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• New PA system; 

• New restroom building. 

• Replacement of scoreboard;  

• Demolition of existing concession buildings; and 

• Existing press box will be demolished and replaced. 

2.5.1 Townsend Field and Track 

The turf field will be removed and replaced with an enlarged natural grass field. 
The existing field is approximately 52.5 yards by 100 yards, and the new field will 
be 61 yards by 110 yards. The existing track will be replaced with a new, four-
lane, synthetic, all-weather track. The existing field and track will be excavated, 
and materials will be off-hauled to an appropriate landfill facility. Excavation 
depth is expected to be to be no greater than 3 feet and approximately 60,000 
cubic yards of materials would be off-hauled and deposited at an appropriate 
landfill.  

After excavation, piping for irrigation and utilities will be installed. The field will 
be backfilled and compacted, and natural grass will be installed. The field would 
be irrigated with recycled water. 

The existing compacted track will be excavated and removed. The track area will 
be equipped with drainage and compacted with a base layer of stone or gravel 
to provide an even surface for the track. A second layer of concrete will be 
applied before a seal coat and pouring the final layer of polyurethane. 

Delivery of equipment and off-hauling of debris will occur during off-peak hours 
and outside student pickup and drop-off times. Trucks will use Monroe Street to 
Rip Miller Way. Traffic control will be instituted, if necessary, during deliveries.  

2.5.2 Lighting 

Installation of the new lighting at Townsend Field and Elmer Johnson Field will 
involve the removal of the existing lighting and installation of new lighting. New 
poles that will be installed. Poles will be raised by crane. Four poles will be 
installed at Townsend Field to replace the eight existing poles. Poles will be 40 to 
50 feet tall with light fixture lumens ranging from 57,000 to 181,000 lumens. At 
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Elmer Johnson Field, eight poles will be installed to replace the eight existing 
poles. The new poles will be approximately 40 to 50 feet high. 

New lighting will be installed at the Buchser Middle School tennis courts. Up to 
eight lighting fixtures, along with the infrastructure such as conduit and 
electrical connections will be installed. The new lights will be approximately 20 
feet tall. The fixtures will support light-emitting diode (LED) bulbs and will be 
shielded and directed down to avoid light pollution away from the courts.  

2.5.3 Bleachers 

The existing concrete bleachers will be demolished and replaced with metal 
bleachers. Once demolished, the existing bleachers will be off-hauled to a 
landfill. New bleachers will be installed in sections anchored to concrete along 
the eastern and western sides of Townsend Field. Approximately 864 seats on 
the west and 494 new bleacher seats will be installed on the east side of the 
field. 

2.5.4 New PA System 

The existing PA system would be removed and replaced with a new, updated 
system. Installation of a new system would include installation of new wiring, 
mounting of new speakers on stadium structures, and installation of updated 
audio equipment in the press box.  

2.5.5 New Press Box 

The existing press box would be demolished, and a new press box would be 
installed on the western side of the field. The new press box would be a metal 
building, approximately 8 feet wide, 24 feet long, and 9.5 feet high with a 4-foot 
roof railing.  

2.5.6 Concession Buildings 

In addition to the existing concrete bleachers, two concession buildings would 
be demolished. Replacement of the concession buildings is not planned.  
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2.5.7 Construction Access and Schedule 

Access for construction equipment would be via Monroe Street to Rip Miller 
Way. Equipment and storage would be located at the adjacent basketball courts. 
Delivery and removal of equipment and materials would occur outside student 
pickup and drop-off hours, between the hours of 7:30 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. and 
3:30 p.m. and 5:00 p.m. Off-campus road closures are not anticipated. The 
contractor will be required to prepare a traffic plan that will maintain access to 
and safety on surrounding roadways.  

Construction would use typical heavy equipment such as backhoes, excavators, 
rollers/compactors, and hauling trucks. Demolition and excavation will produce 
debris, dirt, and building materials that would be off-hauled from the site and 
deposited at a local landfill permitted to accept the materials.  

Construction is expected to begin in December 2026 and occur for 1 year. 
Construction hours are expected to be 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, and 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturday. Work on Sundays and holidays 
will be approved if it is essential to ensure the Project stays on schedule to allow 
completion of construction on schedule. Signs will be posted at the entrance to 
the site and at construction equipment staging areas informing all workers and 
construction contractors of these requirements. Signs will also be posted 
informing community members who to contact with concerns or questions. 

2.5.8 Standard Design and Construction Measures 

SCUSD would implement the following standard design and construction 
measures during construction and operation of the proposed Project. Table 2 
summarizes the design and construction measures that would be incorporated 
into the proposed Project to reduce impacts where feasible. These measures 
would be included in the design and in construction specifications; therefore, 
they are considered part of the Project and not mitigation measures.  
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Table 2 SCUSD Standard Design and Construction Measures 

Impact Area Standard Design and Construction Measures 
Air Quality Fugitive Dust – To reduce potential fugitive dust that 

may be generated by Project construction, the SCUSD 
or its contractor will implement the following Bay Area Air 
Quality Management District (BAAQMD) basic 
construction measures when they are appropriate: 
All active construction areas will be watered twice daily 
or more often if necessary. Increased watering 
frequency will be required whenever wind speeds 
exceed 15 miles per hour (mph). 
Stockpiles of debris, soil, sand, and any other materials 
that can be windblown will be covered. Trucks 
transporting these materials will be covered. 
If required pursuant to BAAQMD Regulation 6 Rule 6 
(regarding construction site size being 1 acre or larger), 
all visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public 
roads will be removed using wet power vacuum street 
sweepers at least daily or as often as necessary to keep 
them free of dust and debris associated with site 
construction. The use of dry power sweeping is 
prohibited. 
Subsequent to clearing, grading, or excavating, exposed 
portions of the site will be watered, landscaped, treated 
with soil stabilizers, or covered as soon as possible. 
Inactive construction areas and previously graded areas 
inactive for 10 days or more will be hydroseeded or 
(non-toxic) soil stabilizers applied. 
Sandbags or other erosion control measures will be 
installed to prevent silt runoff to public roadways. 
Vegetation will be re-planted in disturbed areas as soon 
as possible after completion of construction. 
Idling times will be minimized either by shutting 
equipment off when not in use or by reducing the 
maximum idling time to 5 minutes. Clear signage will be 
provided for construction workers at vehicle access 
points. 
All construction equipment will be maintained and 
properly tuned in accordance with manufacturer’s 
specifications. All equipment will be checked by a 
certified mechanic and determined to be running in 
proper condition before operation. 
A publicly visible sign will be posted with the telephone 
number and person to contact regarding dust 
complaints. This person will respond and take corrective 
action within 48 hours. The BAAQMD’s phone number 
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Impact Area Standard Design and Construction Measures 
will also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable 
regulations. 

Geology and Soils Geotechnical Investigation. The Field Act and Division of 
the State Architect (DSA) require the preparation of site- 
and project-specific geotechnical reports. All 
recommendations from these required reports will be 
included in project plans and specifications. 

Hydrology/Water Quality General Permit for Construction Activity. The Project will 
disturb more than 1 acre of land; therefore, it requires 
compliance with the requirements of the California 
General Permit for Stormwater Discharges associated 
with Construction Activity (Permit No. CAS000002). The 
Construction General Permit requires the filing of a 
Notice of Intent (NOI) with the State Water Resources 
Control Board (SWRCB) and preparation and 
implementation of a project-specific Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) during construction. 

In order to meet the requirements of the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
program for construction, construction contractors will 
install and maintain appropriate best management 
practices (BMPs), as shown in the erosion control plans 
and in accordance with the SWPPP, on all construction 
projects. 

BMPs will be installed in accordance with industry 
recommended standards and/or in accordance with the 
Construction General Permit issued by the state. 
Sediment, construction materials, debris and wastes, 
and other pollutants must be retained on site and may 
not be transported from the site via sheet flow, swales, 
area drains, natural drainage courses, wind, or vehicle 
tracking to the extent feasible. Under direction of the 
contractor's qualified SWPPP practitioner, erosion 
and/or sediment control devices will be modified as 
needed as the Project progresses to ensure 
effectiveness. The contractor will download and keep a 
copy of the SWPPP on site and available for review 
during the entire construction period. 

Noise Construction Noise. As a good neighbor, the District and 
its contractors will adhere to the construction hours as 











   

 4 

The existing sports complex (Townsend Field, Elmer Johnson Field) includes lighting. 
Existing stadium-style, pole-mounted lighting is also present at the adjacent Washington 
Park baseball facility. Lighting is a mix of LED and older-style halide fixtures. Security 
lighting is present throughout the middle school complex at typical levels. Currently, 
there is no lighting at the tennis courts. 

Visual access to hills and other topographic features in the region from publicly 
accessible viewpoints is largely obscured by existing development.  

Existing Site Components. The proposed Project site is currently developed with 
Townsend Field, Elmer Johnson Field, tennis courts, basketball courts, and elements of 
sports facilities (including tennis, bleachers, concessions, lighting, scoreboards, and 
adjunct buildings such as locker facilities/restrooms). Most structures on site date to the 
1930s, have been modified over time, and are not considered historic or containing 
visible historic elements (see Section 3.5 Cultural Resources).  

Viewer Preferences and Viewpoints. Primary views are from publicly accessible 
roadways and recreational facilities in the vicinity of the proposed Project site. Viewer 
preferences are expected to consist of a mix of suburban components, and viewer 
sensitivity is considered to be low to moderate, as most viewers are expected to be 
commuters and residents and not recreational visitors.  

Scenic Highway/Roadway Corridors. There are no known scenic highway or roadway 
corridors within or proximal to the proposed Project site. The nearest designated or 
eligible scenic highway is Interstate 280, which is approximately 2.5 miles to the south of 
the proposed Project site and is identified as an eligible scenic highway (Caltrans 2026). 

3.1.3 Regulatory Setting 

The SCUSD is not subject to local land use and zoning regulations or approval processes 
regarding design or other aspects of a project’s visual components. However, local land 
use documents can provide guidance for determining the relative visual sensitivity of the 
public and the relative significance of visual resources in the area. Based on review of 
the City of Santa Clara General Plan, although the site is not within a special overlay zone 
for design or the equivalent, the area includes historic and potentially historic 
development.   

School design is subject to the regulations of the California Department of Education and 
DSA.  
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3.1.4 Impact Discussion 

a) No Impact.  
Based on the information provided in the sections above, there are 
no scenic vistas within the vicinity of the proposed project area. The 
Project would therefore have no impact on a scenic vista.  

b) No Impact.  
There are no scenic resources, such as trees or rock outcroppings, 
within the vicinity of the proposed Project site. Isolated ornamental 
vegetation, including individual trees located at the southeastern 
edge of Townsend Field, would be removed, but removal would not 
constitute a significant impact. Due in part to non-historical 
alterations and additions described in detail in Section V, existing 
facility components are not considered of significant historic value. 
There are therefore no historic structures within the project area 
that would be affected by the proposed Project. The proposed 
Project is not located within a state scenic highway corridor.   

c) Less than Significant Impact.  
The proposed Project involves the improvements to Townsend Field, 
Elmer Johnson Field, and the Buchser Middle School tennis courts. 
During construction, the existing views of Townsend Field, Elmer 
Johnson Field, and the Buchser Middle School tennis courts would be 
both temporarily and permanently altered. Construction equipment, 
materials, and demolition would be visible within the proposed 
Project area from publicly accessible viewpoints during the 
approximately 1-year construction period. Construction impacts are 
considered short-term and would not have a significant impact on 
aesthetic resources.  

Project completion would alter components of the existing view as 
features are replaced and modernized. However, project components 
(i.e., bleachers, field improvements, and adjunct facilities) are 
considered in kind and functionally compatible with the existing 
visual setting and composition. Due in part to non-historical 
alterations and additions, described in detail in Section V, existing 
facility components are furthermore not considered of significant 
historic value. Project implementation would therefore not result in 
degradation of scenic quality or conflict with applicable zoning or 
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other regulations or policies governing scenic quality; therefore, 
impacts would be less than significant.  

d) Less than Significant Impact.  
During construction, equipment may produce new sources of glare, 
and some lighting would be required to provide a safe work area 
including for work during evening or other low-light hours. However, 
construction-related light and glare would be minor, temporary, and 
would not have a significant impact.  

The proposed Project involves replacement of stadium lighting at 
Townsend Field and Elmer Johnson Field and installation of new 
lighting at Buchser Middle School tennis courts. The existing lighting 
at Townsend Field and Elmer Johnson Field is older, consisting of a 
mix of LEDs and older halide fixtures. As described in Section 2 
Project Description, lighting fixtures will be installed in substantially 
similar locations and will provide similar coverage and lighting levels 
at the fields. The new lighting would be LED and oriented downward 
to minimize spillover.  

New lighting at the Buchser Middle School tennis courts would be 
installed at the corners of the facility, oriented into the courts. 
Approximately eight new lighting fixtures are anticipated. Lighting 
fixtures would LEDs and oriented downward to avoid spillover. While 
this aspect of the Project constitutes a new source of light within the 
site, the overall contribution to or effect on the existing lighting 
environment will be reduced due to the presence of substantive 
existing lighting in the vicinity.  

Several sources of nighttime lighting exist in the area at levels typical 
of the suburban setting including street and neighborhood lighting, 
school facility lighting, and existing lighting at the sports complex. 
Modernization of the lighting at Townsend Field and Elmer Johnson 
Field will not constitute the introduction of a new source of 
substantial lighting in the area. Likewise, the addition of lighting at 
the tennis courts would not constitute substantial change to the 
existing overall lighting levels in the area.  

The Project will not otherwise introduce new permanent sources of 
glare in the area and impacts would be less than significant. 
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3.2 Agricultural and Forest Resources 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

. AGRICULTURE and Forest 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 Dept. 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 forest carbon measurement methodology provided 
in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.  
 
Would the project: 

a) 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?  

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act contract? 

    

c) 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))?  

    

d)  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 

    

e)  Involve other changes in the existing environment which, 
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion 
of Farmland to non-agricultural use? 

    

3.2.1 Environmental Setting  

The proposed Project is located within the City of Santa Clara, and all proposed Project 
improvements would occur within an existing suburban area.  

The following terms are used to define the types of land referenced in this section: 

Farmland of Statewide Importance: Land similar to Prime Farmland but may have 
greater slopes or lower moisture supply. 

Unique Farmland: Land that contains lesser quality soils used for sustained agricultural 
production. This land is usually irrigated but may include non-irrigated land.  

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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Forest Land: Land that can support 10 percent native tree cover of any species, including 
hardwoods, under natural conditions and that allows for management of one or more 
forest resources including timber, aesthetics, fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, 
recreation, and other public benefits (Public Resources Code [PRC] 12220[g]). 

Timber Land: Land, other than land owned by the Federal Government and land 
designated as experimental Forest Land, that is available for and capable of growing a 
crop of trees of any commercial species used to produce lumber and other forest 
products including Christmas trees. Commercial species will be determined by the Board 
on a district basis after consultation with the district committees and others (PRC 4526).  

Timber Land Production Zone (TPZ): An area that has been zoned pursuant to California 
Government Code (CGC) Section 51112 or 51113 and is devoted to and used for growing 
and harvesting timber or for growing and harvesting timber and compatible uses (CGC 
51104[g]).  

