 
Bay Hills. The eastern portion of the Macdonald Avenue corridor is located 
approximately 1.05 miles west of the Hayward fault. The eastern portion of the Cutting 
Boulevard portion of the Project in El Cerrito is 1.15 miles west of the Hayward Fault.
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Although the project corridors are identified by the California Geological Survey (CGS) 
as being within a CGS Liquefaction Zone and could experience ground shaking during 
an earthquake, the project consists only of improvements to the existing Macdonald 
Avenue and Cutting Boulevard rights-of-way, with all improvements consistent with the 
existing transit features already present along the roadways (e.g., bus shelters, bus 
stops, benches, signs, traffic signals, sidewalks). The proposed improvements would 
also be constructed in conformance with all applicable engineering standards for 
seismic safety and geologic conditions. Thus, the project would not introduce new 
structures that could result in a substantial risk of loss, injury, or death due to unstable 
geologic conditions beyond existing conditions. The project is also not anticipated to be 
vulnerable to risks associated with seismic-related ground failure or unstable soils 
conditions, including landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, collapse, or 
expansive soils.

With respect to soil erosion or the loss of topsoil, ground-disturbing activities would 
primarily occur within currently paved areas, which would reduce the potential for 
erosion and loss of topsoil. Project construction activities would be required to comply 
with applicable regulations and standards, including Richmond Municipal Code Chapter 
12.22, which contains the City's stormwater management and discharge control 
regulations. Richmond Municipal Code Section 12.22.090 requires all construction 
activities to conform with the applicable requirements of the California Stormwater 
Quality Association (CASQA) Stormwater Best Management Practices Handbooks for 
Construction Activities and New Development and Redevelopment, the Association of 
Bay Area Governments (ABAG) Manual of Standards for Erosion and Sediment Control 
Measures, and the City's Grading and Erosion Control Ordinance. Compliance with the 
foregoing standards would ensure appropriate best-management practices (BMPs) are 
implemented during project construction to prevent erosion and loss of topsoil. Prior to 
project operation, the majority of disturbed areas would be repaved, with soils in the 
remaining areas (for new tree plantings) secured by new vegetation.

No septic tanks or alternative wastewater systems are proposed. Additionally, as 
discussed further in the Cultural Resources section of this Environmental Checklist, new 
excavations in the existing rights-of-way would be similar in depth to those that were 
completed as part of buildout of the existing roadways. Thus, the project is not 
anticipated to have potential of encountering unknown paleontological resources, as 
such resources would have already been removed or disturbed as part of construction 
of the existing project corridors.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to geology or soils.
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Would the project:

Question CEQA Determination

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the 
environment?

No Impact

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases?

No Impact

Emissions of GHGs contributing to global climate change are attributable in large part to 
human activities associated with the industrial/manufacturing, utility, transportation, 
residential, and agricultural sectors. Therefore, the cumulative global emissions of 
GHGs contributing to global climate change can be attributed to every nation, region, 
and city, and virtually every individual on Earth. An individual project’s GHG emissions 
are at a micro-scale level relative to global emissions and effects to global climate 
change; however, an individual project could result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a significant cumulative macro-scale impact. As such, impacts related to 
emissions of GHG are inherently considered cumulative impacts.

Construction GHG emissions are a one-time release and are, therefore, not typically 
expected to generate a significant contribution to global climate change. Neither the 
cities of Richmond and El Cerrito, nor BAAQMD, have an adopted threshold of 
significance for construction-related GHG emissions that requires quantification.

With respect to project operation, as discussed in the Air Quality section of this 
Environmental Checklist, the project would not increase bus services along the 
Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors. During project operation, the 
proposed signal improvements would enhance the efficiency of AC Transit Lines along 
Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard. Increases in transit ridership generated 
through the incentive of more-efficient AC Transit and Golden Gate Transit services 
would reduce trips associated with personal automobiles, thereby reducing vehicle 
miles traveled and associated GHG emissions. Similarly, through improved signal 
timing, AC Transit and Golden Gate Transit buses would reduce idling, which would 
additionally result in reduced vehicle miles traveled and GHG emissions. Therefore, 
project operation would not increase GHG emissions and would be consistent with the 
plans and policies of the BAAQMD. The foregoing project attributes would also be 
consistent with AC Transit’s strategy to maximize operational benefit and efficiency and 
achieve MTC’s Transit Sustainability Project performance metrics.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to GHG emissions.

"5 •
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Would the project:

CEQA DeterminationQuestion

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials?

No Impact

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment?

No Impact

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Impact

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment?

No Impact

e) For a project located within 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, would the 
project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for 
people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan?

No Impact

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, 
to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires?

No Impact

Projects that involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials are 
typically industrial in nature. The project would not be industrial in nature, as the project 
includes only improvements to the existing Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard 
corridors to enhance the provision of AC Transit services and would not include any 
activities that would involve the routine transport, use, disposal, or generation of 
substantial amounts of hazardous materials.
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Construction activities associated with the project would involve the use of heavy 
equipment, which would contain fuels and oils, and various other products such as 
concrete, paints, and adhesives. The project contractor is required to comply with all 
applicable provisions of the California Health and Safety Code and local County 
ordinances regulating the handling, storage, and transportation of hazardous and toxic 
materials. Pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 25510(a), except as 
provided in subdivision (b),4 the handler or an employee, authorized representative, 
agent, or designee of a handler, must, upon discovery, immediately report any release 
or threatened release of a hazardous material to the unified program agency (in the 
case of the proposed project, the Contra Costa County Hazardous Materials Division) in 
accordance with the regulations adopted pursuant to Section 25510(a). The handler or 
an employee, authorized representative, agent, or designee of the handler must provide 
all state, city, or county fire or public health or safety personnel and emergency 
response personnel with access to the handler’s facilities. In the case of the project, the 
contractor is required to notify the Contra Costa County Hazardous Materials Division in 
the event of an accidental release of a hazardous material, who would then monitor the 
conditions and recommend appropriate remediation measures.

