










































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































per 1,000 square feet per day. 152 Therefore, the proposed project, which involves 122,419 square 

feet of warehouse space; approximately 5,000 square feet of first floor ancillary office space; and 

approximately 5,000 square feet of second floor mezzanine ancillary office space, is expected to 

produce approximately 1,798 pounds, or 0.90 tons, of solid waste per day. 153 This equates to only 

0.02 percent of the Newby Island Landfill's permitted capacity per day. 

The General Plan EIR concluded that the increase in waste generated by full buildout under the 

General Plan would not cause the City to exceed the capacity of existing landfills that serve the City. 

Future increases in solid waste generation from development allowed under the General Plan would 

be avoided with ongoing implementation of the City's Zero Waste Strategic Plan. The City's Zero 

Waste Strategic Plan, in combination with other applicable laws, regulations, and programs, would 

ensure that full buildout of the General Plan would not result in significant impacts from the 

provision of landfill capacity to accommodate the City's increased service population. Therefore, 

implementation of the proposed project would have a less than significant impact on the solid waste 

disposal capacity. In addition, the proposed project would 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. Impacts would be less than significant. 

5) Would the project comply with federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste? 

Less than significant impact. The proposed project would generate additional solid waste as 

compared to existing conditions. It would be required to comply with applicable federal, State, and 

local laws and regulations related to solid waste, such as AB 939, the City's C&D Diversion Program, 

which ensures that at least 75 percent of the construction waste would be diverted from landfills, 

and SB 1383, to achieve a 50 percent reduction in organic waste. Therefore, a portion of solid waste 

would be diverted from landfill through recycling, composting, and other methods in compliance 

with applicable federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes. Therefore, the 

proposed project would comply with applicable federal, State, and local management and reduction 

statutes and regulations related to solid waste, and impacts would be less than significant. 

4.19.2 - Conclusion 

Impacts with respect to utilities and service systems would be less than significant. 

152 California Department of Resources and Recycling (CalRecycle). 2025. Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rate. Website: https:// 
www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteCharacterization/General/Rates. Accessed March 24, 2025. 

153 (122,419/100=1,224.19) + (10,000/1000=10*6=60)=1, 798 pounds per day 
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4.20 - WILDFIRE 

This section describes the existing setting with respect to wildfire and potential effects from 

implementation of the proposed project on the project site and its surrounding area. 

4.20.1 - Environmental Setting 

The project site is relatively flat, developed with urbanized uses, and is located within an urban area 

and is surrounded by a mix of residential, commercial, and industrial uses. According to the 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) Hazard Severity Zone maps, the 

project site is not located in or near an SRA and is not located within or near a VHFHSZ. 154 The 

closest VHFHSZ is located approximately 4.43 miles from the project site and is located in an SRA. 

The project site is located in an LRA (Figure 11). The project site does not have a history of wildfire 

impact, is deemed non-vegetated and non-agriculture and is not located in a WUI area. 155 

Applicable Plans, Policies, Laws, and Regulations 

California Fire Code 

The California Fire Code, codified as California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 9, includes 

provisions associated with emergency planning and preparedness, fire protection systems, and 

means of egress. In addition, the Fire Code provides appendices detailing fire-flow requirements for 

new buildings, fire hydrant locations and distribution, and fire apparatus access roads. Local 

governments administer the Fire Code. New development projects must demonstrate compliance 

with applicable Fire Code requirements prior to the issuance of building permits. 

Envision San Jose 2040 General Plan 

The Envision San Jose 2040 General Plan includes goals, policies and actions for the purpose of 

avoiding or mitigating impacts resulting from planned development projects within the City. The 

following policies are specific to wildfire resources and are relevant to this analysis. 

Policies 

EC-8.1 

EC-8.2 

EC-8.3 

EC-8.4 

Envision San Jose 2040 General Plan Relevant Wildfire Policies 

Description 

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

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

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

Require use of defensible space vegetation management best practices to protect 
structures at and near the urban/wildland interface. 