According to the California Department of Conservation’s California Important Farmland 
Finder Tool (2026), the project site is categorized as Urban or Built-up land:  

“Urban and Built-Up land” is occupied by structures with a building density of at least 
one unit to 1.5 acres or approximately six structures to a 10-acre parcel. Common 
examples include residential, industrial, commercial, institutional facilities, cemeteries, 
airports, golf courses, sanitary landfills, sewage treatment, and water control structures 
(California Department of Conservation 2026).  

3.2.2 Impact Discussion 

a- e) No Impact.  

No agricultural or forested land is located on site, and there is no 
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance located on site. The California Department of 
Conservation’s California Important Farmland Finder tool identifies 
the project site as Urban or Built-up Land. The Project would 
therefore not result in impacts on agricultural or forest resources, 
and no impacts would occur.  

  

http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/support/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=support&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/percent/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=percent&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/native/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=native&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/tree/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=tree&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/cover/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=cover&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/species/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=species&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/including/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=including&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/hardwoods/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=hardwoods&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/natural/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=natural&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/conditions/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=conditions&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/allows/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=allows&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/management/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=management&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/one/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=one&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/forest/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=forest&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/resources/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=resources&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/including/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=including&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/timber/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=timber&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/aesthetics/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=aesthetics&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/fish/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=fish&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/wildlife/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=wildlife&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/biodiversity/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=biodiversity&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/water/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=water&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/quality/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=quality&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/recreation/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=recreation&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/public/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=public&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
http://www.easylawlookup.com/California-Law/Public-Resources-Code/benefits/SA*/!1!/_easylookup.blp?data=RESOURCES&sidfw=&site=EASY&location=78232&spon=&stype=S&sterm=benefits&smode=AND&sexact=OFF&dlevel=0
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3.3 Air Quality 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

. AIR QUALITY 
Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution control district 
may be relied upon to make the following determinations  

        Would the project: 

a) 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 applicable federal or state ambient air 
quality standard? 

    

c)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

    

d)  Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) 
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? 

    

 

3.3.1 Environmental Setting 

The proposed Project is located in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (SFBAAB). The 
BAAQMD is responsible for air quality management and regulates activities that may 
affect air quality within the SFBAAB. The San Francisco Bay Area (Bay Area) has a 
Mediterranean climate characterized by wet winters and dry summers. During the 
summer, a high-pressure cell centered over the northeastern Pacific Ocean results in 
stable meteorological conditions and a steady northwesterly wind flow that generally 
prevents storms from affecting the California coast. During the winter, the Pacific high-
pressure cell weakens, resulting in increased precipitation and the occurrence of storms. 
The highest air pollutant concentrations in the Bay Area generally occur during 
inversions, when a surface layer of cooler air becomes trapped beneath a layer of 
warmer air.  

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) has established National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), 
particulate matter (both respirable [less than or equal to 10 microns in diameter; PM10] 
and fine [equal to or less than 2.5 microns in diameter; PM2.5]), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), 
lead (Pb), and sulfur dioxide (SO2). Similarly, the State of California has adopted 
standards known as the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) for the six 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

[8:1 

[8:1 

[8:1 

[8:1 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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federally recognized criteria pollutants as well as for the following additional pollutants: 
vinyl chloride, visibility-reducing particles, hydrogen sulfide (H2S), and sulfates. Air basins 
with individual criteria pollutant levels below the NAAQS or CAAQS are designated as 
being an “attainment” basin for each pollutant. If an individual criteria pollutant level 
exceeds the NAAQS or CAAQS, the air basin is designated as being a “non-attainment” 
basin for that pollutant.  

Table 3 below shows the standards and attainment status under both the NAAQS and 
the CAAQS for each criteria pollutant in the SFBAAB. 

Table 3: Air Quality Standard Attainment Status  - SFBAAB 

Pollutant Standard 
Averaging 

Time Level Designation 

Ozone (O3) 

NAAQS 8-Hour (primary 
and secondary) 

0.070 ppm Non-attainment 
(Marginal) 

CAAQS 
8-Hour 0.070 ppm 

Non-attainment-
Transitional 

1-Hour 0.09 ppm 

Particulate 
Matter (PM10) 

NAAQS 
24-Hour 
(primary and 
secondary) 

150 µg/m3 Attainment/ Unclassifiable 

CAAQS 
24-Hour 50 µg/m3 Non-attainment 

Annual 20 µg/m3 Non-attainment 

Particulate 
Matter (PM2.5) 

NAAQS 

24-Hour 
(primary and 
secondary) 

35 µg/m3 Non-attainment 
(Moderate) 

Annual 
(primary; 2012) 

12.0 
µg/m3 

Attainment/ 
Unclassifiable1 

Annual 
(primary; 2024) 9.0 µg/m3 TBD1 

Annual 
(secondary) 

15.0 
µg/m3 Attainment/ Unclassifiable 
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Pollutant Standard 
Averaging 

Time Level Designation 

CAAQS Annual 12 µg/m3 Attainment 

Carbon 
Monoxide 
(CO) 

NAAQS 

8-Hour 
(primary) 

9 ppm Attainment/ Unclassifiable 

1-Hour 
(primary) 

35 ppm Attainment/ Unclassifiable 

CAAQS 
8-Hour 9.0 ppm 

Attainment 

1-Hour 20 ppm 

Lead (Pb) 

NAAQS 

Rolling 3-month 
average 
(primary and 
secondary) 

0.15 
µg/m3 Attainment/ Unclassifiable 

CAAQS 30-day average 1.5 µg/m3 Attainment 

Nitrogen 
Dioxide (NO2) 

NAAQS 

1-Hour 
(primary) 

100 ppb Attainment/ Unclassifiable 

Annual (primary 
and secondary) 53 ppb Attainment/ Unclassifiable 

CAAQS 
1-Hour 0.18 ppm 

Attainment 
Annual 0.030 ppm 

Sulfur Dioxide 
(SO2) 

NAAQS 

1-Hour 
(primary) 

75 ppb Attainment/ Unclassifiable 

Annual 
(secondary) 10 ppb TBD2 

CAAQS 
1-Hour 0.25 ppm 

Attainment 
24-Hour 0.04 ppm 

Visibility CAAQS 8-Hour 0.23/km Unclassified 
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Pollutant Standard 
Averaging 

Time Level Designation 

Reducing 
Particles 

extinction 
coefficient 

Sulfates CAAQS 24-Hour 25 µg/m3 Attainment 

Hydrogen 
Sulfide 

CAAQS 1-Hour 0.03 ppm Unclassified 

Vinyl Chloride CAAQS 24-Hour 0.01 ppm N/A 

ppm = parts per million | ppb = parts per billion | µg/m3 = micrograms per cubic 
meter 

Notes: 

1. The USEPA promulgated a revised NAAQS for PM2.5 on February 7, 2024, strengthening the standard from 12.0 µg/m3 to 9.0 
µg/m3. While the Bay Area is currently in attainment of the 2012 PM2.5 NAAQS, the region’s designation may change as a 
result of the revised standard. Based on a 2-year initial area designations schedule, USEPA is expected to promulgate final 
2024 PM2.5 NAAQS area designations in 2026. 

2. The USEPA revised the secondary NAAQS for SO2 in December 2024, adding a new 10 ppb standard for annual (secondary) 
concentrations while retaining the existing standards for SO2. USEPA is expected to promulgate final 2025 SO2 NAAQS area 
designations in 2026. 

Source: BAAQMD 2025 

 

BAAQMD’s 2022 California Environmental Quality Act, Air Quality Guidelines (BAAQMD 
CEQA Guidelines) provide recommended procedures for evaluating potential air impacts 
during environmental review, consistent with CEQA requirements, and include 
recommended thresholds of significance, mitigation measures, and background air 
quality information.   

A project would have a significant impact if its emissions were to equal or exceed the 
thresholds shown in Table 4.   
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Table 4: BAAQMD Significance Thresholds 

Pollutant 
Construction 

(lbs/day) 
Operations  
(lbs/day) 

Criteria Air Pollutants and Precursors 

 
Average Daily 

Emissions  
(lb/day) 

Average Daily 
Emissions 
(lb/day) 

Maximum 
Annual Emissions  

(tpy) 
ROG 54 75 10 
NOx 54 100 10 
PM10 82 (exhaust) 150 15 
PM2.5 54 (exhaust) 554 10 

PM10/PM2.5 
(fugitive dust) 

Best management 
practices 

None 

Local CO None 
9.0 ppm (8-hour average), 20.0 ppm 

(1-hour average) 
Other 

Risk and Hazards 
(Project)  

Cancer risk >10 in a million 
Non-cancer > 1.0 hazard index 
PM2.5 increase > 0.3 µg/m3 annual average 

Note:  
Source: BAAQMD 2022 

For a project to have a less-than-significant criteria air pollutant impact related to 
construction-related fugitive dust emissions, it must implement all BAAQMD BMPs listed 
below (BAAQMD 2022): 

• All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, 
and unpaved access roads) will be watered two times per day.  

• All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off site will be 
covered.  

• All visible mud or dirt trackout onto adjacent public roads will be removed using 
wet power vacuum street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry power 
sweeping is prohibited.  

• All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads will be limited to 15 mph.  
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• All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved will be completed as soon as 
possible. Building pads will be laid as soon as possible after grading unless 
seeding or soil binders are used.  

All excavation, grading, and/or demolition will be suspended when average wind speeds 
exceed 20 mph.  

All trucks and equipment, including their tires, will be washed off before leaving the site.  

Unpaved roads providing access to sites located 100 feet or further from a paved road 
will be treated with a 6- to 12-inch compacted layer of wood chips, mulch, or gravel.  

Publicly visible signs will be posted with the telephone number and name of the person 
to contact at the lead agency regarding dust complaints. This person will respond and 
take corrective action within 48 hours. The Air District’s General Air Pollution Complaints 
number will also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable regulations. 

The BAAQMD also developed screening criteria for criteria air pollutants and precursors 
in its 2022 CEQA Air Quality Guidelines. These screening criteria are not thresholds of 
significance for CEQA impacts. Rather, the screening criteria provide a conservative 
indication of whether implementing a proposed Project could result in potentially 
significant criteria air pollutants and precursors impacts. If the screening criteria for 
criteria air pollutants and precursors are met by a proposed Project, then a detailed 
assessment of the project’s criteria air pollutant and precursor emissions does not need 
to be performed. For a proposed Project to meet the screening criteria for construction, 
it cannot include demolition. Because the proposed Project includes demolition of the 
concrete bleachers, the screening criteria were only applied for operational emissions.   

BAAQMD also provides a preliminary screening methodology to determine whether a 
project would exceed CO thresholds. If the following criteria are met, a project would 
result in a less than significant impact related to local CO concentrations: 

The project is consistent with an applicable congestion management program 
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways, the regional transportation plan, and local congestion management agency 
plans. 

Project-generated traffic would not increase traffic volumes at affected intersections to 
more than 44,000 vehicles per hour. 
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Project-generated traffic would not increase traffic volumes at affected intersections to 
more than 24,000 vehicles per hour where vertical and/or horizontal mixing is 
substantially limited (e.g., tunnel, parking garage, bridge underpass, natural or urban 
street canyon, below-grade roadway). 

Construction and operation emissions were estimated using the California Emission 
Estimator Model (CalEEMod; version 2022.1.1.41). Construction of the proposed Project 
is scheduled to begin in December 2026 and occur over a 12-month period. Emissions 
calculations include estimates for construction equipment and vehicle emissions from 
workers commuting to and from the proposed Project site.  

Construction Emissions 

Construction produces combustion emissions from multiple sources such as on-site 
heavy-duty construction vehicles, vehicles hauling materials to and from the site, and 
motor vehicles transporting the construction crew. Site preparation produces fugitive 
dust emissions (PM10 and PM2.5) from demolition and soil-disturbing activities such as 
grading and excavation. Air pollutant emissions from construction on site would vary 
daily as construction activity levels change. Construction associated with the proposed 
Project would result in emissions of reactive organic gas (ROG), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), 
CO, PM10, and PM2.5. An estimate of construction emissions associated with construction 
of the proposed Project is shown in Table 5.  

Table 5 Emissions from Construction  

 

Construction Emissions (lbs/day) 

ROG NOx 
Exhaust 

PM10 
Exhaust 

PM2.5 
Fugitive 

PM10 
Fugitive 

PM2.5 
Average Daily 
Construction 

Emissions 
1.39 7.50 0.27 0.25 0.46 0.20 

BAAQMD Threshold 54 54 82 54 BMPs BMPs 
Exceeds Average 
Daily Threshold 

NO NO NO NO NA NA 

Note: 
NA = not applicable 
Source: CalEEMod 2022.1.1.41 
 

Additionally, the proposed Project will incorporate the BAAQMD BMPs 
included in BAAQMD 2022. These measures would be implemented by 
the construction contractor(s).   
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Operational Emissions 

BAAQMD developed screening criteria to provide project applicants with a conservative 
indication of whether a project could result in potentially significant air quality impacts. 
If all of the following screening criteria are met, the operation of the proposed Project 
would result in a less-than-significant impact related to criteria air pollutants and 
precursors.   

• The project size is at or below an applicable operational screening level. 
• Operational activities would not include stationary engines and industrial sources 

subject to BAAQMD rules and regulations. 
• Operational activities would not overlap with construction-related activities. 

The BAAQMD 2022 CEQA Air Quality Guidelines do not provide screening criteria 
specific to playing fields; however, they do provide screening criteria for sports arenas.  
The operation of sports arenas that are 600,000 square feet or less meet the screening 
criteria and therefore require no detailed assessment of air pollutant and precursor 
emissions. The proposed Project would occupy less than 8.5 acres (370,260 square feet), 
which is well below the screening criterion for a sports arena. Although the Project is not 
a sports arena, it is appropriate to apply the screening criteria to the proposed Project 
because it would incorporate many components typical of a sports arena including 
fields, spectator seating, and a scoreboard.   

3.3.2  Impact Discussion 

a) Less than Significant Impact. 

The proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air quality plan.  

BAAQMD is responsible for reducing emissions from area, 
stationary, and mobile sources in the SFBAAB to achieve the 
NAAQS and CAAQS. BAAQMD’s most current air quality plan is 
the 2017 Clean Air Plan, which is a regional and multi-agency 
effort to reduce air pollution in the SFBAAB. BAAQMD uses 
regional growth projections to forecast future emission levels in 
the SFBAAB. The proposed Project would involve the demolition 
of concrete stands and replacement of fields.   
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Because the proposed Project would not increase student 
capacity or employment, it would not exceed the level of 
population or housing currently projected, and it would therefore 
not have the potential to substantially affect housing, 
employment, or population projections within the region, which 
is the basis of the 2017 Clean Air Plan projections.  

Furthermore, regional emissions generated by the proposed 
Project would be less than BAAQMD’s emissions thresholds as 
shown in Table 8 and operational screening criteria. These 
thresholds and criteria were established to identify projects that 
have the potential to generate a substantial amount of criteria air 
pollutants. Because the proposed Project would not exceed these 
thresholds or criteria, the BAAQMD would not consider the 
proposed Project to be a substantial emitter of criteria air 
pollutants. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict 
with or obstruct implementation of the 2017 Clean Air Plan, and 
impacts would be considered less than significant.  

b) Less than Significant Impact.  