With respect to potential significant hazards to the public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions, the project would require new 
excavations only in the existing rights-of-way. The vast majority of such areas proposed 
for disturbance are currently paved and, thus, have largely shielded underlying soils 
from illicit discharges of contaminants. The project would also be designed to avoid 
potential impacts to existing underground utilities. Although not anticipated, to provide a 
conservative analysis, the project could potentially require modifications to existing 
stormwater infrastructure at two to three locations. However, such improvements, if 
necessary, would require excavations in previously disturbed areas at maximum depths 
of only five to six feet. Due to the built-out nature of the project corridors, such depths 
would be unlikely to include sites of potential environmental concern.

Several schools are located along the project corridors, including, but not limited to, 
DeJean Middle School at 3400 Macdonald Avenue and John F. Kennedy High School 
at 4300 Cutting Boulevard. Thus, the project would be located within 0.25 miles of an 
existing or proposed school. However, as discussed above, the project would be subject 
to applicable regulations that govern the handling of hazardous materials during project 
construction, including applicable sections of the California Health and Safety Code. 
Additionally, as discussed in the Energy section of this Environmental Checklist, all 
construction equipment and operation thereof would be regulated pursuant to the CARB 
In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation, which is intended to reduce emissions from 
off-road, heavy-duty diesel vehicles in California by imposing limits on idling, requiring 
all vehicles to be reported to CARB, restricting the addition of older vehicles into fleets, 
and requiring fleets to reduce emissions by retiring, replacing, or repowering older 
engines, or installing exhaust retrofits. Thus, through compliance with applicable

4 Subdivision (a) does not apply to a person engaged in the transportation of a hazardous material on a 
highway that is subject to, and in compliance with, the requirements of Sections 2453 and 23112.5 of the 
Vehicle Code.

) ’
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regulations, the project would not emit hazardous emissions or result in potential 
impacts related to the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school.

The California Environmental Protection Agency has compiled a list of data resources 
that provide information regarding the facilities or sites identified as meeting the 
“Cortese List” requirements, pursuant to Government Code 65962.5. The components 
of the Cortese List include the Department of Toxic Substances Control’s (DTSC) 
Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List, the list of leaking underground storage tank 
(LUST) sites identified in the State Water Resources Control Board’s (SWRCB) 
GeoTracker database, the list of solid waste disposal sites identified by the SWRCB, 
and the list of active Cease and Desist Orders (CDO) and Cleanup and Abatement 
Orders (CAO) from the SWRCB. According to the DTSC’s EnviroStor database, two 
State Response sites are located within 367 feet of the project corridors.5 Additionally, 
the SWRCB’s GeoTracker database identifies two LUST Cleanup Sites along Cutting 
Boulevard.6 However, the foregoing sites are outside of the project footprint and are 
unlikely to expose construction workers to soil contaminants due to the shallow depth of 
excavation required to implement the project improvements.

The project would not expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, as, according to the 
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), the project corridors 
are not within a State Responsibility Area (SRA) Very High or High Fire Hazard Severity 
Area.7 Additionally, as the project would not include new structures outside of bus 
shelters and minor improvements to bus stops, the project would not result in the 
generation of new residents that could be exposed to wildfire hazards.

Project construction and operation would not interfere with implementation of municipal 
emergency response plans and evacuation plans, as the proposed improvements would 
not permanently alter access along the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard 
corridors and would improve efficiency of AC Transit services.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to hazards and 
hazardous materials.

5 Department of Toxic Substances Control, https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/ Accessed 
February 2025.
6 State Water Resources Control Board, https://aeotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/ Accessed February 2025.
7 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. https://www.fire.ca.qov/Home/What-We-Do/Fire- 
Resource-Assessment-Proqram/GIS-Mappinq-and-Data-Analytics Accessed February 2025.
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

Would the project:

CEQA Determination ;Question •>/

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface 
or ground water quality?

No Impact

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the 
project may impede sustainable groundwater 
management of the basin?

No Impact

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including through the alteration of the course 
of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious 
surfaces, in a manner which would:

No Impact

i) result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off­
site;

No Impactii) substantially increase the rate or amount of 
surface runoff in a manner which would result in 
flooding on- or offsite;

No Impactiii) create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial 
additional sources of polluted runoff; or

No Impactiv) impede or redirect flood flows?

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of 
pollutants due to project inundation?

No Impact

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water 
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan?

No Impact

The project would not alter or create any new direct connections to a surface water 
body and would be implemented within a heavily disturbed area that is primarily 
comprised of existing impervious surfaces, and any new impervious surfaces would be 
minor, as only a small number of tree wells would be filled. The project contractor would 
be responsible for securing coverage under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination

*v
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System and developing a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan to control for runoff 
during project construction. The project would also be required to comply with the 
applicable provisions of Richmond Municipal Code Chapter 12.22, which contains the 
City's regulations related to stormwater management and discharge control. Richmond 
Municipal Code Section 12.22.090 requires all construction activities to conform with the 
applicable requirements of the CASQA Stormwater Best Management Practices 
Handbooks for Construction Activities and New Development and Redevelopment, the 
ABAG Manual of Standards for Erosion and Sediment Control Measures, and the City's 
Grading and Erosion Control Ordinance. Compliance with the foregoing standards 
would ensure appropriate BMPs are implemented during project construction to prevent 
illicit discharges to receiving waters. During project operation, impervious surfaces 
within the project corridors would be substantially similar to those under existing 
conditions, and runoff would be conveyed and discharged by way of the City's public 
storm drain system along Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard, similar to existing 
conditions. Thus, the project would not violate any water quality standards, waste 
discharge requirements, or otherwise substantially degrade water quality; substantially 
decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge; 
conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan; or substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through 
the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner that would result in potential impacts.

Based on the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s National Flood Hazard Layer 
Viewer, the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard project corridors are not within or 
adjacent to the 100-year floodplain.8 Additionally, the project does not include 
construction of habitable structures and would only include improvements to enhance 
the efficiency of AC Transit’s existing service, while not increasing AC Transit’s service. 
Thus, the project would not risk release pollutants due to project inundation within flood 
hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to hydrology and 
water quality.

8 Federal Emergency Management Agency. https://hazatds-
fem3,maps.arcqis,com/apps/webappyiewer/index,htmi?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5525aa9cd Accessed January 2025.
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LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:

CEQA DeterminationQuestion

a) Physically divide an established community? No Impact

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?