154 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE). 2008. Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones in LRA. Website: 
https://gis.data.ca.gov/datasets/CALFIRE-Forestry::fire-hazard-severity-zone-viewer/about. Accessed February 18, 2025. 

155 United States Forest Service Geospatial Data Discovery GIS Viewer. 2020. Website: https://data-
usfs. hub. arcgis.com/documents/7804d89ed1094ccb9aae 753228e8d89a/ explore. Accessed March 18, 2025. 
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City of San Jose Municipal Code 

The City of San Jose Municipal Code includes Chapter 17.12 (City of San Jose Fire Code) which 

outlines the requirements of compliance with the 2022 California Fire Code. 156 This chapter includes 

provisions on general precautions against fire, emergency planning and fire service, fire protection, 

construction requirements, etc. 

City of San Jose Emergency Operations Plan 

The City adopted the EOP in April 2024. The EOP is the emergency response plan for the City and 

provides an overview on how the City will effectively approach emergency operations and 

establishes procedures and strategies for the efficient preparation, response and recovery, and 

mitigation of both human-caused and natural disasters. The EOP also includes standard operating 

procedures for hazards, including urban/wildland fires. 

4.20.2 - Environmental Checklist and Impact Discussion 

Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially Impact With Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

If located in or near State Responsibility Areas or lands 
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the 
project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

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

2) 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? 

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

4) 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? 

Impact Discussion 

□ □ ~ 

□ □ ~ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

1) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 

evacuation plan? 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less than significant impact. The City has adopted an Emergency Operations and Evacuation Plan, 

which includes, among other things, standard operating procedures for hazards, including 

urban/wild land interface fires. The project site is near major corridors, such as Capitol Avenue and 1-

680, which would serve as emergency access and evacuation routes, if necessary. As discussed in 

156 City of San Jose. 2020. City of San Jose Municipal Code - Chapter 17.12 City of San Jose Fire Code. Website: 
https://library.municode.com/ca/san_jose/codes/code_of _ ordinances?nodeld= TITl 7BUCO _ CH17.12CISAJOFICO. Accessed 
February 7, 2025. 
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more detail in Section 4.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the proposed project does not include 

permanent road closures or lane narrowing that would interfere with an emergency response plan 

or evacuation plan. According to Section 4.15, Public Services, the SJFD would be able to adequately 

serve the proposed project. Moreover, the proposed project would be required to comply with all 

applicable laws, regulations and standards set forth in the Fire Code and the City's Municipal Code to 

enhance fire safety and emergency access; as part of the building permit process, compliance with 

the foregoing would be confirmed by the Fire Department. 

Therefore, based on the foregoing, including compliance with applicable provisions of the City 

Municipal Code and the California Fire Code, the proposed project would not substantially impair an 

adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Impacts would be less than 

significant. 

2) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, would the project exacerbate wildfire risks, 

and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 

uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

Less than significant impact. The proposed project would not be located within or near an SRA or 

VHFSZ, and is generally flat, with a gradual slope to the northwest; it is considered non-vegetated, 

nonagricultural, with no history of wildfire impact. 

The Bay Area Air District monitors wind speeds at locations in the Bay Area with the closest being in 

the San Jose-Jackson Street station, approximately 5.5 miles southwest of the project site. The 

average wind speeds at the San Jose-Jackson Street station in 2021 (which is the most recent 

available data) ranged from 3 to 4 mph. 157 As a result, the proposed project is not located on a 

project site with severe slopes or high prevailing winds that would further exacerbate wildfire risk. 

Moreover, the project site does not have severe slopes or other factors that would exacerbate 

wildfire risks. 

Furthermore, the proposed project would be required to comply with applicable provisions of the 

California Fire Code with regards to emergency access and types of building materials, as well as 

other fire safety and suppression standards. The proposed project would not need to comply with 

the General Plan Policy EC-8.4 requiring defensible space, as the project site is deemed non­

vegetated or agriculture and not located in a WUI area. 158 In addition, the proposed project would 

be required to comply with the applicable requirements stated in the City of San Jose Fire Code, 

including the requirement that plans for proposed projects be reviewed and approved by the SJFD to 

ensure that all requirements are satisfied. 