Proposed Project operations would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard.  

Most air emissions from this Project would be generated during 
construction with only a small quantity of emissions occurring 
during operation. The construction phase of the proposed Project 
may contribute to a net increase in one or more criteria 
pollutants as a result of point and non-point source emissions for 
which the region is in non-attainment under applicable federal 
and state ambient air quality standards. As noted above, the 
SFBAAB is classified as non-attainment for federal and state O3 
standards, state PM10 standards, and the 24-hour federal PM2.5 
standard. However, as shown in Table 8, construction emissions 
would be below the thresholds established by BAAQMD and 
therefore would be less than cumulatively considerable.   
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As discussed above, operational screening criteria were not 
exceeded and thus would not cause localized exceedances or 
contribute cumulatively to existing exceedances of the state or 
federal standards. Therefore, the proposed Project would not 
result in cumulatively considerable contributions to air quality 
standard violations.  

c) Less than Significant Impact   

The proposed Project would not expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations.  

Construction-related activities would result in temporary project-
generated emissions of diesel particulate matter (DPM) exhaust 
emissions from off-road, heavy-duty equipment for demolition, 
site preparation, grading, building construction, and paving. DPM 
is a toxic air contaminant (California Air Resources Board [CARB] 
2022). The proposed Project would comply with the CARB Air 
Toxics Control Measures (ATCMs), which limit diesel-powered 
equipment and vehicle idling to no more than 5 minutes at a 
location, and the CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation; 
compliance with these requirements would minimize emissions 
of toxic air contaminants (TACs) during construction. Exposure to 
pollutant concentrations resulting from construction of the 
proposed Project would be temporary. As shown in Table 8, 
average PM2.5 emissions are a small portion of the threshold.  

A project’s indirect CO emissions would be significant if they 
contribute to a violation of the state standards of CO (9.0 ppm 
averaged over 8 hours and 20 pm over 1 hour). BAAQMD 
provides a preliminary screening methodology to conservatively 
determine whether a project would exceed CO thresholds. As 
discussed above in Setting, if the BAAQMD preliminary CO 
screening criteria are met, a project would not have a significant 
impact related to local CO concentrations. As described in the 
Transportation section, the proposed Project is not anticipated to 
generate additional daily trips. The proposed Project is not 
anticipated to increase traffic levels to 24,000 vehicles per hour.  
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The proposed Project, therefore, would not result in substantial 
CO concentrations from vehicle trips or idling.    

d) Less than Significant Impact.  

The proposed Project would not create objectionable odors 
affecting a substantial number of people.  

Construction of the proposed Project may result in the emission 
of odors due to diesel fuel exhaust from construction equipment; 
however, it is unlikely that these odors would affect a substantial 
number of people, as the surrounding area is not densely 
populated, and the construction would be temporary. 
Furthermore, the State of California requires that only ultra-low-
sulfur diesel be sold as highway diesel fuel, further reducing any 
potential odors associated with the use of diesel fuel during 
construction.  
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3.4  Biological Resources 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES— 
Would the project: 

    

a) 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? 

    

b) 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? 

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

    

d) 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? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance? 

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

    

3.4.1 Environmental Setting 

The proposed Project site is located within the Buscher Middle School Campus, which is 
fully developed with buildings, classrooms, parking lots, and the existing Townsend Field 
and track. Vegetation on site includes landscaping and grass playing fields. The proposed 
Project site is generally surrounded by residential developments, primarily single-family 
homes. Habitat within the proposed Project area would be identified as developed.  

The wildlife commonly associated with developed landcover types and landscaped areas 
are often those that are tolerant of disturbance from human activities. Common non-
native species typically present in developed landcover include European starling 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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(Sturnus vulgaris), rock pigeon (Columbia livia), gray squirrel (Sciurus carolinensis), and 
Norway rat (Rattus norvengicus). Many common, native species have adapted to this 
habitat type and may forage primarily in the ornamental plantings along the site 
perimeter. Mammals commonly associated with the developed landcover type include 
striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), Virginia opossum (Didelphis virginiana), and raccoon 
(Procyon lotor). Native birds, such as the mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), lesser 
goldfinch (Spinus psaltria), Anna’s hummingbird (Calypte anna), American crow (Corvus 
brachyrhynchos), Brewer's blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus), and California towhee 
(Melozone crissalis), may forage or nest in the landscaped areas.  

Special-Status Species 

Special-status species are those plants and animals that are legally protected or 
otherwise recognized as vulnerable to habitat loss or population decline by federal, 
state, or local resource conservation agencies and organizations. In this analysis, special-
status species include: 

• Listed, proposed for listing, or candidate for possible future listing as threatened 
or endangered under the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA; 50 Code of 
Federal Regulations [CFR] §17.12); 

• Listed or candidate for listing by the State of California as threatened or 
endangered under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA; Fish and Game 
Code §2050 et seq.); 

• Listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act (Fish and Game 
Code §1900 et seq.); 

• Listed as a Fully Protected Species (Fish and Game Code §§3511, 4700, 5050, and 
5515); 

• Listed as a California Species of Special Concern (CSSC) by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW); and 

Plant species considered by California Native Plant Society (CNPS) and CDFW to be “rare, 
threatened, or endangered in California” (Ranks 1A, 1B, and 2) 

To identify species with potential to occur within the Project vicinity, database reviews of 
the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) of the U.S Geological Survey San Jose 
West 7.5-minute quadrangle were used. Based on a review of the CNPS (2026) and 
CNDDB (2026), five special-status species have known occurrences within the vicinity of 
the proposed Project site. Because the proposed Project site is developed and lacks 
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suitable habitat to support these species, no special-status species are known to occur 
within the project boundary.  

Nesting birds and raptors 

The ornamental trees and shrubs along the perimeter of the Buchser Middle School and 
within the school campus have the potential to support nesting birds and raptors. Eaves 
and overhangs of school buildings also have the potential to support nesting birds. 
Within the vicinity of Townsend Field, Elmer Johnson Field, and the Buchser Middle 
School tennis courts, there is limited nesting habitat. The trees and shrubs located at the 
southeastern corner of the proposed Project area have the potential to provide nesting 
habitat and would be removed.  

3.4.2 Regulatory Setting 

Federal 

Endangered Species Act 

The FESA of 1973, as amended, provides for the protection of plant and animal species 
and their associated critical habitats, which are formally listed, proposed for listing, or 
candidates for listing as endangered or threatened under the FESA. The FESA prohibits 
the “taking” (i.e., harassing, harming, hunting, shooting, wounding, killing, trapping, 
capturing, collecting, or attempting to engage in any such conduct) of listed species and 
its habitats.  

Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA; 16 United States Code [USC] §§ 703 et seq., Title 
50 CFR Part 10) states that it is “unlawful at any time, by any means or in any manner, to 
pursue, hunt, take, capture, kill; attempt to take, capture or kill; possess, offer for sale, 
sell, offer for barter, barter, offer to purchase, purchase, deliver for shipment, ship, 
export, import or caused to be shipped exported or imported, deliver for transportation, 
transport or cause to be transported, carry or cause to be carried, receive for shipment, 
transportation, carriage, or export any migratory bird, any part, nest, or egg of any such 
bird, or any product, whether or not manufactured, which consists, or is composed in 
whole or in part, of any such bird or any part, nest or egg thereof…”. 
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Clean Water Act 

The Clean Water Act (CWA) is the primary federal law regulating water quality as well as 
impacts on waters of the United States, including wetlands. The implementation of the 
CWA is the responsibility of the USEPA, with the CWA Section 404 permit program 
managed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE).  

State 

California Endangered Species Act 

The CESA (Fish and Game Code 2050 et seq.) establishes the policy of the state to 
conserve, protect, restore, and enhance threatened or endangered species and their 
habitats. Specifically, Section 2080 of the California Fish and Game Code prohibits the 
take, possession, purchase, sale, and import or export of endangered, threatened, or 
candidate species, unless otherwise authorized by permit or by the regulations. “Take” is 
defined as to “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, 
capture, or kill.” 

Native Plant Protection Act 

The Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish and Game Code 1900-1913) was created in 
1977 with the intent to preserve, protect, and enhance rare and endangered plants in 
California. The NPPA is administered by the CDFW, which has the authority to designate 
native plants as endangered or rare and to protect them from “take.” CDFW maintains a 
list of plant species that have been officially classified as endangered, threatened, or 
rare.  

3.4.3  Impact Discussion 

a) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation. 

The existing vegetation within the proposed Project area consists of a 
few ornamental trees and shrubs that have the potential to provide 
nesting habitat. Because vegetation removal is currently planned, 
Mitigation Measure BIO-01 would require vegetation removal to occur 
outside of nesting season (August through February) to the extent 
feasible. If vegetation removal cannot occur outside of the nesting 
season, Mitigation Measure BIO-02, which requires pre-construction 
surveys conducted by a qualified avian biologist, would be 
implemented. If active nests are identified, the tree will not be removed 
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until young have fledged. A 200-foot buffer for passerines and a 500-
foot buffer for raptors will be established around the trees. Mitigation 
Measure BIO-02 would ensure that no active nests are present or 
would be impacted by the proposed Project.  

b-c) No Impact.  

There are no streams, drainages, or riparian habitats present on the 
project site. The closest stream is Saratoga Creek, approximately 1.85 
miles to the south. As a result, no impacts would occur to any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, regulations. or by CDFW or the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS).  

According to the National Wetlands Inventory (USFWS 2026), there are 
no wetlands or other features potentially under CWA Section 404 
jurisdiction present within the proposed Project site. Therefore, no 
impacts on federally protected wetlands would occur.   

d) No Impact.  

There is no natural habitat within the vicinity of the proposed Project 
area that would attract the presence of migratory wildlife species, and 
there are no streams or drainages within the proposed Project area 
that would support migratory fish. There are no established native 
wildlife nurseries within the vicinity of the proposed Project. Because 
there is no habitat to support migratory wildlife or fish within the 
proposed Project vicinity and no known native wildlife nurseries, the 
proposed Project would not interfere with the movement of native 
resident or migratory fish or wildlife, and there would be no impact.  

e, f) No Impact.  

The Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan permit boundary includes the City 
of Santa Clara. However, the City is mapped as Urban Development. No 
species or habitats covered under the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan 
have the potential to occur within the vicinity of the proposed Project 
as discussed above, and no habitat for these species occurs within the 
project area.  
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3.5 Cultural Resources 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 
historical resource as defined in §15064.5? 

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 
unique archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

    

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

    

     

This section assesses the potential for the project to result in significant, 
unavoidable impacts to cultural resources under CEQA. Arcadis reviewed previous 
environmental documentation for the project site, prepared a baseline conditions 
summary describing the sensitivity of the area, and conducted an eligibility 
evaluation of the grandstands to inform the analysis. The information and analysis 
of potential impacts to cultural resources from the proposed Project are based 
primarily on the following (refer to Appendix C): 

C-1  Archaeological Assessment of Inadvertent Discoveries (Features 001 and 
002) at Buchser Middle School. 2023. Albion Environmental, Inc., Santa 
Cruz. 

C-2 Cultural Resources Baseline Conditions Assessment for the Townsend Field 
Improvement Project, Buchser Middle School, Santa Clara, California. 2026. 
Arcadis, Concord.  

C-3 State of California Department of Parks and Recreation Site Record for P-43-
004446. 2026. Arcadis, Concord.  

3.5.1 Setting and Regulatory Context 

California Environmental Quality Act Public Resources Code Section 21083.2 and State 
CEQA Guidelines  

CEQA requires the lead agency to consider the effects of a project on historical 
resources. State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 provides specific guidance for 
determining the significance of impacts on historical resources (State CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.5(b)) and unique archaeological resources (State CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5(b) and PRC Section 21083.2). Under CEQA, these resources are called “historical 
resources” whether they are of historic or pre-European contact age. CEQA Section 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

[8:1 

[8:1 

□ 

□ 

□ 

[8:1 

□ 

□ 
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21084.1 defines historical resources as those listed, or eligible for listing, in the California 
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), or those listed in the historical register of a local 
jurisdiction (county or city) unless the preponderance of the evidence demonstrates that 
the resource is not historically or culturally significant. National Register of Historic 
Places (NRHP) -listed “historic properties” in California are considered historical 
resources for the purposes of CEQA and are also listed in the CRHR. The CRHR criteria for 
listing such resources are based on, and are very similar to, the NRHP criteria. CEQA 
Section 21083.2 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(c) provide further 
definitions and guidance for archaeological sites and their treatment. 

California Register of Historical Resources (PRC Section 5024.1) 

PRC Section 5024.1 establishes the CRHR. The register lists all California properties 
considered to be significant historical resources. The CRHR also includes all properties 
listed or determined eligible for listing in the NRHP including properties evaluated and 
determined eligible under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The 
following criteria for listing in the CRHR (criteria 1 through 4) are similar to those of the 
NRHP:  

Criterion 1: Resources associated with important events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of our history;  

Criterion 2: Resources associated with the lives of persons important to our past; 

Criterion 3: Resources that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction, or that represent the work of a master; and 

Criterion 4: Resources that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important 
in pre-history or history. 

The CRHR regulations govern the nomination of resources to the CRHR (14 CCR Section 
4850). The regulations set forth the criteria for eligibility as well as guidelines for 
assessing historical integrity and resources that have special considerations. 

Unique Archaeological Resources  

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(c) specifies how CEQA applies to archaeological 
sites including archaeological sites that are historical resources, unique archaeological 
resources, or neither.  

PRC Section 21083.2(g) defines a unique archaeological resource as an archaeological 
artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that, without merely 
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adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it meets any of 
the following criteria:  

1. It contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions, and 
there is a demonstrable public interest in that information.  

2. It has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best 
available example of its type.  

3. It is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important pre-historic or 
historic event or person. 

State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.5(d) and (e) specify responsibilities and respectful 
treatment of human remains, including Native American human remains, that are found 
or likely to be found within a project site. 

3.5.2 Historical Overview 

Precontact Period 

The central coast of California has been occupied since at least 13,500 calendar years 
before present (cal BP), if not much earlier. The project area lies within the native 
territory of the Ohlone (also referred to as the Costanoan) group of Native Americans at 
the time of contact with Europeans (Kroeber 1925). The arrival of the Spanish in the San 
Francisco Bay Area led to a rapid and major reduction in the native Ohlone population. 
Diseases, declining birth rates, and the effects of the mission system largely eradicated 
their traditional lifeways. Today, descendants of the Ohlone live throughout the Bay 
Area. Several Ohlone groups (e.g., Muwekma, Amah) have banded together to seek 
federal recognition. Many Ohlone, both as individuals and as groups, are active in 
preserving and reviving elements of their traditional culture, such as dance, basketry, 
and song, and are active participants in the monitoring and excavation of archaeological 
sites. 