No Impact

The project would not change any land uses along the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting 
Boulevard corridors, as the proposed improvements, which would be confined to the 
public rights-of-way, would include signal improvements, new bus shelters, new bus 
bulbs, bus stop relocations, sidewalk repairs, curb and ramp enhancements to comply 
with applicable standards, red curb extensions, and/or relocation of bus stop signs. The 
minor physical nature of these improvements would not have the potential to physically 
divide an established community, nor would they introduce new uses or change existing 
land uses. The proposed improvements are also consistent with the applicable land use 
plans for the cities of Richmond or El Cerrito.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to land use or 
planning.

nr
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MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

Question OEQADetermination

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

No Impact

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 would not result in a loss of known mineral resources or the availability of a 
locally important mineral resource recovery site, as the proposed improvements would 
be implemented entirely within the confines of the existing public rights-of-way, which do 
not contain mineral resources.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to mineral resources.
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NOISE
Would the project result in:

Question CEQA Determination

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent 
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the 
project in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards 
of other agencies?

No Impact

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels?

No Impact

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, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels?

No Impact

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to noise than others and, thus, are 
typically referred to as sensitive noise receptors. Land uses often associated with 
sensitive noise receptors generally include residences, schools, libraries, hospitals, and 
passive recreational areas. Noise-sensitive land uses are typically given special 
attention in order to achieve protection from excessive noise. The closest sensitive 
receptors are Nevin Park, Nicholl Park, Dejean Middle School, Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Park, John F. Kennedy Park, and John F. Kennedy High School, which are located 
along the Macdonald Avenue or Cutting Boulevard project corridors.

Project construction would result in temporarily increased noise levels; however, 
construction activities would be relatively short-term in comparison to the design life of 
the project components. Additionally, pursuant to Richmond Municipal Code Section 
15.04.605.060, construction activities are exempted from the city’s noise regulations, 
provided that they occur from 7:00 AM to 6:00 PM on weekdays. Pursuant to El Cerrito 
Municipal Code Section 16.02.060, construction activities are exempted from the City’s 
noise regulations, provided that they occur from 7:00 AM to 6:00 PM on weekdays. 
Given that the project would be required to comply with all applicable Richmond and El 
Cerrito regulations to prevent excessive noise and given the temporary nature of the 
construction period, potential noise adverse effects related to project construction would 
not occur.

During project construction, heavy equipment would be used for excavation, paving, 
and installation of improvements, which would generate localized vibration in the 
immediate vicinity of construction. However, project construction would not involve the 
use of pile-driving equipment. Thus, project construction is not anticipated to expose
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existing structures to substantial levels of groundborne vibration, and potential impacts 
would not occur. Project operations would not increase AC Transit services along the 
Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors and, therefore, would not result in 
any change to the existing noise and ground-borne-vibration environment. Thus, project 
operation would not result in a permanent increase in ambient noise levels or vibration 
levels.

The project is not within two miles of a public airport or public use airport and would not 
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to noise.
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POPULATION AND HOUSING 

Would the project:

CEQADeterminationQuestion 1 J'1.

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)?

No Impact

No Impactb) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or 
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere?

With the exception of several new bus shelters and minor bus stop improvements along 
the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors, the project does not include 
development of new structures and, thus, would not directly induce population growth. 
The project would not increase AC Transit services along the project corridors; 
therefore, the project would also not indirectly induce population growth.

Furthermore, the proposed improvements, which would primarily consist of signal 
improvements, new bus shelters, new bus bulbs, bus stop relocations, sidewalk repairs, 
curb and ramp enhancements to comply with applicable standards, red curb extensions, 
and/or relocation of bus stop signs, would be restricted to the Macdonald Avenue and 
Cutting Boulevard rights-of-way and would not involve acquisitions of off-site properties. 
Therefore, the project would not displace substantial numbers of existing people or 
housing.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to population and 
housing.
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PUBLIC SERVICES
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 following public services:

CEQA DeterminationQuestion

No Impacta) Fire protection?

No Impactb) Police protection?

No Impactc) Schools?

No Impactd) Parks?

No Impacte) Other public facilities?

With the exception of several new bus shelters and minor bus stop improvements along 
the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors, the project does not include 
development of new structures and, thus, would not directly induce population growth. 
The project would not increase AC Transit services along the project corridors; 
therefore, the project would also not indirectly induce population growth. Therefore, the 
project would not have potential to affect service levels of fire protection, police 
protection, school, park, or other public facility providers, necessitating expanded or 
new facilities, the construction of which could cause adverse environmental effects.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to public services.
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RECREATION
CEQADeterminationQuestion

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?

No Impact

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

With the exception of several new bus shelters and minor bus stop improvements along 
the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard corridors, the project does not include 
development of new structures and, thus, would not directly induce population growth. 
The project would not increase AC Transit services along the project corridors; 
therefore, the project would also not indirectly induce population growth. Therefore, the 
project would not have potential to increase the use of existing parks. Additionally, the 
project includes only improvements to enhance the efficiency of AC Transit services 
along the project corridors and does not include construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to recreation.
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TRANSPORTATION 

Would the project:

CEQA Determination 'Question

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

No Impact

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.3, subdivision (b)?

No Impact

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

No Impact

No Impactd) Result in inadequate emergency access?

The project is consistent with the 2014 Contra Costa Countywide Transportation Plan, 
because the project would enhance efficiency along the Macdonald Avenue and Cutting 
Boulevard corridors through improvements to signal timing and improved passenger 
amenities along the roadways that more effectively comply with adopted regulations and 
standards. Similarly, the project is consistent with the West Contra Costa Transportation 
Commission’s 2024 Richmond Parkway Transportation Plan, which recommends 
priority strategies to equitably address key transportation challenges along the 
Richmond Parkway corridor, including safety, access, public health, and maintenance, 
as well as the MTC’s 2020 Richmond Area Community-Based Transportation Plan, 
which addresses transportation challenges in low-income Communities of Concern 
(CoC) across areas of Richmond, San Pablo, El Cerrito, and unincorporated Contra 
Costa County.

Because the project would not increase AC Transit services along the project corridors, 
nor include the construction of new structures (aside from several new bus shelters), the 
project would not generate new vehicle trips, and VMT is anticipated to decline relative 
to existing levels, as a result of the project.