Based on the foregoing, given the nature and location of the project site and with compliance with 

all applicable laws, regulations, and standards, including required fire protection measures set forth 

in the City of San Jose Municipal Code and the California Fire Code, the proposed project would not 

157 Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Bay Area Air District). 2021. Bay Area Air District -Air Quality Data - Santa Clara Valley. 
Website: https://www.baaqmd.gov/about-ai r-qual ity /cu rrent-ai r-q ual ity /air-monitoring-d ata/#/met ?date=2021-12 
l&id=203&view=month ly&style=chart&zone=93 77382 7- lafa-4151-9aa9-dcfc6d512a66. Accessed February 19, 2025. 

158 United States Forest Service Geospatial Data Discovery GIS Viewer. 2020. Website: https://data-
usfs. hub .arcgis.com/ d ocuments/7804d89ed 1094ccb9aae 753228e8d89a/explore. Accessed March 18, 2025. 
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exacerbate wildfire risks and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a 

wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire. Impacts would be less than significant. 

3) Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as 

roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate 

fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 

Less than significant impact. The project site is not located within or near a VHFHSZ or an SRA. 

Project implementation would include approximately 20,312 square feet of off-site improvements 

including roadway improvements and utility connections near existing infrastructure. However, the 

proposed project would be required to comply with the applicable fire safety provisions of the CBC 

and Fire Code, as well as applicable provisions of the General Plan and Municipal Code, thereby 

further reducing the risk of damage from fire to the maximum extent practicable. Thus, the 

proposed project would not require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure that 

may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. 

Impacts would be less than significant. 

4) Would the project 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? 

Less than significant impact. The project site is mostly flat, with a gradual slope to the northwest, 

and does not have a history of wildfire impact. The proposed project would include stormwater 

management features to reduce off-site flows. As discussed in Section 4.10, Hydrology and Water 

Quality. The proposed project would have a less than significant impact concerning flooding, runoff, 

and drainage. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to significant 

risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire 

instability, or drainage changes. Impacts related to flooding or landslides. Impacts would be less than 

significant. 

4.20.3 - Conclusion 

Impacts related to wildfire would be less than significant. 
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4.21 - MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Less Than 
Potentially Significant With Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

1. Does the project have the potential to substantially □ [Zl □ □ 
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? 

2. 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)? 

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

4.21.1 - Project Impacts 

Less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated. Based on the analysis provided in Section 

4.4, Biological Resources, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact on 

candidate, sensitive, or special-status species through compliance with all applicable federal and 

State laws and regulations, and implementation of MM BIO-1, which outlines feasible avoidance and 

minimization measures to ensure that potential impacts on nesting birds are reduced to a less than 

significant level. The proposed project would have no impact related to riparian habitat or other 

sensitive natural communities. The proposed project would have no impact related to State or 

federally protected wetlands, and the proposed project's impacts to nesting birds and wildlife 

movement would be less than significant due to the project sites low potential to function as a 

suitable wildlife movement corridor. Impacts related to the removal of street trees or specimen trees 

would be less than significant through adherences to the provisions of the City's General Plan, Tree 

Ordinance, and SPC BIO-1. Finally, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact 

related to conflicts with adopted federal, State, or local habitat conservation plans with adherence to 

SPC BIO-1. 

Based on the analysis provided in Section 4.5, Cultural Resources, the proposed project would have 

no impact related to historical resources. An NWIC records search indicated that there are four 

historic resources (three built environment, one archaeological) within a 0.5-mile radius of the 
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project, none of which are located within the project boundaries. Additionally, the building on the 

project site is less than 45 years old and is therefore not considered a potentially historic resource. 