Historic Period 

The historic period in California began in 1542, when Spanish explorers first sailed along 
the coast of California. Ephemeral visitations continued along the California coast 
throughout the rest of the 1500s and the 1600s. The Spanish patrolled the California 
coast during this time to defend their claims and to monitor trading ships between Asia 
and their colonies in Central America, but they did not attempt to establish a colony. 
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As England’s and Russia’s colonial interests grew throughout the 1700s, Spain became 
determined to establish itself north of Mexico. In 1769, Spain established its first 
presidio (military fortress) and mission (where Franciscan priests taught Catholicism and 
the Spanish language to native populations) in San Diego. Spain established another 
presidio and mission the following year in Monterey. Between 1770 and 1823, Spain 
would establish another 19 missions, two presidios, and three pueblos in California. This 
network of missions would have a profound and lasting effect on the native people of 
coastal California. The movement of portions of populations upended subsistence 
patterns of tribes and tore apart family groups. The introduction of new technologies 
enticed many California Indians to at least sample life at the missions, which, if they 
returned to their native villages, often led to the catastrophic introduction of diseases to 
which the rest of the village had no immunity.  

The mission period in California was followed by its incorporation into independent 
Mexico in the 1820s. After Mexico’s secession from Spain, the leaders of Spanish 
California in Monterey voted to join Mexico as one of its states in 1822. California, like 
the rest of Mexico and other newly independent countries in the Americas, had little 
experience in self-government and fell into a period of political instability and 
corruption. Whereas Spanish government officials had generally been appointed on 
merit, Mexican government officials at that time were usually appointed based on 
cronyism or other favors. In short, Mexican government officials were very ineffective 
throughout the 1820s, 1830s, and 1840s, which cultivated further sentiments of 
independence throughout California. The federal government in Mexico had little 
capacity to assert its control over California, and American immigrants began arriving via 
overland routes during those decades. This in turn laid the foundation for California’s 
eventual break from Mexico and its unification with the United States. 

American Period 

On September 9, 1850, California became the thirty-first state in the Union. The state 
was organized into counties—like other U.S. states—in the same year (but some 
reorganization and splitting of the counties did occur in the following years). There were 
few laws, and vigilante justice was common in the early years of California’s statehood. 
However, as the population swelled and non-mining industries were established, it 
became apparent that an organized government would be necessary. Within a few 
years, prisons were built, courts were established, and city governments took shape. 
Throughout that period, the roots of modern California were laid. Mining continued in 
the foothills of the Sierra Nevada, ranching and farming became prevalent in the Central 
Valley, and large cities and commerce boomed on the coast. 
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In 1849, huge numbers of American settlers began the trek to California in search of 
gold. While most of the forty-niners were men looking to get rich as quickly as possible, 
many other people arrived to support the exploding population in California. Merchants, 
entertainers, prostitutes, and all sorts of people flocked to California alongside the forty-
niners, many of whom abandoned mining shortly after arrival and themselves took up 
farming, ranching, and homesteading.  

City of Santa Clara 

The Spanish founded a mission at Santa Clara in January 1777, and, like their other 
missions, they used it as a political center from which to exert control over the 
surrounding valley and its native population. By 1800, most of the native population had 
been directly affected by the Spanish presence in Santa Clara, and the traditional Ohlone 
economy had been almost completely disrupted. In 1851, American settlers founded 
Santa Clara College at the site of the former mission. The college would become a 
central feature of the developing town. Santa Clara incorporated as a town on July 5, 
1852 and became a state-chartered city in 1862. By that time, the City encompassed an 
area 2 miles long by 1.5 miles wide. Outside city limits, small family farms and orchards 
developed and thrived in the area's fertile soil and mild climate. As the town grew 
through the latter decades of the nineteenth century, it was supported by a slew of 
manufacturing, seed, and fruit industries.  

In 1869, the Western Pacific Railroad completed a rail line from San Jose to Niles, which 
connected San Jose with the Transcontinental Railroad. This new line opened additional 
markets for the agricultural and manufactured products throughout the Santa Clara 
Valley, and, by 1906, the population of the city had grown to nearly 5,000. The 
population remained stable and did not increase greatly until after World War 2, when 
the city outgrew its nineteenth century boundaries and expanded to the north and west, 
replacing farms and orchards with suburban and high-tech developments. 

The transformation of the Santa Clara Valley from an agrarian center to the technological 
hub it is today can be traced to Frederick E. Terman. After receiving his doctorate from 
the Massachusetts Institute of Technology in 1924, Terman accepted a faculty position at 
Stanford University’s electrical engineering department. Terman wanted to make 
Stanford a major center of radio and communications research. He also encouraged 
students such as William Hewlett and David Packard (of the Hewlett-Packard Company) 
and Eugene Litton (of Litton Industries, Inc.) to establish local companies, in many of 
which he personally invested. 
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In 1951, Terman spearheaded the creation of the Stanford Industrial (now Research) 
Park, which granted long-term leases on university land exclusively to high-tech firms. 
Soon, Varian Associates, Inc. (now Varian Medical Systems, Inc.), Eastman Kodak 
Company, General Electric Company, Admiral Corporation, Lockheed Corporation (now 
Lockheed-Martin Corporation), Hewlett-Packard Company, and others turned Stanford 
Research Park into America’s high-tech manufacturing center. In 1956, William Shockley, 
the Nobel Prize-winning coinventor of the transistor, established the Shockley 
Semiconductor Laboratory at Stanford Industrial Park. Within a year, a group of 
engineers resigned to establish Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation in Santa Clara, 
expanding Silicon Valley beyond the Stanford area. At the time, Santa Clara was largely 
composed of orchards. With the development of the semiconductor chip, a technology 
boom occurred in the valley, displacing the agrarian economy of Santa Clara. 

Buchser Middle School was established in 1981 on the location of the original Santa 
Clara High School on Washington Street. Following the 1981 merger of Buchser High 
School (est. 1960) and Santa Clara High School, the campus was transitioned into a 
middle school.  

3.5.3 Cultural Resources Baseline Conditions 

Previous Studies 

In 2023, the SCUSD initiated ground-disturbing construction for an irrigation waterline 
running to the football field. During trenching, two deposits of historic-era refuse were 
identified beneath the athletic track that circles Townsend Field (P-43-004446). Albion 
Environmental conducted an archaeological assessment of this discovery (Blackmore 
2023). The precise locations of the intact deposits are not disclosed here due to the 
confidentiality of archaeological resource documentation in public documents. 

Arcadis conducted a Cultural Resources Baseline Conditions Assessment (CRBA) to 
inform the IS analysis and consolidate information about previous studies in the area 
(Arcadis 2026a). The CRBA included an updated Northwest Information Center (NWIC) 
records search (25-1194), review of historic-era mapping and imagery, Native American 
coordination, and a focused field review to contextualize the built environment and 
inspect any exposed ground surfaces for indications of archaeological materials.  

In addition to site P-43-004446, which overlaps the project site, the NWIC records search 
identified three other archaeological resources within a 0.25-mile radius. These include 
two historic-era isolated finds and one multicomponent archaeological site. All four of 
these resources were identified during utility monitoring and were found beneath the 

https://www.google.com/search?sca_esv=761836ba98f04a06&sxsrf=ANbL-n5XrDUX6bj0oHDkF8NVdoO4pmdzcw%3A1775602900530&q=Buchser+Middle+School&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwic_Y_g7NyTAxWRJjQIHUZvFlwQgK4QegQIARAB&biw=1912&bih=948&dpr=1&mstk=AUtExfAH77kvZcnyJe2ooX870PL2x1lWvkrnM89i0t9OP_VZHx5NUBlJs6L66_9_HW2LR4OivX2B-JKRVqPaecOdNRjgwugueHfB01HMgINO4yfHTGpgU6tga9dT28r3BWMpMLEjF2lsMaB4NVsNdlOoiYOyx6hPVQgcejaPzkgni6TkFZjBkHRxB3A1EjUfTQ6MIQkRJMea6EOhCt9lDgoyJKTQIeZUKMkBcVxe37nlntkBWK5HJ9V29RAkotoj3WeQXQhc0scT3TIvkvuY4I4m7CXD&csui=3
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built environment surface (i.e., under roads or paved lots). The only previous study that 
overlaps Buchser Middle School and includes archaeological field work is the Albion 
study, which documented resource P-43-004446. 

The literature review identified the northeastern portion of the project site as a 
“Possibly Sensitive Area” by the City of Santa Clara. This area extends roughly from the 
corner of Bellomy and Jackson Streets across to Washington and Poplar Streets, or 
roughly a 0.35-mile buffer extending out from Mission Santa Clara (Busby 1999). 

Historic Resources Evaluation 

Arcadis conducted a historic resources evaluation of Townsend Field and its concrete 
bleachers to inform the IS analysis (Arcadis 2026b). 

The circa 1935 concrete bleachers at Townsend Field are associated with early to mid-
twentieth century high school and college athletic activities within Santa Clara; however, 
there is no evidence that the bleachers are specifically associated with any significant 
events or themes in local or state history as an individual resource and are therefore 
recommended not eligible for CRHR listing under Criterion 1. Further, there was no 
information uncovered that the concrete bleachers at Townsend Field are associated 
with any significant person or persons in local or state history and are recommended not 
eligible for CRHR listing under Criterion 2. The circa 1935 concrete bleachers at 
Townsend Field are largely utilitarian structures, but do exhibit some 1930s architectural 
features including the metal railings and the decorative stepped lintels above the 
entrance ways and other openings. However, the concrete bleachers do not embody 
significant distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction; 
represent the work of an important creative individual; or exhibit high artistic values. As 
such, the bleachers are recommended individually not eligible under Criterion 3.  

The circa 1935 concrete bleachers were also evaluated for their potential to be 
contributing features of a potentially historic Townsend Field as a whole. Townsend Field 
is historically associated with high school and college athletics in Santa Clara as well as 
the New Deal, as the field was constructed/improved circa 1935 likely as part of a Civil 
Works Administration funded project sponsored by the University of Santa Clara, though 
there do not appear to be any date stamps or plaques indicating this relationship with 
the program. As part of the funding, the football field, track, and at least one set of the 
extant concrete bleachers were constructed. The gymnasium to the northeast of the 
field and a bus garage at the southwest corner of the field were added circa 1937, and 
concession stands were added on the north ends of both sets of bleachers in the 1950s. 
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Townsend Field served as the athletic field for the University of Santa Clara until the 
construction of Buck Shaw Stadium in 1962, and continued to be associated with Santa 
Clara High School athletics until the closure and demolition of the high school in 1967. 
While Townsend Field is associated with early- to mid-twentieth century athletics in 
Santa Clara as well as early New Deal-funded projects in California, it has undergone 
several non-historic alterations that have impacted its integrity of design, workmanship, 
feeling, and association. These include the alteration of parts of the track surrounding 
the football/soccer field, the removal and replacement of historic-era athletic areas to 
the north of the football field with a parking lot and later temporary buildings, the 
alteration of the circa 1937 bus garage into the present-day Connelly Fieldhouse, and the 
demolition of the historically associated Santa Clara High School, among several other 
smaller alterations. For these reasons, Arcadis recommends that Townsend Field is not 
eligible for CRHR listing under Criterion 1 due to a loss of integrity. No evidence was 
uncovered that Townsend Field is associated with any significant person or persons in 
local or California history and is therefore recommended not eligible for CRHR listing 
under Criterion 2.Townsend Field is a small, typical, and significantly altered example of 
an early- to mid-twentieth century local athletic field and does not embody significant 
distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction; represent 
the work of an important creative individual; or exhibit high artistic values. As such, 
Townsend Field is recommended not eligible for CRHR listing under Criterion 3. 
Therefore, the circa 1935 concrete bleachers are not a contributing feature of a CRHR-
eligible property.   

3.5.4 Impact Discussion 

a) No Impact.  

Townsend Field does not qualify as a historical resource under CEQA 
Section 21084.1; therefore, its modification and removal of its 
bleachers do not constitute material impairment and there would 
be no impact to a historical resource define in Section 15065.5. 

b) Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation. 

Few pre-contact archaeological resources have been identified in 
the vicinity of the project site; however, this is likely a result of 
limited archaeological investigations within its built environment. 
Archaeological monitoring several hundred feet north of Buchser 
Middle School yielded a concentration of historic-era materials but 
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also potential pre-contact or post-contact shell, bone, and a stone 
pestle. Both pre-contact and historic-era archaeological resources 
directly underneath the built environment have been identified in 
the vicinity of the Project including those within the “Possibly 
Sensitive Area” designated by the City of Santa Clara (1977). 

Historic-era archaeological site P-43-004446, located at the project 
site, is described as a dense refuse deposit of historic-era artifacts 
identified in two locations (Features 001 and 002; Blackmore 2023). 
SCUSD identified the site as an inadvertent discovery (Feature 001) 
during excavation of a utility trench at Townsend Field. More 
specifically, the deposits were found in a trench running along the 
running track between and the turf football field. SCUSD contacted 
Albion to conduct archaeological monitoring; subsequently, Feature 
002 was discovered approximately 2 meters to the north. Following 
excavation of the trench, both features were capped with geo-cloth 
and sand, artifacts were left in-situ, and the trenches were refilled 
following the utility work. Both features were noted to likely extend 
outside the boundaries exposed by the trench (Blackmore 2023). 
Based on the assemblage, Albion assessed the site as likely from the 
early twentieth century with likely intact deposits, with the 
potential to answer questions related to historic land use and 
economic practices of the American period at this time. 

The CRBA identified the project site as archaeologically sensitive. 
Material impairment under CEQA occurs when a project physically 
demolishes or materially alters a historical resource’s physical 
characteristics that convey its historical significance and that justify 
its inclusion (or eligibility for inclusion) in the CRHR or a qualified 
local register. Site P-43-004466 was recommended as eligible for the 
CRHR for its significant associations with history. Ground 
disturbance at Townsend Field, including the installation of the new 
athletic track and field, has the potential to materially impair site P-
43-004466 as well as other possible archaeological resources at the 
project site.  

Material impairment of the significance of either P-43-004466 or 
other as-yet unidentified resources would constitute a significant 
impact under CEQA.  
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The mitigation measures described below would reduce impacts on 
this resource to less than significant: 

Mitigation Measure CUL-01: Prepare an Archaeological Treatment 
and Monitoring Plan (ATMP). The project proponent will prepare 
and implement an ATMP by a qualified archaeologist. The ATMP will 
include a defined protocol and clear requirements for a construction 
worker training program (described in Mitigation Measure CUL-02), 
archaeological monitoring during ground-disturbing construction, 
and the assessment and treatment of discoveries. The ATMP will 
identify and prioritize areas that require monitoring including a 
protocol for determining conditions when monitoring frequency 
may be adjusted based on field results. 

The ATMP should include a historical context statement, research 
design, and methodology by which features associated with site P-
43-004446 and any additional archaeological sites will be evaluated 
for CRHR eligibility and as unique archaeological resources.  