. Roadway dimensions would not change as a result of this project, and the only project 
modifications to vehicle lanes along Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard would 
be the introduction of bus bulbs, which would enhance safety along the project 
corridors, as buses would no longer require leaving travel lanes during passenger 
boarding/existing. Thus, the project would not substantially increase hazards due to a 
geometric design feature or incompatible uses or result in inadequate emergency 
access during project operation. Although project construction could have potential to 
disrupt traffic patterns or introduce short-term safety hazards, AC Transit would 
condition the project to include the following measures as part of project approval:
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Prior to the commencement of construction activities, the project 
applicant shall ensure that a Traffic Management and Safety Plan is 
prepared and included as part of the project improvement plans. The 
Traffic Management and Safety Plan shall be submitted for review and 
approval to the city of Richmond Public Works Department. The Traffic 
Management and Safety Plan shall include, but not necessarily be 
limited to, items such as the following:

1.

Guidance on the number and size of trucks per day entering 
and leaving areas along the project corridor proposed for 
improvements as part of the project;
Identification of arrival/departure times that would minimize truck 
impacts;
Approved truck circulation patters;
Locations of staging areas;
Locations of employee parking and methods to encourage 
carpooling and use of alternative transportation;
Methods for partial street lane closures (e.g., timing, signage, 
location, and duration restrictions);
Criteria for use of flaggers and other traffic controls; 

viii.Preservation of safe and convenient passage for bicyclists and 
pedestrians through/around construction areas;
Preservation of emergency vehicle access;
Coordination of construction activities with construction of other 
projects that occur concurrently along and in the vicinity of the 
project corridor to minimize potential additive construction traffic 
disruptions, avoid duplicative efforts (e.g., multiple occurrences 
of similar signage), and maximize effectiveness of traffic 
mitigation measures (e.g., joint employee alternative 
transportation programs);
Maintenance of street lanes to ensure streets are clear of debris 
(e.g., rocks) that could otherwise impede travel and impact 
public safety;
Removing traffic obstructions during emergency evacuation 
events; and

xiii. Providing a point of contact for Richmond residents and guests 
to obtain construction information, have questions answered, 
and convey complaints.

i.

IV.
v.

VI.

VII

IX.
x.

xi.

XII

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to transportation.
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TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project 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:

CEQA DeterminationQuestion

No Impacta) 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), or

b) 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 
Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a California 
Native American tribe.

No Impact

All proposed improvements would be restricted to the existing rights-of way of 
Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard, which does not contain known tribal cultural 
resources. With respect to the potential occurrence of subsurface tribal cultural 
resources, as discussed in the Cultural Resources section of this Environmental 
Checklist, the project would require minor excavation of asphalt and previously 
disturbed soils within established segments of the roadways. Although not anticipated, 
to provide a conservative analysis, the project could potentially require modifications to 
existing stormwater infrastructure at two to three locations. However, such 
improvements, if necessary, would require excavations in previously disturbed areas at 
maximum depths of only five to six feet. Due to the built-out nature of the project 
corridors, such depths would be unlikely to inadvertently encounter unknown 
archaeological resources, including tribal cultural resources. Thus, the project is not 
anticipated to have potential of encountering unknown, subsurface tribal cultural 
resources, as such resources would have already been removed or disturbed as part of 
construction of the existing project corridors.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to tribal cultural 
resources.

\
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

Would the^project:

CEQA DeterminationQuestion

No Impacta) 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?

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

No Impact

No Impactc) Result in a determination by the waste water 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 Impactd) 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?

No Impacte) Comply with federal, state, and local management and 
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

The project would not require or result in the relocation, expansion of new or expanded 
water, wastewater, stormwater, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunication 
facilities. Although ground disturbances would occur as part of project implementation, 
such activities would be located outside of the portion of the rights-of-way that contain 
underground utility lines.

The only structures developed as part of the project would be bus shelters and minor 
bus stop improvements, which would not have the potential to increase wastewater 
generation or water consumption above existing levels during project operation, and any 
water necessary as part of construction would be negligible.

Similarly, because the only structures included as part of the project are bus shelters 
and minor bus stop improvements, the project would not increase solid waste 
generation during project operation. With respect to disposal of construction debris and 
spoil, the California Green Building Standards Code, otherwise known as the CALGreen 
Code, requires at least 65 percent diversion of construction waste for projects permitted
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after January 1,2017. Thus, construction of the project would not result in impacts 
related to solid waste generation.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to utilities and service 
systems.
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WILDFIRE
If located in or near State Responsibility Areas or lands classified as Very High Fire 
Hazard Severity Zones, would the project:

Question CEQA Determination

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

No Impact

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?

No Impact

c) Require the installation or maintenance 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?

No Impact

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 is not located in a SRA Very High FHSZ, does not include any structures 
outside of new bus shelters and minor bus stop improvements, and would be confined 
to the existing rights-of-way of Macdonald Avenue and Cutting Boulevard. Upon 
completion of construction activities, the improved Macdonald Avenue and Cutting 
Boulevard corridors would be largely similar to existing conditions.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to wildfires.

4
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
CEQA DeterminationQuestion

a) Does the project 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?

No Impact

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)?

No Impact

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

No Impact

As demonstrated throughout this Environmental Checklist, the project would result in no 
impact related to all environmental issue areas required for analysis under CEQA. Thus, 
the project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment or 
reduce any habitat, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California 
history or prehistory. Additionally, the project would not have potential to contribute to 
any impacts considered cumulatively considerable. Finally, as discussed in the Air 
Quality and Hazards and Hazardous Materials sections of this Environmental Checklist, 
the project would comply with applicable regulations and standards, including the 
BAAQMD BCMMs and California Health and Safety Code, respectively. Additionally, 
areas proposed for disturbance within the project corridors do not include hazardous 
materials sites identified by lists prepared pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5. Thus, the project would not have environmental effects that cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings.

Based on the above, the project would result in no impact related to mandatory findings 
of significance.
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Macdonald Avenue Bus Stop Improvements

Bus Stops (Bus 
Stop ID)

Net Impact to 
Parking SpacesImpacted Lines Proposed ChangesDirection

Remove bus stop as part of bus stop f 
spacing optimization; ., .; ■

3,addedv.Macdonald , ' 
Avenue & •
Richmond . yy\/ 
Parkway (53835)
Macdonald 
Avenue & Curry 
Street (57533)
Macdonaldfil- 

- Avenue & Curry' , 
(51230).