The project site does not contain any buildings, structures or objects that could potentially qualify as 

historical resources under CEQA. Therefore, there would be no impacts to historical built 

environment resources. However, the buried site sensitivity analysis concluded that although the 

project site is geologically situated on Holocene-era deposits, the fact that it is fully developed and 

located approximately 1.5 miles from Coyote Creek indicates a low to moderate potential for the 

inadvertent discovery of cultural resources during ground-disturbing activities. Although the 

potential of encountering archaeological resources is low to moderate, it is possible that earth­

disturbing activities associated with proposed project construction could encounter previously 

undiscovered archaeological resources. As such, City of San Jose Standard Permit Condition for 

Subsurface Cultural Resources and MM CUL-1 set forth the steps to be taken should any significant 

cultural resources be discovered during construction activities, which would ensure that potential 

impacts on cultural resources are reduce to a less than significant level. 

Additionally, although there are no known human remains or cemeteries within or near the project 

site, there is always a potential that subsurface construction activities, such as grading or trenching, 

could potentially damage or destroy previously undiscovered human remains. CEQA Guidelines 

Section 15064.5, Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, and Public Resources Code Sections 

5097.94 and 5097.98 specifies the procedures to follow in the event human remains are uncovered. 

Standard Permit Conditions for Human Remains further specifies the procedures to follow in the 

event human remains are uncovered. Compliance with required guidelines and statutes along with 

SPC CUL-2 would reduce potential impacts on human remains to a less than significant level. In 

addition to reducing impacts on historic and prehistoric resources, implementation of MM CUL-1, 

SPC CUL-1, and SPC CUL-2 for additional procedures upon the accidental discovery of human 

remains, TCR objects, or human remains and associated funerary or ceremonial objects would also 

reduce any impacts on TCRs. 

Based on the discussion provided above, compliance with required guidelines and statutes and 

implementation of the mitigation measures, the proposed project would not 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. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with compliance with applicable laws 

and regulations and incorporation of MM B1O-1, MM CUL-1, SPC B1O-1, SPC CUL-1, and SPC CUL-2. 

4.21.2 - Cumulative Impacts 

Less than significant impact. The analysis in this IS/MND includes a review of the proposed project's 

potential impacts regarding air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, parks and recreation 

facilities, noise, and transportation, among other environmental issue areas. As presented 

throughout this IS/MND, the proposed project's cumulative impacts would either be less than 

significant with mitigation incorporated, less than significant, or there would be no impacts. 
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Section 2.3, Air Quality, analyzed cumulative impacts related to regional criteria pollutant emissions 

and determined that these cumulative impacts would be less than significant. The region is currently 

nonattainment for ozone, NOx, PM10, and PM2.s. As discussed in Section 2.3, the proposed project's 

regional construction emissions would not exceed Bay Area Air District regional significance 

thresholds for VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, or PM2.s. Therefore, the cumulative impact of the proposed 

project's construction emissions on regional air quality would be less than significant. Furthermore, 

Section 2.3 determined that the proposed project's regional operations emissions would not exceed 

Bay Area Air District regional significance thresholds for VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, or PM2.s. 

Therefore, the cumulative impact of the proposed project's operations emissions on regional air 

quality would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures are needed. Section 2.13, Noise, 

determined that project-related traffic would not substantially contribute to any cumulatively 

considerable increases in future roadside ambient noise levels and that no mitigation measures are 

needed. Section 2.15, Public Services, determined that impacts to public services would be less than 

significant and that no mitigation measures are needed. 

As discussed throughout this IS/MND, the proposed project's cumulative impacts would be less than 

significant. No additional mitigation measures would be required to reduce cumulative impacts. 

Therefore, the proposed project would contribute to less than significant cumulative impacts. 

4.21.3 - Direct or Indirect Adverse Effects on Human Beings 

Less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated. Based on the discussion provided in the 

Project Description and the analysis presented in Sections 4.1 through 4.20 of this IS/MND, the 

proposed project would not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 

indirectly, because the proposed project's potential impacts would either be less than significant 

(without mitigation) or any significant impacts would be mitigated to a less than significant level. 

Therefore, for the reasons set forth in this IS/MND including, without limitation, the implementation 

of MM BIO-1, MM CUL-1, MM HAZ-1, MM NOl-1, SPC CUL-1, SPC CUL-2, and SPC GEO-1, the 

proposed project would not result in substantial adverse effects on human beings. Impacts would be 

less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 
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