The ATMP will summarize the requirements and procedures for 
tribal coordination in the event of an inadvertent discovery of 
Native American archaeological resources. The ATMP will be 
prepared in compliance with PRC Sections 21083.2, 21084.1, and 
5024.1 as well as Title 14 CCR and Section 15064.5 of the CEQA 
Guidelines. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL 01 would reduce the 
severity of a material impact to an archaeological site by providing a 
clear plan before the implementation of ground-disturbing 
activities. The preparation of an ATMP facilitates recovery of any 
scientifically consequential information from an archaeological site 
as well as involvement in tribal communities in the treatment of any 
pre-contact resources. Following mitigation, the potential impact 
would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measure CUL-02: Accidental Discoveries During 
Construction. If archaeological resources are encountered during 
construction, work will be halted within 50 feet of the discovered 
materials, and workers will avoid altering the materials and their 
context until a qualified professional archaeologist has evaluated 
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the situation and provided appropriate recommendations. If an 
archaeological resource is encountered in any stage of 
development, a qualified archaeologist will be consulted to 
determine whether the resources qualify as historical resources or 
unique archaeological resources. If the encountered resources 
qualify, the archaeologist will prepare a research design and 
archaeological data recovery plan to be implemented before 
resuming construction at the affected area. Before implementing 
this recovery plan or moving forward with project work, the 
qualified archaeologist will also notify the SCUSD. The archaeologist 
will also prepare a written report of the finding, file it with the 
appropriate agency, and arrange for curation of recovered materials.  

Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-02 would reduce the 
severity of any potential impact by allowing the archaeologist to 
halt work immediately and document any accidental discoveries 
during construction. Following mitigation, potential information 
value of the archaeological site would be systematically preserved; 
therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-02 reduces 
the potential impact to less than significant.  

c) Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation.  

Although there are no known human remains in the project site, 
ground-disturbing activities could result in the exposure or 
destruction of undiscovered subsurface human remains. Should this 
exposure occur, it would be considered a significant impact.  

The following mitigation measure would be implemented during all 
ground-disturbing activities for the Project:  

Mitigation Measure CUL-03 Unintended Discovery of Human 
Remains:  

If human remains are discovered during excavation and/or grading 
of the site, all activity within a 50-foot radius of the find will be 
stopped. The Santa Clara County Coroner will be notified and will 
determine whether the remains are of Native American origin or 
whether an investigation into the cause of death is required. If the 
remains are determined to be Native American, the Coroner will 
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notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 
immediately. Once the NAHC identifies the most likely descendants, 
the descendants will make recommendations regarding proper 
burial, which will be implemented in accordance with Section 
15064.5(e) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-03 ensures sensitive, 
legal, and culturally appropriate handling of human remains. 
Following implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-03, potential 
impacts to unknown human remains would be less than significant. 
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3.6 Energy 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

6. Energy— 
Would the project: 

    

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

    

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

    

3.6.1 Environmental Setting 

Existing energy use includes stadium lighting at Townsend Field, Elmer Johnson Field, the 
press box, and score board and lighting within the facilities such as locker rooms, press 
box, and for the PA system.  

Existing energy use at Townsend Field averages approximately 2,680 kilowatt hours 
(kWh) per month. For Elmer Johnson Field, the average kWh per month is approximately 
2,600. Because there are currently no lights at the Buchser Middle School tennis courts, 
no baseline use is available.  

Approximately 70 percent of the lamps at Townsend Field were replaced with LED 
retrofits in 2025. Three of the eight fixtures at Elmer Johnson field are 1,500-Watt metal 
halide fixtures.  

In general, the existing stadium lighting at Townsend Field and Elmer Johnson Field are 
outdated and do not use modern fixtures that use less electricity and efficient bulbs. The 
new LED fixtures proposed for Townsend Field, Elmer Johnson Field, and Buchser Middle 
School tennis courts would be expected to reduce electricity use by 50 to 70 percent for 
stadium lighting. Energy use for overall operations would be expected to be the same as 
baseline conditions because operational use after construction is expected to remain the 
same as baseline use.  

3.6.2 Impact Discussion  

a, b) Less than Significant Impact.  

The proposed Project will use energy during construction and 
operation. The demolition, excavation, and construction of the 
proposed Project would use equipment that requires fuel. Tools 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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would be used that require electricity and fuel. Equipment used 
would be energy-efficient, and no wasteful or unnecessary 
electricity or fuels would be used. Construction workers would be 
encouraged to carpool or use public transportation to the project 
site to the extent feasible. However, because workers are 
expected to be derived from the local area, worker fuel 
consumption would not be expected to be wasteful or inefficient, 
and workers would not be traveling a longer distance to the job 
site compared with other construction locations in the region. 

Once constructed, the improved facilities would use electricity 
for general lighting, stadium lighting, PA system, scoreboard, 
restrooms, and press box. The new stadium lighting would 
replace outdated equipment that was not energy-efficient. The 
new LED lighting would use less electricity than the existing 
lighting. Similarly, the new scoreboard and PA system would use 
less electricity than the current scoreboard and PA system. It is 
expected that the new facilities would be more energy-efficient 
than existing facilities and would not conflict with a state or local 
plan for renewable energy or energy resources, and impacts 
would be less than significant.  

Because the Project would use fuel as efficiently as possible, and 
no electricity would be used during construction, there would be 
no conflict with a state or local plan for energy efficiency and 
impacts would be less than significant.  
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3.7 Geology and Soils 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS— 
Would the project: 

    

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.) 

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?     

iv) Landslides?     

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?     

c) Be located on 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? 

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of 
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial 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? 

    

f)      Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic features 

    

 

3.7.1 Environmental Setting: 

Geologic Setting 

The City of Santa Clara is located in the Santa Clara Valley and alluvial basin situated 
between the Santa Cruz Mountains to the southwest and Diablo Range to the northeast. 
While the City of Santa Clara is not located within the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake fault 
zone, it lies within a seismic active area between the San Andreas, Hayward, and 
Calaveras faults (California Department of Conservation 2026a). According to the 
California Department of Conservation, the proposed Project site is located within a 
liquefaction zone (California Department of Conservation 2026b). 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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Soils within the proposed Project area are mostly Urbanland-Clear Lake complex 0 to 2 
percent slopes and Urbanland-Hangerone complex 0 to 2 percent slopes. These soils are 
generally well-drained, silty clay loams (U.S. Department of Agriculture [USDA] 2026).  

According to Valley Water, depth to first groundwater within the vicinity of the proposed 
Project is from 5 to 10 feet below ground surface (Valley Water 2026). 

3.7.2 Regulatory Setting 

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act 

The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act regulates development in California near 
known active faults due to hazards associated with surface fault ruptures. There are no 
Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zones on the proposed Project site (California 
Department of Conservation 2026a). 

California Building Code 

The California Building Code (CBC) is a compilation of building standards codified in the 
CCR, Title 24, Part 2. The provisions of the CBC apply to the construction, alteration, 
movement, replacement, location, and demolition of every building or structure in 
California. 

3.7.3 Impact Discussion 

a, i) No Impact.  

The proposed Project is not located within the Alquist-Priolo 
earthquake zone, and no active faults run beneath the proposed 
Project site. The potential for surface rupture is low. The 
proposed Project site is located in a seismically active area. 
Because no faults run directly beneath, there are no impacts 
related to adverse effects from surface rupture.   

a, ii)  No Impact.  

The proposed Project site is located within a seismically active 
area. There is potential for ground shaking during an earthquake. 
The strength of the ground shaking would depend on which fault 
was active, magnitude, and duration of the quake. Because the 
nature of the proposed Project involves limited construction of 
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structures, there is low potential for to expose people or 
structures to risks related to ground shaking.  

a, iii) Less than Significant Impact.   

Ground failure, including liquefaction, is associated with fine-
grained, loosely packed sands and gravels that behave like liquid 
when subjected to ground shaking. Sandy or silty soils are 
generally more susceptible to liquefaction compared to clay or 
gravel soils. Urbanland soils are typically disturbed, compacted, 
and contain artificial fill materials and can be more susceptible to 
liquefaction. The California Department of Conservation 
identifies the proposed Project site as being located within a 
liquefaction zone (California Department of Conservation 2026b). 
The proposed Project has been designed based on site-specific 
geologic conditions that would reduce the potential for ground 
failure or liquefaction at the proposed Project site. The risk of 
loss, injury, or death related to ground failure, including 
liquefaction, would be less than significant.  

Table 6: Soils on Site 

Map Unit 
Symbol 

Map Unit Name 
Percent within Project 

Area 

145 
Urbanland-Hangerone 
complex, 0 to 2 percent 

slopes, drained 

27.3 

160 
Urbanland-Clear Lake 

complex 0 to 2 percent slopes 
47.5 

165 

Urbanland-Campbell 
complex, 

0 to 2 percent slopes, 
Protected 

21.1 

180 
Urbanland-Newpark complex, 

0 to 2 percent slopes 
4.1 

 

a, iv) No Impact.  

Landslides generally occur on slopes steeper than 15 percent or 
where geologic conditions or soils are prone to instability. The 
proposed Project site is generally flat with no significant 
topography change or slopes greater than 15 percent. Because of 
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the lack of topographic elevation at the project site, there is no 
risk of landslides, and there would be no risk of loss, injury, or 
death related to landslides; therefore, there would be no impact  

b) Less than Significant Impact.  

The proposed Project involves improvements to existing facilities. 
Project construction will include grading and earthmoving that 
could expose site soils to erosive forces of heavy winds, rainfall, or 
runoff and could result in the loss of topsoil. During construction, 
erosion will be controlled through implementation of BMPs and 
adherence to the SWPPP. Section 3.10 Hydrology and Water 
Quality provides details on SWPPP development and 
implementation of BMPs. With the implementation of BMPs 
identified in the project-specific SWPPP, the proposed Project 
would not result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil, and 
impacts would be considered less than significant.  

c) Less than Significant Impact.  

Soils within the proposed Project site are not known to be 
unstable related to landslides or lateral spreading. As discussed in 
b), the proposed Project would be designed with site-specific 
geologic conditions in mind, reducing the potential for liquefaction 
or ground failure. The proposed Project has been in place since 
1935 without issue related to unstable geology. The soil on the 
project site would be excavated to maintain site stability at all 
times. Because of the low potential of site soils for liquefaction 
and subsidence and the limited depth of excavation, project 
activities would not result in unstable soil on site or off site, and 
impacts would be less than significant.  

d) No Impact.  

The proposed Project is not located on expansive soils or soils that 
have low shrink-swell potential and would not create a substantial 
risk to life and property and there would be no impact.   
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e) No Impact.  

The proposed Project involves improvements to existing sports 
facilities. The Project does not involve the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems, and there would be no 
impact. 

f) Less than Significant Impact.  

The proposed Project involves improvement to existing recreation 
facilities within a developed middle school campus. Earth 
disturbance would be limited to areas previously disturbed, and 
excavation would not be to a depth greater than 5 feet. In 
addition, a thorough evaluation of potential cultural and 
paleontological resources potentially present was conducted in 
2023 (Albion 2023). Resources were identified at the eastern side 
of the field (Albion 2023). The resources were covered with geo-
cloth and capped in place (Albion 2023). These features would be 
avoided during implementation of the proposed Project. 

Because the depth of excavation is limited, and an evaluation of 
potential resources was conducted in 2023, additional unique 
paleontological resources are not expected, and impacts would be 
less than significant. 
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3.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

8. Greenhouse Gases—Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

3.8.1 Environmental Setting  

Unlike emissions of criteria and toxic air pollutants, which have local or regional impacts, 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHGs) that contribute to global warming or global 
climate change have a broader global impact. Global warming is a process whereby 
GHGs accumulating in the atmosphere contribute to an increase in the temperature of 
the Earth’s atmosphere. The principal GHGs contributing to global warming are carbon 
dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), and fluorinated compounds. These 
gases allow visible and ultraviolet light from the sun to pass through the atmosphere, 
but they prevent heat from escaping back out into space. Global climate change 
resulting from global warming has the potential to impact sea level, water supply, 
agricultural resources, and natural wildlife habitats. 

Anthropogenic (human-generated) GHGs are primarily produced through the use of 
stationary and mobile engines running on fossil fuels (e.g., coal, gasoline, diesel, natural 
gas). GHG emissions can be reduced using alternative fuels and reduced reliance on 
fossil fuel energy and transportation. 

California has adopted statewide legislation to address various aspects of climate change 
and GHG emissions mitigation. Much of this legislation establishes a broad framework 
for California’s long-term GHG reduction and climate change adaptation program. 
Senate Bill (SB) 32 and Assembly Bill (AB) 1279 outline the GHG reduction goals of 
achieving a 40 percent reduction below 1990 emissions levels by 2030 and net-zero GHG 
emissions no later than 2045. AB 1279 also mandates an 85 percent reduction in 
statewide GHG emissions (from 1990 levels) by 2045. The 2017 Climate Change Scoping 
Plan and the 2022 Scoping Plan Update provide frameworks for achieving the 2030 and 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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2045 reduction targets, respectively, leveraging and enhancing many efforts and 
programs already adopted by the State. 

Project activities likely to generate GHGs include: 

• Use of construction equipment (e.g. trucks, bore/drill rigs, loaders), worker 
vehicles, and other construction activities; and 

• Transportation of excavated soil by trucks off site to a disposal facility and by 
trucks bringing stone and other materials imported from local sources. 

There will be no stationary sources of GHG emissions as part of the proposed Project. In 
addition, operation of the proposed Project will not result in an increase in vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT), water or energy use, or waste and wastewater generation. Therefore, 
operational GHG emissions are anticipated to be de minimis.   

Mobile sources of GHGs include construction equipment used for site grading and 
earthmoving, haul trucks used to transport stone and materials to the project site and to 
remove soil from the project site, and vehicle emissions from workers commuting to and 
from the proposed Project site. Construction and operation GHG emissions were 
estimated using CalEEMod (version 2022.1.1.41). Construction of the proposed Project is 
scheduled to begin in December 2026 and occur over a 12-month period. Emissions 
calculations include estimates for construction equipment and vehicle emissions from 
workers commuting to and from the proposed Project site. GHGs contributed from the 
proposed Project will include CO2, CH4, and N2O. For purposes of analysis, both CH4 and 
N2O can be converted to an equivalent amount of CO2 (CO2e) by multiplying the 
calculated levels of CH4 and N2O by global warming potential (GWP). 

Table 7 summarizes the CalEEMod results for GHG emissions for construction of the 
proposed Project. Output from the CalEEMod runs are presented in Appendix A. 

Table 7: Total Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions (metric tons/year) 

Source CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 
2026 Construction 119 <0.1 <0.1 123 

2027 Construction  334 <0.1 <0.1 337 

 

The 2022 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines include GHG thresholds and recommendations for 
assessing project-level climate impacts (Table 8). This analysis was prepared consistent 
with guidance and recommendations from the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines. 
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Table 8. BAAQMD Climate Impact Thresholds of Significance 

Thresholds of Significance for Land Use Projects (Must Include A or B) 

A.  Projects must include, at a minimum, the following project design elements:  

1. Buildings  
a.   The project will not include natural gas appliances or natural gas plumbing (in both 

residential and nonresidential development).  
b.   The project will not result in any wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary energy use as 

determined by the analysis required under CEQA Section 21100(b)(3) and Section 
15126.2(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines.  