EASTBOUND . Lines 72M, 607, . 
681./" "•

Repair the sidewalk, upgrade one curb 
ramp and fill in the landscape strip with 
concrete for safety

1 removedEASTBOUND Lines 72M, 607,
681

.5 removedWESTBOUND Relocate the bus stop past the 
• intersection, construct two new curb ' ' 
ramps, repair the sidewalk,.plant a new 

’ tree and fill in the landscape strip with ,: 
concrete for safety. , ■ • . V -

Lirie72M’

t: 'i

1 removedRelocate the bus stop to 2nd Street 
immediately before the intersection, 
upgrade the curb ramp, install a bus 
shelter and construct a bus bulb.

Macdonald 
AvenueS 1st 
Street (57654)

EASTBOUND Lines 72M, 607,
681

Relocate the bus stop to 2nd Street ... 
jmmediately/before the intersection,'. •

4 removed,•Macdonald, pi 
.Avenue & 1st 
Street (55704)
Macdonald 
Avenue & 4 
Street (50892)

-WESTBOUND ;• Lines :72M, 681..

Repair the sidewalk, relocate an 
existing sign, install a bus shelter, 
repaint the faded curb and fill the empty 
tree well with concrete for safety.

0EASTBOUND Lines 72M, 607,
th 681

(removed-. -Lines .72M; 681WESTBOUND Repair the sidewalk and extend the red- 
■ curb to al|ow bus to pull into the bus ■ T
■stop; „ • . -K.-.'- -'

.-Macdonald //-/'
'Avehue&4t'’::

Street (58250) -
Macdonald 
Avenue & 7th 
Street (55488)

7, -
Relocate the bus stop to 8th Street 
immediately past the intersection, 
expand the sidewalk to accommodate a 
bus shelter.

0EASTBOUND Lines 72M, 76, 376, 
607, 667, 681

>Relocatethe;bus stopT68th Street' . / 
immediately past the intersection, ... .. J 
expand/straightenthe sidewalk to allow, 
buses to stop and instalba bus, shelter/

- Macdonald ,/T 
.Avenue & 7th 
Street (54552) '

3 removedWESTBOUND' Lines 72M, 76,- 376, f 
607,667,681 ■

EASTBOUND Lines 71, 72M, 74, 
376, 667, 676,684,

Upgrade one curb ramp. 0Macdonald 
Avenue & 20th 
Street (53183)

■ Maddonald,- .; 
Avenue&21st ?'■ 
Street (55118), -'
Macdonald 
Avenue & 23rd 
Street (54644)

.800
1 added*Relocate the bus stop to 21st Street \ 

immediately past the intersection. ..
WESTBOUND Lines 7.1,-72M;-74',' 

376, 667; 676,684; •
800

Relocate the bus stop to 22nd Street 
before the intersection, upgrade the 
curb ramp and construct a bus bulb.

4 removedWESTBOUND Lines 71,72M, 74, 
376, 667, 800

Upgrade two curb ramps, install a bus 
shelter and construct a bus bulb! ' ; ,

EASTBOUND 0Macdonald \ ,■ 
• Avenue & 23rd ' 
Street (55845) l ■
Macdonald 
Avenue & 25th 
Street (52055)

Lines 72M, 667, ■
800 / ." . - ‘ ■ ;.

1 removedRelocate the bus stop past the 
intersection, repair the sidewalk, close 
the western driveway, install a bus 
bench and upgrade one curb ramp.

EASTBOUND Lines 72M, 667,
800

4removedLines,72M, 667,. Relocate the bus stop’past the; y. */ 
’ intersection/upgrade the curb ‘ramp, and’ 
. repair the sidewalk. / " - - '■ ’

VVESTBOUNDMacdonald '.. • 
Avenue & 25th 
(Street (59411)

-800.

1 removedRepair the sidewalk.Macdonald 
Avenue & 27th 
Street (55154)
Macdonald 
Avenue & Civic 
-Center Plaza; «
(50866) ■ I

EASTBOUND Lines 72M, 667,
800

;Relocate the stop to 27th Street . -If" 
immediately, before the intersection, ■ , 
construct a bus bulb and upgrade the,' • 
curb ramp/' .

0.... ■,WESTBOUND.- •Lines 72M; 667, ■;■• 
800 y- /■ ;-'r

4.
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Bus Stops (Bus 
Stop ID)

Net Impact to 
Parking SpacesDirection Impacted Lines Proposed Changes

Macdonald 
Avenue & 30th 
Street (52021)

Relocate the stop to 31st Street past 
the intersection, repair the sidewalk, 
construct a bus bulb, upgrade two curb 
ramps and remove the midblock 
crosswalk and associated curb ramps.

2 removedWESTBOUND Lines 72M, 667,
800

3 removed..Macdonald,./,; >; ' 
Avenue& 31st 
Street (54504).

EASTBOUND Lines, 72M,. 667, -•
800;,. ' '

Relocate the bus stop past the ■ 
intersection;’remove the southeast curb 
ramp and construct a southwest curb ,.. 
ramp

2 removedEASTBOUND Relocate stop further east to allow bus 
to pull into the bus stop and install a 
bus bench.

Macdonald 
Avenue & Harry 
Ells Place 
(53583)
'Mjcddnald.;.^;') •',
Avenue S 33rd / 
Street (53138)

Lines 72M, 667, 
681,800

o . vWESTBOUND,* Install, a bus shelter and construct a bus 
bulb. ,1 . v

-Lines 72M,'667; 
'■800

2 removedConstruct a bus bulb.Macdonald
Avenue S 37th 
Street (52316)
Macdonald 
Avenue S 37th 
Street (52193)

; Macdonald ; ,.
L Avenue S 39th ..
Street (54514)
Macdonald 
Avenue & Wilson 
Avenue (52032)

-Macdqnaldjt-L;
-AVenueS San - ■ >
■ Pablo Avenue , ,
(58892) ;

Source: STV Inc. 2025

WESTBOUND Lines 72M, 667,
800

Construct a bus bulb and install a bus 
bench.

2 removedEASTBOUND Lines 72M, 667,
800

{Remove bus stop as part of bus-. ’ ' 
spacingopbmizatipn. )■,.■. •

JEASTBOUND 0•Lines72M.667,. 
800' .( •

Relocate the bus stop past the 
intersection, install a bus shelter and 
plant a tree in the tree well.

Lines 72M, 667, 4 removedWESTBOUND 800

Widen the sidewalk and remove the 
dead tree.from the tree well i'/V ■ ’

,Lines72M, 667,EASTBOUND . V0800,

4;
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Cutting Boulevard Bus Stop Improvements
Net Impact to
Parking
Spaces

Bus Stops (Bus 
Stop ID) Proposed ChangesImpacted ServiceDirection

•vit 'N,■ Cutting ; "-.VJ . v
"Boulevard &S.:
11th Street - 
(55123)

f

' Upgradeonecurbramp and 
install a bus. bench - ...-

Lines 76; 580,580X, 675,
-■681- ' : j ..EASTBOUND 0. ;

>. 1

Upgrade two curb ramps, 
construct a bus shelter, repair 
the sidewalk and construct a 
queue jump lane

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
Harbour Way 
(56614)

Lines 76,580, 580X, 675, 2 removedWESTBOUND 681

Upgradeonecurbramp,
.. extend bus stop to allow bus.to 
pull out of bus stop and repair. 
the existing lighting^ • ■,

Cutting „ 
Boulevard & 
Marina Ways; .. 
(54848).

Lines 76, 580, 580X.-675,, 
.681 -if-; ,■"

,2removed. ;;:EASTBOUND .!

Upgrade one curb ramp, repair 
the sidewalk, install a bus 
shelter and fill in the empty 
tree well with concrete for 
safety.

Cutting 
Boulevard & 
Marina Way S. 
(52528)

Lines 76, 580, 580X, 675, 0WESTBOUND
681

f; Relocate the bus stop to;.S/L , , 
. 16th Street immediately past 
the intersection and frit the .

■ landscape strip with concrete ,/ 
for safety.:. ' ■ : ■

butting1.,' 
Boulevard & S; ' 
17th Street •' 
(58578) ■ ‘ • ’

0EASTBOUND Lines 76, 675,681;

Relocate the bus stop to S.
17th Street immediately past 
the intersection and fill in the 
landscape strip with concrete 
for safety.

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
17th Street 
(55714)

0Lines 76, 675, 681WESTBOUND

/Cutting . 
Boulevard & S: ‘ 
'20 th-Street. 
,(51995)

■' Extend the bus stop and fill in'; \ 
The landscape strip with_:- 
concrete for safety. ’

■EASTBOUND Lines 76,'675,681-, 2 removed. -
■ "*v

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
20th Street 
(51995)

Repair the sidewalk. 0Lines 76,675,681WESTBOUND

'Cutting-, .
' Bqu|evard.& S. 
•B3rd,Street. •
' (54456); ;;

Upgrade one curb ramp and . 
install a bus shelter. ■. ;.

Lines 76,376,580,580X-, 
675,681 ■

; o;/.EASTBOUND;

Shift stop east to utilize bus 
pad, upgrade one curb ramp, 
install a bus shelter and 
construct a queue jump lane

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
23rd Street 
(55135)

Lines 76, 376, 580, 580X, 
675, 681

1 removedWESTBOUND

: Relocate thetbus"stop to S.-, - 
26th Street immediately after! 
the intersection and construct /; 
one new curb ramp. ’’

Cutting • •
- Boulevard & S. , 
: 26th Street,. 
(50565)

2 removed-WESTBOUND ' ■Lines 76, 376, 675,681 •

4!
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Net Impact to
Parking
Spaces

Bus Stops (Bus 
Stop ID) Direction Impacted Service Proposed Changes

Relocate the bus stop to S. 
26th Street immediately past 
the intersection, construct a 
bus bulb, repair the sidewalk 
and install a bus shelter.

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
26th Street 
(56676)

0EASTBOUND Lines 76, 376, 675, 681

- .'«*=■■■• >

Cutting 
Boulevards 
Spring Street . 
(56998)' '

■’ Repair the sidewalk, relocate -. 
the stop to 30th:Street 
' immediately past the 
intersection and upgrade one ■ 
curb.ramp!,

Lines.76,376,675,681 ...' ’WESTBOUND •0
"< I -

• \ < i? 3*>

Relocate the bus stop to S. 
31st Street immediately past 
the intersection, upgrade one 
curb ramp and install a bench.

Cutting
Boulevard & S. Lines 76, 376, 675, 681 0EASTBOUND31st Street 
(51518)

Cutting 
Boulevard & 
Carlson 
Boulevard 
(54574)

Construct a bus bulb, repair 
the sidewalk, install a bus 
shelter and narrow the existing 
driveway.

Lines 76, 376, 580, 580X, 
675, 681

3 removedWESTBOUND

. Relocate the bus stop to 3.35th

Street immediately past the 
intersection, install a bus .• 
.shelter, arid repair the ■ ;
sidewalk. -

.Cutting",.
Lines 76, .376, 580,- 580X, . 

•675,681.'

X’

Boulevard &.Si 
35th Street 
(54494) "

EASTBOUND, 0
:•,r->‘ 3
J

■<

’.. 1

Combine with Bus Stop 
#54244 and move to S.37th 
Street immediately past the 
intersection, install a bus 
shelter and construct a bus 
bulb.

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
36th Street 
(53386)

\
0WESTBOUND Lines 76, 376, 675

Construct a bus bulb, fill-in the 
landscape strip with concrete ‘ 
for safety, remove the existing . 
bus bench'and replace it with ■ 
a newer bus bench. ■

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
37 th Street' " 
(55383) ;

0EASTBOUND Lines 76, 376,-675.. '

Combine with Bus Stop 
#55383 and move to S. 37th 
Street immediately past the 
intersection, install a bus 
shelter and construct a bus 
bulb.

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
38th Street 
(54244)

0WESTBOUND Lines 76, 376,675

TT~7 """r:— "w.... T'T Install a bus shelter, repair the 
sidewalk repair, fill in the 
empty tree well with concrete 
for safety and repair existing 
lighting.

d "0 ■i •>Cutting ,. 
•Bpuievard&S,' 
41st Street 
i (58989)

.•«
Un|S 76.376.580,580WESTBOUND '. X, ,4 removed

if f
X "-s 4\V

r “

■■,!l •■■'r

Cutting
Boulevard & S.

Fill in the landscape strip with 
concrete for safety and repair 
the existing lighting.