2. Transportation  
a.   The project will achieve a reduction in project-generated vehicle miles traveled 

(VMT) below the regional average consistent with the current version of the 
California Climate Change Scoping Plan (currently 15 percent) or meet a locally 
adopted Senate Bill 743 VMT target that reflects the recommendations provided in 
the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research's Technical Advisory: Evaluating 
Transportation Impacts in CEQA:  

i.    Residential projects: 15 percent below the existing VMT per capita  
ii.   Office projects: 15 percent below the existing VMT per employee  
iii.   Retail projects: no net increase in existing VMT  

b.   The project will achieve compliance with off-street electric vehicle requirements in 
the most recently adopted version of CALGreen Tier 2 

Source: BAAQMD 2022 

Construction GHG Emissions 

The BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines do not identify a GHG emissions threshold for 
construction emissions. Nonetheless, BAAQMD’s CEQA Guidelines recommend 
quantification and disclosure of construction GHG emissions. Even though the 
significance of construction GHG emissions is not determined, the BAAQMD CEQA 
Guidelines provide BMPs that projects should incorporate to reduce construction GHG 
emissions. 

Operational GHG Emissions 

According to the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines, BAAQMD recommends that the evaluation 
of land use projects focus on a project’s contributions to the state’s efforts to meet long-
term climate goals. If a project would contribute its “fair share” of what would be 
required to achieve the long-term climate goals, then a reviewing agency can find that 
the impact would not be significant because the project would help to solve the problem 
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of global climate change. Applying this approach, BAAQMD has found that a new land 
use development project being built today needs to incorporate the design elements 
provided in Table 8 to do its fair share toward meeting the SB 32 2030 target and the 
goal of carbon neutrality by 2045. 

If a project is designed and built to incorporate the design elements listed in Table 8 
(Threshold Option A) or is consistent with a local GHG reduction strategy under Section 
15183.5 of the CEQA Guidelines (Threshold Option B), then it would contribute its 
portion of what is necessary to achieve California’s long-term climate goals (i.e., its fair 
share) and would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to global climate 
change. If the project does not incorporate these design elements and is not consistent 
with a local GHG reduction strategy, then it should be found to have a significant climate 
impact because it would hinder the state’s efforts to address climate change. 

3.8.2 Impact Discussion 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. 

Emission of GHGs during construction and over the long-term operation 
of the proposed Project would not result, either directly or indirectly, in 
levels that would exceed the significance threshold resulting in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant impact to the 
environment.  

As shown in Table 9, the proposed Project would be consistent with all 
BAAQMD land use Threshold Option A design elements and, thus, would 
do its fair share towards meeting the 2045 net-zero goal. Therefore, the 
proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact with 
respect to operational GHG emissions.   

Table 9: Project Consistency with BAAQMD GHG Land Use Thresholds 

BAAQMD Threshold Project Consistency 

1. Buildings 

a) The project will not include natural gas 
appliances or natural gas plumbing (in either 
residential or nonresidential development) 

Consistent. The proposed Project would not 
include natural gas appliances or natural gas 
plumbing. 

b) The project will not result in any wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary electrical usage as 
determined by the analysis required under 

Consistent. As determined in the Energy 
Section, the proposed Project will not result in 
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BAAQMD Threshold Project Consistency 

CEQA Section 21100(b)(2) and Section 
15126.2(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines. 

wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources.  

2. Transportation 

a) Achieve a reduction in project-generated 
vehicle miles traveled (VMT) below the 
regional average consistent with the current 
version of the California Climate Change 
Scoping Plan (currently 15 percent) or meet a 
locally adopted Senate Bill 743 VMT target, 
reflecting the recommendations provided in 
the Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research’s (OPR’s) Technical Advisory on 
Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA: 

i. Residential projects: 15 percent below the 
existing VMT per capita. 

ii. Office projects: 15 percent below the 
existing VMT per employee 

iii. Retail projects: no net increase in existing 
VMT 

Consistent.  The proposed Project will not 
increase the VMT.  Thus, consistent with 
OPR’s Technical Advisory on Evaluating 
Transportation Impacts in CEQA for retail 
projects, the proposed Project is expected to 
have a less-than-significant VMT impact.  

a) Achieve compliance with electric-vehicle 
requirements in the most recently adopted 
version of CALGreen Tier 2. 

Consistent. For non-residential projects, 
CALGreen Tier 2 requires a designated 
number of electric vehicle- (EV-) capable 
spaces depending on the total number of 
actual parking spaces.  The proposed Project 
will not increase the number of parking 
spaces and therefore will not require 
additional EV-capable spaces.  

 

b) Less Than Significant Impact. 

The proposed Project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, 
or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
GHGs. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.  

The proposed Project would be subject to and comply with policies and 
measures in the AB 32 Scoping Plan that have been and will be 
implemented as regulations. The Scoping Plan sets forth GHG reduction 
measures such as the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, light and heavy-duty 
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GHG standards, energy efficiency, and recycling and waste reduction. 
The proposed Project would be in compliance with all of the fuel and 
vehicle standards and would dispose of and recycle all project waste in 
the appropriate manner as required by law. The proposed Project’s GHG 
emissions would not exceed regional quantitative thresholds developed 
to comply with AB 32 and the California Climate Change Scoping Plan 
statewide reduction target. The proposed Project would therefore not 
conflict with AB 32.  
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3.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

3.9.1 Environmental Setting: 

The proposed Project site is an existing school site on Bellomy Street with largely 
residential development in the vicinity. Townsend Field was originally constructed in 
approximately 1935, and modifications and additions to the sports complex have been 
made since original construction.  

Potentially hazardous materials may be used for routine maintenance and repair of 
school and recreational facilities. Fuels, oils, paints, and solvents would be stored, used, 
and transported according to manufacturers’ specifications.  

Queries of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Envirostor database did 
not identify the Buchser Middle School as a hazardous materials site, nor are any 
hazardous materials site located within the vicinity (DTSC 2026). 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
Would the project: 

    

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

    

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? 

    

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

    

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? 

    

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 for 
people residing or working in the project area? 

    

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

    

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

[81 

[81 

□ 

□ 

[81 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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3.9.2 Impact Discussion 

a, b) Less than Significant Impact.  

The proposed Project involves improvements to the existing 
Townsend Field and track; replacement of bleachers, bathrooms, 
lighting, and press box; and replacement or installation of lighting 
at adjacent facilities. Implementation of the Project would not 
alter use, storage, or transport of hazardous material compared to 
existing conditions. During construction, hazardous materials 
(such as fuels and solvents) would occur be used in typical 
quantities to fuel and maintain construction equipment. Any fuels, 
oils, or solvents used during construction would be used and 
stored according to manufacturer’s specifications and applicable 
regulations including secondary containment where necessary. All 
hazardous materials used and amounts stored must be disclosed.  

Fuels, oils, paints, and solvents would be used for routine 
maintenance and operation after construction. Field and track 
maintenance and routine repairs of facilities would occur and may 
require potentially hazardous materials. School maintenance staff 
would maintain the materials according to manufacturer’s 
specifications. 

Compliance with local, state, and federal regulations regarding 
use, handling, storage, and transport of hazardous materials 
would ensure that the proposed Project would not create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment from 
hazardous materials, and impacts would be less than significant. 

c) Less than Significant Impact. 

The proposed Project site is an existing middle school and would 
continue to operate as a middle school after construction. As 
described above, construction would result in the use, storage, and 
transport of hazardous materials (such as fuels, oils, and solvents) to 
operate and maintain construction equipment as well as minor and 
typical amounts of hazardous materials during operation, similar to 
existing conditions. The use, storage, and transport of hazardous 
materials are regulated under local, state, and federal regulations. 
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Compliance with these regulations will ensure that the use, storage, 
and transport of hazardous materials will not result in significant 
impacts on Buchser Middle School or other schools in the vicinity of 
the proposed Project.   

d) No Impact.  

The proposed Project site is not included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5. Review of the DTSC’s EnviroStor database does not show 
Buchser Middle School or Townsend Field as being included in a listed 
site (DTSC 2026). Because the proposed Project site is not listed by 
DTSC, it would not impose a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment, and there would be no impact. 

e) No Impact.   

The proposed Project is not located within an airport land use plan or 
within 2 miles of an airport. The closest airport is Norman Mineta 
International Airport approximately 4 miles to the east. Moffett 
Federal Airfield is located approximately 9 miles to the northwest. 
Because the proposed Project is not located within 2 miles of airport 
or within an airport land use plan, it would not result in a safety 
hazard for people living or working in the project area, and there 
would be no impact. 

f) Less than Significant Impact.  

The proposed Project would use roads adjacent to Buchser Middle 
School including Bellomy Street, Monroe Street, Washington Street, 
and Main Street. Delivery of heavy equipment and materials to the 
project site could result in temporary lane closures or other 
temporary modifications to travel. A traffic control plan will be 
prepared that will include maintenance of emergency access for 
vehicles during construction. Because emergency access will be 
maintained during construction, the proposed Project would not 
interfere or impede with an emergency response or evacuation plan, 
and impacts would be less than significant. 

g) No Impact.  
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As discussed in detail in Section 3.20, the proposed Project is located 
within an urban area and not within a High Fire Hazard area. 
Proposed project activities would not expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildfires, and there 
would be no impact.  
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3.10 Hydrology and Water Quality 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirement or otherwise degrade surface or groundwater 
quality? 

    

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

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site 
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river, in a manner that would result in substantial 
erosion of siltation on or off site? 

    

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

ii)     substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on 
or off site 

    

iii)    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 

    

iv)    impede or redirect flood flows?     

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

    

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

    

3.10.1 Environmental Setting 

The proposed Project is located within the Santa Clara Valley. Valley Water manages the 
surface and groundwater supplies within Santa Clara County and works to prevent 
groundwater overdraft. Valley Water also manages stormwater and flood control for 
Santa Clara County.  

Groundwater  

Depth to groundwater throughout the Santa Clara Valley can vary from 5 feet to greater 
than 30 feet. Valley Water identifies the depth to groundwater within the vicinity of the 
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proposed Project area at 5 to 10 feet, depending on seasonal precipitation (Valley Water 
2026).  

 Stormwater 

Stormwater in the City of Santa Clara generally originates from curb inlets that collect 
rainwater and other surface water and discharge into the underground stormwater 
system. Stormwater is discharged into creeks and the San Francisco Bay.  

Water Quality and Treatment 

Water quality within the City of Santa Clara is affected by several variables including 
point source and non-point source discharges. Point sources are specific, known 
locations such as outfalls. Non-point sources are those without a distinct discharge point 
and can include discharges from streets, sidewalks, and other impervious surfaces. 
Stormwater runoff can be from a non-point source and can contain pollutants from 
streets, sidewalks, and other impervious surfaces but can also contain pesticides and 
herbicides from landscaped areas.  

Flooding 

While the proposed Project site is not located within a floodplain, localized flooding 
could occur during strong storms if local creeks are overwhelmed. The nearest creek is 
Saratoga Creek, located approximately 1.85 miles to the south. According to the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, the proposed Project site is located within Zone D, 
indicating the flood risk is unknown, and no formal flood risk analysis has been 
conducted.  

3.10.2 Regulatory Setting 

Construction General Permit 

The California General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction 
and Land Disturbance Activities also know as the Construction General Permit or CGP 
regulates construction activities such as vegetation clearing, excavation, and grading. 
Projects that disturb 1 acre or more are required to prepare a Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and identify site-specific best management practices (BMPs) 
that will be implemented during construction to minimize erosion and sedimentation 
and avoid stormwater discharges from leaving the construction site.  
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3.10.3 Impact Discussion 

a) Less than Significant Impact. 

The proposed Project will include excavation and earth-disturbing 
activities. Because the construction site is greater than 1 acre, a site-
specific SWPPP would be prepared that would identify BMPs to be 
implemented during construction to prevent sediment from leaving 
the construction area. With the implementation of site-specific 
BMPs, preparation and implementation of a site-specific SWPPP, 
and post-construction stormwater controls, the proposed Project 
will not violate water quality standards or otherwise degrade 
surface water quality, and impacts would be less than significant.  

b, e)  No Impact.  

Excavation associated with the proposed Project is not expected 
to extend deeper than 5 feet and would therefore not affect 
groundwater.  The proposed Project would not introduce 
additional impervious surfaces that would interfere with 
groundwater recharge.  

c, i-iv) Less than Significant Impact.   

As described above in response a), a site-specific SWPPP would be 
prepared that would identify BMPs to be implemented to prevent 
erosion and siltation during construction. Removal of existing turf 
and track and replacement with natural grass field and all-weather 
track would not substantially change or alter drainage patterns on 
site. The proposed Project would likewise not result in increased 
impervious surface area and would therefore not result in an 
increased rate of surface runoff, increased demand on drainage 
systems, or substantially alter flood flows compared to existing 
conditions. Impacts would be less than significant.  

d) No Impact. 

The project site is not located in a tsunami zone (California 
Department of Conservation 2026c). There are no large bodies of 
water that would create a seiche. Given the flat topography of the 



   

 57 

project site, there are no areas that would be subjected to 
mudflow within the project vicinity.  
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3.11 Land Use and Planning 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

11. LAND USE AND LAND USE PLANNING— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Physically divide an established community?     

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

    

3.11.1 Environmental Setting: 

The proposed Project is located in the developed suburban City of Santa Clara, 
California. Land use in the vicinity is governed by the City of Santa Clara via the city’s 
zoning code and General Plan. The project site is located within the footprint of the 
existing Townsend Field at the Buchser Middle School, zoned as Public/Quasi-public 
Facilities (PFQ). The project site is immediately bordered by public athletic facilities 
(baseball fields and tennis courts) to the south, southwest, and west as well as the 
school campus to the northeast. Other nearby uses include very low- and medium-
density residential development, additional public facilities (cemetery), planned 
development, and neighborhood commercial. Local streets include Monroe Street to the 
west, Bellomy Street to the north, Manchester Drive to the south, and Washington 
Street to the east.  

Interstate 880, located approximately 0.75 mile to the south/southeast, and Highway 82, 
located approximately 0.75 mile to the northeast, are the primary features defining this 
portion of the city. Mission Santa Clara and Santa Clara University, located between the 
project site and Highway 82, are dominant landmarks and influence uses in the 
community. San Jose International Airport is located approximately 1.2 miles 
east/northeast of the project site. Based on current mapping provided by the Santa 
Clara County Airport Land Use Commission, the project site is not within mapped airport 
safety zones or influence areas. 

Land use and development at California state schools are largely exempt from local land 
use and building regulations, with the exception of intersecting features such as roads, 
drainage and contributing factors such as grading.  
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3.11.2 Impact Discussion 

a-b) No Impact.   

The Project site is currently developed as an athletic field and 
tennis courts at Buchser Middle School. The proposed Project 
involves improvements to existing facilities and would not change 
or introduce new land uses, areas of development, or features 
which would physically divide an established community. SCUSD 
has jurisdiction over land use at the proposed Project site. 
Replacement of existing recreation facilities and related 
components, as well as installation of lighting, would not result in 
conflicts with regulations adopted for the purposes of mitigating 
environmental impacts and there would be no impacts.   
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3.12 Mineral Resources 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

12. MINERAL RESOURCES—Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

3.12.1 Environmental Setting:  

The City of Santa Clara is located in an area identified as Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ) 1. 
MRZ-1 zones are considered to have little or no significant aggregate resources. There 
are no current or abandoned mines within the vicinity of the proposed Project site or 
within the City of Santa Clara (California Department of Conservation 2026). The nearest 
mine is the Azevedo Quarry located in San Jose, approximately 9 miles to the south.  

3.12.2 Impact Discussions 

a,b) No Impact. There are no known mineral resources of value or 
locally important mineral resources within the vicinity of the 
proposed Project site. Because no mineral resources occur within 
the vicinity of the proposed Project site, there would be no 
impacts associated with mineral resources.  

. 
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3.13 Noise 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

13. NOISE—Would the project:     

a) Generation of 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? 

    

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

    

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

    

3.13.1 Characteristics of Noise 

Sound is a physical disturbance in a medium, such as air, that is capable of being 
detected by the human ear. Sound waves in air are caused by variations in pressure 
above and below the static value of atmospheric pressure. Sound is measured in units of 
decibels (dB) on a logarithmic scale. The “pitch” (high or low) of the sound is a 
description of frequency, which is measured in Hertz (Hz). Most common environmental 
sounds are a composite of frequencies. A normal human ear can usually detect sounds 
within frequencies from 20 to 20,000 Hz. However, humans are most sensitive to 
frequencies in the range of 500 to 4,000 Hz.   

Certain frequencies are given more “weight” during assessment because human hearing 
is not equally sensitive to all frequencies of sound. The A-weighted decibel (dBA) scale 
corresponds to the sensitivity range for human hearing. Noise levels capable of being 
heard by humans are measured in dBA. A noise level change of 3 dBA or less is barely 
perceptible to average human hearing. However, a 5 dBA change in noise level is clearly 
noticeable. A 10-dBA change is perceived as a doubling or halving of noise loudness, 
while a 20-dBA change is considered a “dramatic change” in loudness. Table 10 provides 
typical instantaneous noise levels of common activities in dBA. 

  

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

[8J 

□ 

□ 

□ 

[8J 
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Table 10 Typical Noise Levels 

Common Outdoor 
Activities Noise Level (dBA) Common Indoor Activities 

 110 Rock band 
Jet fly-over at 1,000 feet 100  
Gas lawn mower at 3 feet 90  
Diesel truck at 50 feet, at 50 
mph 

80 
Food blender at 3 feet 
garbage disposal at 3 feet 

Noisy urban area, 
daytime gas lawn mower at 
100 feet 

70 Vacuum cleaner at 10 feet 

Commercial area 
Heavy traffic at 300 feet 

60 Normal speech at 3 feet 

Quiet urban daytime 50 
Large business office, 
dishwasher in next room 

Quiet urban nighttime 40 
Theater, large conference 
Room 
(background) 

Quiet suburban nighttime 30 Library 

Quiet rural nighttime 20 
Bedroom at night, concert 
hall (background) 

 10 
Broadcast/Recording studio 
(background level) 

 0  
Source: Caltrans 2013 

Sound from a source spreads out as it travels away from the source, and the sound 
pressure level diminishes with distance. Individual sound sources are considered “point 
sources” when the distance from the source is large compared to the size of the source 
(e.g., transformer banks, construction equipment, and turbines). Sound from a point 
source radiates hemispherically, which yields a 6-dB sound level reduction for each 
doubling of the distance from the source. If the sound source is long in one dimension, 
the source is considered a “line source” (i.e., roadways and railroads). Sound from a line 
source radiates cylindrically, which typically yields a 3-dB sound level reduction for each 
doubling of the distance from the source. 

In addition to distance attenuation, the air absorbs a certain amount of sound energy, 
and atmospheric effects (wind, temperature, and precipitation), terrain, and vegetation 
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also influence the sound propagation and attenuation over large distances from the 
source. 

An individual’s sound exposure is a value based on a measurement of the noise that the 
individual experiences over a specified time interval. A sound level is a measurement of 
noise that occurs during a specified period. However, noise impact evaluations under 
CEQA are based on the project-related increases to the existing community noise levels. 
A continuous source of noise is rare for long periods and is typically not a characteristic 
of community noise. Rather, community noise refers to outdoor noise in the vicinity of a 
community.   

A community noise environment varies continuously over time with respect to the 
contributing sources. Within a community, ambient noise levels gradually change 
throughout a typical day, and the changes can often be correlated to the increase and 
decrease of transportation noise or to the daytime/nighttime operation of stationary 
mechanical equipment. The variation in community noise throughout a day is also due 
to the addition of short-duration single-event noise sources, such as aircraft, sirens, and 
various natural sources. 

The metrics for evaluating the community noise environment are based on 
measurements of the noise levels over a period. These metrics are used to characterize 
and evaluate the cumulative noise impacts. The most common metrics for evaluating 
community noise are as follows: 

Leq:  The equivalent sound level, or the time-integrated continuous 
sound level, that represents the same sound energy as the varying 
sound levels, logarithmically averaged over a specified monitoring 
period. 

Lmax:  The instantaneous greatest noise level measured on a sound level 
meter during a designated time interval.   

Lmin:  The instantaneous lowest noise level measured on a sound level 
meter during a designated time interval.   

CNEL:  The Community Noise Equivalent Level that represents a 24-hour A-
weighted sound level average conducted from midnight to midnight, where 
sound levels during the evening hours of 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. have an 
added 5 dB weighting, and nighttime hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. have 
an added 10 dB weighting.  
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These noise levels are typically evaluated at sensitive receptor locations to determine 
compliance with noise standards. Examples of sensitive receptors include residential 
land uses, schools, hospitals, and parks. 

In addition to sound, construction activities also have the potential to create ground 
vibrations, depending on the kind of equipment and operations involved, and the 
distances between the construction activities and the nearest sensitive receptors. The 
effects of ground-borne vibrations generated from construction activities are typically 
imperceptible to most people located outside the immediate proximity of the 
construction. However, high-magnitude vibrations can result in damage to nearby 
structures within the immediate vicinity of the source.   

For estimate of vibration impacts, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) guidelines 
define vibration damage criterion involving considerable construction equipment 
operations. The purpose of this criterion is to avoid vibration damage. FTA guidelines 
state that a vibration level of 65 vibration decibels (VdB) is the threshold of perceptibility 
for humans. Most perceptible indoor vibration is caused by sources within buildings such 
as operation of mechanical equipment, movement of people, or slamming of doors. 
Typical outdoor sources of perceptible ground-borne vibration are construction 
equipment, steel-wheeled trains, and traffic on rough roads.  

3.13.2 Environmental Setting 

The Project site is located within a residential area. The primary source of ambient noise 
would be from vehicle traffic as well as from activities occurring at the school including 
the Townsend Field, Elmer Johnson Field, tennis courts, baseball field and neighboring 
park. In general, noise at the Project site during daylight hours is between 30 and 70 
dBA, which would be typical for a residential area surrounded by the described uses. 

Sensitive receptors are located within 100 feet of the Project site. The school facilities 
located to the north and east are less than 100 feet from the stadium. The nearest being 
approximately 50 feet east of the bleachers. Residences along Monroe Street to the west 
and Washington Street to the east are approximately 500 feet from the Project site. 
Residences along Bellomy Street are approximately 400 feet northwest of the Project 
site. 

The existing field and track are used year-round by students from Buchser Middle School 
Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. until 5:00 p.m. Outside of school use, the fields 
are used from 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. year-round for community and youth sports teams. 
On Saturdays, the fields are used from 8:00 a.m. until noon during the winter months; 
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from 8:00 a.m. until 1:00 p.m. during the fall; and from 8:00 a.m. until 10:00 p.m. during 
the spring and summer. On Sundays, the fields are used from 7:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m. in 
the Fall, Spring, and Summer. 

3.13.3 Regulatory Setting 

State  

California Building Standards Code  

The California Building Standards Code is contained in Title 24 of the California Code of 
Regulations and consists of 11 different parts that set various construction and building 
requirements. The California Green Building Standards (CALGreen) Code is Part 11 to the 
California Building Standards Code. Chapter 5, Nonresidential Mandatory Standards, 
Section, establishes standards for non-residential interior noise levels:   

• Section 5.507.4.1.1 sets forth that buildings exposed to a noise level of 65 dB Leq 
(1-hour) during any hour of operation shall have exterior wall and roof-ceiling 
assemblies exposed to the noise source meeting a composting sound 
transmission class (STC) rating of at least 45 (or an outdoor indoor transmission 
class [OITC] of 35), with exterior windows of a minimum STC of 40.   

• Section 5.507.4.2 sets forth that wall and roof assemblies for buildings exposed 
to a 65 dBA Leq pursuant to Section 5.507.4.1.1, shall be constructed to provide 
an interior noise environment attributable to exterior sources that does not 
exceed 50 dBA Leq in occupied areas during any hour of operation. This 
requirement shall be documented by preparing an acoustical analysis 
documenting interior sound levels prepared by personnel approved by the 
architect or engineer of record. 

Local 

The SCUSD does not have adopted noise standards. While school districts are not 
subject to local zoning or general plan requirements, the City of Santa Clara’s Municipal 
Code provides a measure of acceptability for community noise in Santa Clara and can be 
used to identify potential land use compatibility conflicts related to noise. 

City of Santa Clara Municipal Code 

Chapter 9.10, Regulation of Noise and Vibration  

• Section 9.10.040, Noise or sound regulation, states that it shall be unlawful for 
any person to operate or cause to allow to be operated, any fixed source of 
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disturbing, excessive or offensive sound or noise on property owned, leased, 
occupied or otherwise controlled by such person, such that the sound or noise 
originating from that source causes the sound or noise level on any other 
property to exceed the maximum noise or sound levels which are set forth in 
Schedule A, which sets a daytime noise limit for residential land use of 55 dBA. 

• Section 9.10.230, Regulation, states that no person shall engage or authorize 
others to engage in construction of any building or related road or walkway, pool 
or landscape improvement, or in construction operations related thereto, 
including delivery of construction materials, supplies, or improvements on or to a 
construction site within three hundred (300) feet of any residentially zoned 
property except within the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. following on weekdays 
other than holidays, Monday through Friday, inclusive; and within the hours of 
9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. following, inclusive, on any Saturday which is not a 
holiday.  

• Section 9.10.240, Exemption from regulation, states that operations preempted 
from local regulation by State law, such as the construction of public school 
buildings, are exempt from the regulations contained in Chapter 9.10 of the 
Municipal Code. 

3.13.4 Impact Discussion 

a) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation. 

Construction Noise 

The construction and operation of the proposed Project would 
generate noise levels from a variety of sources. Project 
construction could temporarily increase noise levels in the 
vicinity of Townsend Field but would be less than significant with 
mitigation. Project operation would not substantially change 
noise levels in the vicinity of Buchser Middle School Campus and 
would not result in a significant noise impact.  

Construction activities would include demolition, site 
preparation (e.g., land clearing), excavation, and building 
construction. In general, construction activities would involve 
the use of worker vehicles, delivery trucks, and heavy-duty 
construction equipment such as (but not limited to) backhoes, 
tractors, excavators, and air compressors. 
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Construction of the Project will include the use of heavy 
machinery including backhoes, excavators, and hauling trucks. 
Table 11 summarizes the average noise levels of equipment that 
could be expected to be used during the Project.  

Table 11:  Typical Construction Equipment Noise Levels 

Equipment Noise Level (dBA) at 50 feet 

Backhoe 80 

Crane, mobile 83 

Dozer 85 

Excavator 85 

Generator 82 

Grader 85 

Loader 80 

Paver 85 

Scraper 85 

Trucks 80-84 

Source: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 2006 

The noise prediction calculations of the construction equipment 
assume that the construction activities would operate for 8 
hours per day, weekdays only. The proposed Project’s 
construction operations would occur between the daytime 
hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 9:00 
a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturday. Work on Sundays and Holidays 
will be prohibited unless work is needed to maintain project 
schedule. Nearby residents nevertheless could experience a 
temporary disturbance from daytime construction noise. With 
regard to construction noise, demolition, site preparation, and 
grading phases typically result in the highest temporary noise 
levels due to the use of heavy-duty equipment such as dozers, 
excavators, graders, loaders, scrapers, and trucks. As shown in 
Table 16, the worst case noise levels associated with the 
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operation of equipment such as a dozer and excavator, are 
predicted to be approximately 85 dBA at a distance of 50 feet 
from the equipment operating area; however, actual noise levels 
would depend on the specific construction activity occurring and 
the distance between the work area and sensitive receptor 
locations. Since sound from a point source radiates 
hemispherically, which yields a 6-dB sound level reduction for 
each doubling of the distance from the source noise levels 
associated with operation of equipment, such as a dozer and 
excavator, are predicted to be approximately 37 dBA at 
residences at a distance of 400 feet from the equipment 
operating area. Table 12 demonstrates typical construction noise 
levels at different distances. 

Table 12 Typical Construction Equipment Noise Levels 

Equipment 

Noise 
Level at 50 

feet 
(Lmax)(A) 

Percent 
Usage 

Factor(B) 

Predicted Equipment Noise Levels (Leq)(C) 

25 
Feet 

50 
Feet 

100 
Feet 

150 
Feet 

200 
Feet 

250 
Feet 

Backhoe 80 40 82 76 70 66 64 62 

Bulldozer 85 40 87 81 75 71 69 67 

Compressor 80 40 82 76 70 68 66 64 

Concrete Mixer 85 40 87 81 75 73 71 69 

Crane 85 16 83 77 71 67 65 63 

Delivery Truck 84 40 86 80 74 72 70 68 

Excavator 85 40 87 81 75 73 71 69 

Front End 
Loader 

80 40 82 76 70 68 66 64 

Generator 82 50 85 79 73 71 69 67 

Man Lift 85 20 84 78 72 70 68 66 

Paver 85 50 88 82 76 74 72 70 

Pneumatic 
tools 

85 50 88 82 76 72 70 68 
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Equipment 

Noise 
Level at 50 

feet 
(Lmax)(A) 

Percent 
Usage 

Factor(B) 

Predicted Equipment Noise Levels (Leq)(C) 

25 
Feet 

50 
Feet 

100 
Feet 

150 
Feet 

200 
Feet 

250 
Feet 

Pumps 77 50 80 74 68 66 64 62 

Roller 85 20 84 78 72 70 68 66 

Scraper 85 40 87 81 75 73 71 69 

Tractor 84 40 86 80 74 72 70 68 

Sources: Caltrans 2013; FHWA 2010 
(A) Lmax noise levels based on manufacturer’s specifications 
(B) Usage factor refers to the amount (percent) of time the equipment produces noise over the time period. 
(C) Estimate does not account for any atmospheric or ground attenuation factors. Calculated noise levels based on Caltrans, 2013: 
Leq (hourly) = Lmax at 50 feet – 20log (D/50) + 10log (UF), where: Lmax = reference Lmax from manufacturer or other source; D = 
distance of interest; UF = usage fraction or fraction of time period of interest equipment is in use. 
 