Lines 76, 376, 580, 580X, 0EASTBOUND41st Street 
(58848)

675

4"

\
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Net Impact to
Parking
Spaces

Bus Stops (Bus 
Stop ID) Direction Impacted Service Proposed Changes

. Relocate bus stop to Si' 45th '" 
Streefimmediately past the 
intersection,-construct a bus 

.shelter,and fill-in the boarding'", 
area.with concrete to create a • 
safe place for passengers to 

’.board.'-'. V

. Cutting •
Boulevard & S.; 
'45th-Street 1

(54548)

Lines 76, 376, 675'WESTBOUND 0

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
45th Street 
(55012)

Fill in the landscape strip with 
concrete for safety.EASTBOUND Lines 76, 376, 675 0

Cutting ’
.Boulevard & S. - ' 
49th Street . 
(50199)- - •

Repair the sidewalk, expand 
the passenger boarding area . 
and repair the existing lighting.

..Lines 76, 376,580, 580X, 
675- ' - >EASTBOUND

Cutting
Boulevard & S. 
49th Street 
(56698)

Repair the sidewalk and 
expand the passenger 
boarding area.

Lines 76, 376; 580, 580X,WESTBOUND 0
675

Source: STV Inc. 2025
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CDFWStatu CA.fcm.Planl.Ran Quad.Cod Quad.NamElemenl.Cod
Data Status TaKonomlc SoflFederal Status State Stains ItElementType

[Animals-'-
Common Name s e

p

3712283 RICHMOND Mapped

..SSC.

Animals ■ Arachnids ■ Phalangodldae • licracina leei
.................—....................................-...............................— ■

NoneLees micro-blind harvestmanILARA47Q40 NoneAnimals-Arachnids MIcrodnaM

mals-BIrds .! .AaiDitetcodpedl '*.;•. L  CoopBrshawk. ..' . „ . , , 'ABNXC12040’ Mona-i—s^Jtaa .......................... -.........................

FPJWL 3712283 RICHMOND UnprocessedNoneAnimals-BIrds
YialclRlri^.A'w^ftiffWaA.nifflifthnHttftnfiic " v,,t,V >'. .\M ■

____ Animals - Birds - Aceipitridae - Banos letreurus

^ 01-/1*. : A/t-lnli/l/ta*. U-'.'-ioeliit. lei./w'tiF/Vifilti// ..L1.. ’V A. ’‘.j

None FPwhite-tailed kiteAnimals-BirdsElanus lews

' ' ' ' '■' '
t. < . ' 3712283 SB

S'-'

i L

3712283 RICHMOND UnprocessedNoneAnimals-Birds

■"■■■■ 1 ABNGAQ4Q10. None.. '■;jtealJteh8rpru_.

NoneAnimals-BIrds snowy egret
s 1 V i'. V ‘H!M 3712283 ■ -RICHMOND ,. Unprocessed. •' 2Kaclt-ccwnedqiilte

3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed Animals-Birds-CharadMae-tadtiosnlvosusnNosus

“ " " J1 ‘r- ' ' ' "“ ^iLOTOiCHMONCLJpceswl ■'• '* • ,r — •

sscABNNB03031 ThreatenedNoneAnimals -BirdsCharadiius nlvosus nivosus western snowy plover

mmum Ua.
3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed _______ _____________,____________ r____________ABPBV0610Q None NoneAnimals-BirdsSplnoslawrencel

3712283 RICHMOND UnprocessedAnimals - Birds - Lanidae - Laris ludovicionusNone SSCAnimals -BirdsLsniusUovMs

’ ' ” • -J .-r 3712283...’RICHMOND. .Manned -iAnlmais-BlfdSiUtldaa.Hvdtopdnetasola-. •>,. ’ ' ''JMiA.

3712283 RICHMOND UnprocessedAnimals - Birds • Laridse - Lanrs calitomiciisCalifornia gull None itAnimals-Birds Larus eatitorrtcus

Animals J Birds .•.■■iSfennlamllaiymtitowni' ■!:. iMorniatalteiLjL A3NNM38103 .Endangered i •.Endangered.-..-......................... FP.':  ................ jl  .?..................37.12283 RICHMOND. -Unprocessed 1.,------- Animals-Birds.’Lamlaa • Stemtda aiHiiatum browil.:._. j—.iFP

osprey wsNitumnu None None iL • 3712283 RICHMOND UnprocessedAnimals - Birds • Pandionidae • Pandion haliaetusAnimals-Birds Pandion haliaete

3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed _______ __ r_______

":' 1 ’ .371Z2B3,..-.RiCHMONbL,Unaroc9Bed;i.,.^H.Anlmals:-airds-gasiarallte-MWlzameloiiiacusiliiila„:.:-.i ’)

ABP8X03010 None NoneAnimals-Birds

Animals - Birds • Passerelidae - Melospiza melodia samuelisNone SSCAnimals-Birds L...r___________________ ,.r.
siijai»T‘":1w^'^f i'T 

;.Animal8-:BWs-.........................aimak/'....... i. • ->' :ir;.l.i-3712283t.RICHMOND-LUndrocessedr,.J'’■i; ’- > Thfeatened PR;.*,

3712283 RICHMOND UnprocessedAnimals - Birds • Rallidae - RaUus obsolete obsoleteCalifornia Rldgways rail ABNMED5011 Endangered FPAnimals-Birds

J^i_i37J2283i|C.HMQNDJJppto«ssed;̂ A^alsiBIrdsiS^pacldWiNw^B.wedoaniJs.L^J,-Nta.-^»..'....-Wl..............:................... jp:
3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed

qMapped
Endangered^'. ..SSC' v:..' v.-J .'.. A-.. 3712283 RICHMOND' Uncmcessed..li........................ r Animals'-Bte-Stmidao-'Atecuitta’n'a'....-.,...,.''' J

Animals - Birds • Strigidae ■ Asio temmeusshort-eared owl ABNSB13040 None None SSCAnimals-Birds
'i^

AnMs-l’ltds.: ^.AtimcMsiia:.,!

Animals • Birds -Troclidae- Selasplwrus rufus3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessedrufous hummingbird NoneAnimals-Birds Selaspteus
-'■ A --- _C.,:i.„„' ^..nM'S 'Vi:*.*cr»»wn« ,TW-«i—.V; viL.-' :■• eer' »„’ , !t '.'"-.“n 1 MM ornmkin, u,^ /. * MmfeFIsIk^^li^iWlfeiaetfnecfiRitS^.popJ^' *

rulus

LL«ipii»i!!ws

3712283 RICHMOND Mapped Animals-Fish - Centrarchsdae - Archoplites interruplus---- ---------AFCQQ07010 None SSCAnimals-FIsh
t' ■+&i\ r'r

!t'®i3lL^spielmS8Wiiltei»piiw.fiPi-2:
Oncoihywtiusmykteirideuspop.

i-kc.

3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed Animals-Fish-SalmonWae-OncodwnclHismykissirideuspop.8

^AoteyrtiiWaeiBptihsMiWs,!
SSCsleelhead - central California coasl DPS AFCHA0209G ThreatenedNone

<, «.r,<kU*-T'vW4n/*y.Y».a
Animals* Fish

3712283 RICHMOND Mapped Animals - Insects - Apidaa - BomNis crotchii

Endang8fedv'..i:-...,I...;,............. -v....................... :il.Z:.L............... ^.37.12283l.ilCHMONDl..Unprocess8<l^-^l...jArilin^.yttsecrtsrJJpMaa-Bw^»^efi^l5.JL^ll
Mapped and

3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed

Animats-Insects Bomhuscrolci Crotchs bumble bee IIHYM24480 None

• Dariaus ptexippus plexippus pop. monarch-California ovenwile[ing
IILEPP2012 Threatened NoneAnimals-Insects
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...AMAfF1tQ34.............Ito^L^Jorc.................. ^maimmimmiJl................. lintefetiamal5.Cfeidaq.Mus cailfofV'1 "'h

San Franciscc dusky-footed woDijrat AMAFF08082 None

' '' " i.ytmm.. EfldantieiiBl >._,indangered..:„.’ .FP^.._'__..I;11..... ■" 1.J7.12283 .RICHMOND. Unstocessed'

None SSC 3712283 RICHMOND UnprocessedArsmaSs • Mammals ■ Cricetidae • Neoloma fuscipes annectens --------- ----- .. ...-- ----------

SSC 3712283 RICHMONDAnimals ■Mammals N

lAdWsrMaOTalslLEnM8lidflsMiel8Ljl‘^.l9i>ail^5ea,o»lL'.^J.^l..l..AMA!|Fk01liJ)irwtasd.,^iLNweZ;^:^l:P,'• '1 ' ‘"mk ',’1""
Nona

j_^SyjaSS.^RICHMOlJDi^Unpfp^sged^La^^ln^iM^irfeMu^t^rdpejL^lJMd^juIrlsnerels^^^J^
Animals-Mammals Taxldealaxus Animals ■ Mammals ■ Mustelidae • Taxidea laxus

,a; **-^^^*;’/-kLSi;- - ■ «■* >un*
AMAJF04010 None None SSCr

Animals-Mammals AnlrozouspaDidus pallid bat AMACC10010 None

C^To»serti-ea[edba(^_.uAMWll)J>ne__

None SSC 3712283 RICHMONDMapped Awnals - Mammals • Vespeiionidae • Anlrozous pallidas
,i)^ &Vr*'<£*»wy*C*V«>

"iwSSc; ' '■ ' 3l12283iRICHMON.D.f. iVesi

AMACC02010 None

■ ‘. V-.:l* ”J: .:AVIACC05D32' N;r.e,' r- . , None.,-.!L - ‘ - '' :"' ’ ^ 0

AMACC050S0 None

None 3712283 RICHMOND Mapped Animals-Mammals-Vespeiionidae• Lasionycterisnoctivapans
“ip**';$<j

i

Animals.Mammals Lasiurusfrantzii SSC Animals - Mammals • Vespeiionidae ■ lasiuais frantzii

1-—.-’-3712283 .RICHMOND........ toad..*........„■..!.... ,Mdnm.h ............................  ................. .................. .................. .................. .................. -i,
Mapped and

3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessedwestern red bat None

Threatened

nliridsRealiles.,..Actlnenmmarmorata--i?L r.rorth^aam Kmdfustte-.ll^..;.,: ’l.^iARAAOD2031.rri:Thfeatened:j>-Lu: NoneJ.-!, ..; .’SSC,!:...-

ARADB21031 Threatened 3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed Animus-Reptiles-Colubiidae-Maslicophislateraliseuiyxanlhus

Zj.jiUi

SSCAnimals-Replies Phiynosomablainvili coast homed lord

.Terrestrial..', i..NortliemdiasialSaltMaishc -:,.::NotliecnCiias^S3llMatsh-> *. '.:'..r~ ‘ 
Community - 
Terrestrial

ARACF12100 None 3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed Animus - Reptiles - Phrynosomalldae • Phrynosoma blainvlllii

....... 'None, ____________1 ..- „>....■.■■' . ...3712283 RICHIeKDND Matoed, . Ccanmunilv - Terras&ial - Northern Coastal Salt Marsh1

None

.CMIICAiJohe,

Northern Maritime Chaparral Nortem MariSrne Chaparral CTT37CI0CA None None - - 3712283 RICHMOND Mapped Ctmimuroty • Terrestiiad - Noiinem Maritime Chaparral

.VaUayNeetgegrasaGass&li.Vtf^.N^diag'tasaGyslancl'**.i;Jrr-.H?.>CTf42ilOCAUNone^,,^Lki.NonalLL  Jik 3712283‘■■RKHMofetooeii' A—^ , '.-hi

Diablo hianlhela
7

i-Vascular

Plants-Vascular

None 1B.2 3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed

' " :7RDASM20^1TiteaiBy^Eiidah^lAd^l^.-^IBfe^. kUl-,3712283 -RICHMOND-•! :■ iv ^i

Sulsun Marsh aster PDASTE847D None None 1B.2 3712283 RICHMOND Unprocessed Ptents - Vascular - Asteraceae - Symphyotriclium lentum
(.*5 '«*. > ' .' XV.-A ' •‘WWWA MRUUm-d UwMit • v . ‘,BlU.Wa»iil«‘nnn«S™ooT‘4»»i; "

inlum

Plants - Vascular - Caryophyllaceae • Spergularla macrotheca var. 
tapMa
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