Neither the City’s General Plan or Municipal Code establish a 
specific, numeric standard for construction noise levels (e.g., 90 
dBA Leq). In addition, while the City’s Municipal Code limits 
construction activities to certain times, the Municipal Code 
exempts the SCUSD from these limitations. As described above, 
the proposed Project’s potential exterior construction noise 
levels could reach up to 85 dBA Leq at sensitive receptor 
locations, depending on the specific equipment in use and the 
distance between the equipment and the sensitive receptor. 
Although the City does not maintain a specific construction 
noise level standard, the temporary increase in noise levels 
associated with the proposed construction activities could, at 
times, be substantial and have the potential to annoy school 
receptors and/or interfere with the receptors’ normal use and 
enjoyment of their day. Because the increase in noise related to 
construction activities would be temporary, impacts would be 
considered less than significant. 

While the increase in construction noise would be considered 
less than significant, and no mitigation is needed to achieve a 
less-than-significant level of impact, Mitigation Measure NOI-1 
would be implemented. Mitigation Measure NOI-1 includes 
minimizing backing, shutting off equipment when not in use, 
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and locating equipment such as generators as far from 
classrooms and administrative offices as feasible. Minimize idling 
time either by shutting equipment off when not in use or 
reducing the time of idling to 5 minutes as a maximum. Limit, to 
the extent feasible, the hours of operation of heavy-duty 
equipment and/or the amount of equipment in use, to the 
extent feasible. 

Operational Noise 

The proposed Project would continue to support all existing uses 
occurring at the new natural grass multi-sports field, all-weather 
synthetic track, bleachers, PA system and press box. There would 
be no new noise sources as part of the project or increase in 
activities beyond existing conditions. Therefore, the proposed 
Project would not generate a substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project. As such, no 
impact would occur as a result of operational noise. 

b) Less than Significant Impact. 

Demolition and construction of the multi-sports field, track, 
bleachers, lighting, restrooms and press box will require heavy 
equipment such as bulldozers, excavators, and compactors. 
Ground vibration will also occur during use of heavy equipment 
for soil placement and compaction prior to installing the new 
natural grass multi-sports field and all-weather synthetic track. 
The noise and ground vibration would be temporary during 
removal of the materials, excavation, and installation of the new 
facilities.  

FTA guidelines indicate the criteria for ground-borne vibration 
land use categories 1-3 are presented in Table 13. The criteria 
are presented in terms of acceptable ground-borne indoor 
vibration levels. 
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Table 13 Ground borne indoor vibration levels 

Land Use Category 

GBV Impact Levels (VdB re 1 micro-
inch/sec) 
Frequent 
Events 

Occasional 
Events 

Infrequent 
Events 

Category 1: Buildings where 
vibration would interfere with 
interior operations. 

65 VdB* 65 VdB* 65 VdB* 

Category 2: Residences and 
buildings where people normally 
sleep. 

72 VdB 75 Vdb 80 VdB 

Category 3: Institutional land uses 
with primarily daytime use 

75 VdB 78 VbB 83 VdB 

(FTA 2018) 

*This criterion limit is based on levels that are acceptable for most moderately sensitive equipment such as optical microscopes. For 
equipment that is more sensitive, a Detailed Vibration Analysis must be performed. 

According to the FTA guidelines, a vibration level of 65 VdB is the 
threshold of perceptibility for humans. For a significant impact 
to occur, vibration levels must exceed 83 VdB during infrequent 
events at Category 3: Institutional land uses with primarily 
daytime use, the school. And 80 VdB during infrequent events at 
Category 2: Residences and buildings where people normally 
sleep (FTA 2018).  

Vibration calculations are based on the FTA published vibration 
levels provided in Table 14. This equipment would, at worst-
case, operate at least 50 feet or more from receptor locations, 
which would reduce direct transmission of groundborne 
vibration to the school and residential buildings.  
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Table 14: Vibration Source Levels for Typical Construction Equipment 

Equipment 
Vibration Level (VdB) at 25 

feet 
Peak Particle Velocity 
(PPV) (inches/second) 

Large bulldozer 87 0.089 

Loaded trucks 86 0.076 

Small bulldozer 58 0.003 
Source: FTA 2018 

The demolition phase of the project would be the main 
timeframe of the project which would generate groundbourne 
vibration from construction equipment, so vibratory equipment 
would not generate substantial groundborne vibration in any 
particular area for a prolonged period. The proposed Project, 
therefore, would not generate substantial or excessive 
groundborne vibration level at the school facilities or residences. 
In addition, because the increase in groundbourne vibration 
from construction equipment would be temporary, impacts 
would be considered less than significant. Mitigation Measure 
NOI-1 Equipment Noise Control and NOI-02 Location of 
Equipment and Stationary Noise Sources would further reduce 
the less-than-significant vibration impacts on sensitive 
receptors. 

There are no adopted State or City of Santa Clara ground-borne 
vibration standards. Based on federal guidelines, the proposed 
Project would result in a significant construction or operational 
vibration impact if it would exceed the FTA vibration impact 
criteria of 75 VdB 

Using vibration levels for typical construction equipment 
previously published in a noise and vibration impact assessment 
by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) in 2005, impacts 
from the closest residence (100 feet) were calculated. The 
following formulas were used:  
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𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒 = 𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟  ×   �
25
𝐷𝐷
�
1.5

 

Where: PPV (equip) is the peak particle velocity in 

inches/second of the equipment adjusted 

for distance 

 PPV (ref) is the reference vibration level in 

inches/second at 25 feet 

 D is the distance from the equipment to the 

receiver 

And: 𝐿𝐿𝑉𝑉 (𝐷𝐷) = 𝐿𝐿𝑉𝑉 (25𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓) − 20log ( 𝐷𝐷
25

) 

Where: Lv (D) is the level in VdB at distance D 

The construction activities associated with the proposed Project 
may occur as close as 100 feet to the residences located along 
River Drive. Possible sources of vibration would include 
excavators, dump trucks, and loaded trucks delivering to and off-
hauling from the site. Vibration dissipates with distance. Using 
the above calculations and the highest potential vibration 
source, a large bulldozer with a VdB of 87 at 25 feet would have 
approximately 75 VdB at 100 feet which would not be a 
significant impact (FTA 2018). Table 15 summarizes the 
reduction in VdB with distance using the closest sensitive 
receptor at 100 feet from the southern fence line. Because of 
the distance from vibration sources, impacts related to vibration 
would be less than significant.  

Implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-01 which includes 
locating equipment away from sensitive receptors would further 
reduce the less-than-significant vibration impacts on sensitive 
receptors.   
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Table 15 Vibration Summary 

Receptors 100 Feet from Project Site 

Equipment PPV (inches/second) VdB 

Large bulldozer 0.011 75 

 Loaded Trucks 0.010 74 

Small bulldozer 0.0004 46 

FRA 2005 

c) No Impact.  

The nearest airport, San José Norman Y. Mineta International 
Airport, is located approximately 1.25 miles northeast of the 
project site. According to the Comprehensive Land Use Plan 
prepared by Santa Clara County, the project site is not located 
within the Airport Influence Area (Santa Clara County 2024). The 
proposed Project would not expose people to excessive aircraft 
noise levels. No impact would occur. 
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3.14 Population and Housing 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

14. POPULATION AND HOUSING— 
Would the project: 

    

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

    

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

    

3.14.1 Environmental Setting 

The project site is located in the City of Santa Clara, which has a population of 
approximately 133,132 within approximately 50,000 households (US Census, 2024). The 
project site is developed with public recreational and educational facilities, with very low 
to medium density housing nearby.  

3.14.2 Impact Discussion: 

a, b) No Impact.   

The proposed Project involves improvements to existing facilities 
and does not include construction of new homes or businesses or 
the extension of roads or other infrastructure which may enable 
such development. Workers involved in construction of the project 
will be temporary, are expected to be derived from the local area 
and would not result in long-term population growth in the area.  

There are no homes or residences on the proposed Project site, 
and the Project would not displace any housing or otherwise 
necessitate the construction of replacement housing, including 
temporary displacement during construction. There would be no 
impact.  

 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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3.15 Public Services 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

15. PUBLIC SERVICES— Would the project:     

a) 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: 

    

i) Fire protection?     

ii) Police protection?     

iii) Schools?     

iv) Parks?     

v) Other public facilities?     

3.15.1 Environmental Setting 

Fire:  

The proposed Project site is served by three City of Santa Clara fire stations: 

• Santa Clara City Fire Department, 0.5 miles from proposed Project site 
• Santa Clara Fire Station 4, 1.4 miles from proposed Project site 
• Santa Clara Fire Station 3, 2 miles from proposed Project site 

Police:  

Policing is provided by the Santa Clara Police Department. Police department 
headquarters are located approximately 0.75 miles northeast of the project site.  

Parks:  

The project site provides recreational facilities, including baseball and tennis facilities, in 
addition to Townsend Field. Other nearby parks include:  

• Mission City Memorial Park and Henry Schmidt Park, both to the southeast 
• War Memorial Playground 
• City Plaza Park 
• Fremont Park 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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• Steve Carli Park 

Schools: 

SCUSD manages local public schools, including Buchser Middle School, the project 
location. Other schools proximate to the proposed Project include Santa Clara High 
School to the west, as well as private preschools, elementary schools, and Santa Clara 
University.  

Other 

San Jose International Airport is located approximately 1.85 miles northeast of the 
Project site. Additional government facilities are concentrated north of Highway 82 and 
around the airport.  

3.15.2 Impact Discussion 

a,i-v) No Impact.   

The proposed Project will not physically alter government 
facilities or generate the need for new facilities. The proposed 
Project consists of improvements to existing athletic facilities at 
an existing school. The proposed Project will not generate new 
populations, introduce unique types of uses requiring specialized, 
altered or new services, or include activity in previously 
undeveloped areas which would require new or expanded 
service areas. There would be no impact on public services. 
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3.16 Recreation 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

16. RECREATION—Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

3.16.1 Environmental Setting  

Buchser Middle School provides several recreational opportunities for students and the 
surrounding community. In addition to Townsend Field, Washington Field and the tennis 
courts, there are basketball courts and additional softball fields in the area.  

The City of Santa Clara manages numerous parks throughout the City. Within the vicinity 
of the proposed Project there are several parks that provide playing fields, playing 
structures, basketball and tennis courts, and picnic facilities. 

• War Memorial Playground-provides play structures and open space 
• Steve Carli Park-provides basketball courts, playground Fremont Park-provides 

playground, fitness equipment, and picnic tables 
• Henry Schmidt Park- Provides basketball courts, athletic fields, tennis courts, and 

playground 
• Everett Alvarez Park-provides basketball courts, playground, and picnic tables 
• City Plaza Park-provides picnic area, and open space 

Other schools within the SCUSD also provide recreational facilities, including, but not 
limited to: 

• Washington Open Elementary School - baseball field and basketball courts 
• Santa Clara High School - football/soccer field, softball and baseball fields, 

basketball, and tennis courts 

3.16.2 Impact Discussion 

a) Less than Significant Impact 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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During construction, Townsend Field and track and Elmer Johnson 
Field would not be accessible for use for sporting events. Use of the 
tennis courts would likewise be restricted during lighting installation. 
Sports teams currently scheduled to use Townsend Field or Elmer 
Johnson Field for practice or games, and tennis court users would 
need to temporarily relocate to other fields and facilities for practices 
and games. Therefore, during construction, implementation of the 
project would result in temporary impacts to other recreation 
facilities within the City of Santa Clara. SCUSD would coordinate with 
other schools within the district and with the City of Santa Clara to 
provide alternative accommodation during construction. Use of 
other facilities would be temporary and would not result in 
substantial deterioration or accelerate deterioration of said facilities 
and impacts would be less than significant.  

b) Less than Significant Impact 

The proposed Project involves improvements to existing recreation 
facilities and does not involve expansion of said facilities. 
Construction for the improvements would be in accordance with the 
design and construction measures identified in Table 1 and the 
mitigation measures identified in this Initial Study. Therefore, the 
improvements associated with the proposed Project would not have 
a significant impact on the environment.  
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3.17 Transportation and Traffic  

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

17. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC— 
Would the project: 

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

3.17.1 Environmental Setting:  

Regional access to the City of Santa Clara is via Interstate 280 (I-280) and Interstate 880 
(I-880). Major arterials within the City of Santa Clara include El Camino Real, Bowers 
Avenue, Scott Avenue, Great American Parkway, Lawrence Expressway, San Tomas 
Expressway, and Central Expressway (Caltrans 2026).  

Buchser Middle School is located on Bellomy Street with access to the school from 
Market Street and Washington Street. Drop off and pick up for students is on Market 
Street. Parking for teachers and school administrators is on Market Street and 
Washington Street.  

Access to the proposed Project area during construction would be via either Monroe 
Street to Rip Miller Way and Jackson Street or Bellomy Street to Main Street depending 
on the phase of construction and the specific activity in question.  

Bus service within the City of Santa Clara is provided by Valley Transit Authority (VTA). 
VTA provides bus service within the vicinity of the proposed Project site. Bus route 60 
provides service to the area with two bus stops nearby; one at Monroe and Bellomy and 
one at Market and Monroe (VTA 2026).  

Monroe Street, Bellomy Street and Market Street all include marked bicycle lanes. 
Pedestrian access is generally via sidewalks along streets. The residential areas adjacent 
to the proposed Project area is developed with sidewalks on all streets and marked 
crosswalks occur at most intersections within the vicinity of the proposed Project.  

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

~ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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3.17.2 Impact Discussion 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. 

Access during construction will be via Monroe Street and Rip 
Miller Way. Access on Monroe Street and Rip Miller Way may be 
temporarily affected during construction but areas not under 
construction (i.e. Bruscher Middle School) would continue to be 
accessed via Market Street and Washington Street. The bus stops 
for VTA Route 60 are located to the north of the proposed Project 
area and are not anticipated to be affected. Prior to construction, 
a traffic control plan will be prepared that will address access and 
circulation patterns during construction. Measures to ensure 
public safety and access will be included in the plan including 
avoiding construction deliveries during school drop of and pick 
up times, signage, and bicycle and pedestrian safety. If changes to 
roadways within the vicinity of Buchser Middle School are 
required, they would be temporary and could not permanently 
alter the circulation system. Closures or relocation of bus stops or 
routes would occur. The proposed Project does not include any 
permanent changes to the circulation pattern and once 
construction is complete, existing circulation pattern around the 
proposed Project area will resume. Because changes to the 
circulation system within the vicinity of the proposed Project 
would be temporary, there would be no conflict with a program, 
plan, or policy addressing the circulation system and impacts 
would be less than significant.  

b) Less than Significant.  

The City of Santa Clara’s VMT Policy identifies screening criteria 
that determines whether the VMT analysis is required for a 
project. If a proposed Project meets the City’s screening criteria, 
it is presumed that impacts from that proposed Project would be 
less than significant (City of Santa Clara 2018). Under the City’s 
criteria, projects that generate 110 daily trips or less are 
considered small project that would not result in significant 
impacts to VMT. 
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The proposed Project involves improvements to the existing 
Townsend Field and does not include an increase in capacity for 
use. It is expected that Townsend Field, Elmer Johnson Field, and 
the Buchser Middle School tennis courts would have the same 
users and capacity as existing conditions and vehicles miles 
traveled is not expected to change. The proposed Project does 
not involve construction of additional parking or vehicle access 
and would not result in more than 110 daily trips and would 
qualify as a small project under the City’s screening criteria. 
Because no change in vehicle miles traveled would occur as a 
result of the proposed Project and therefore not conflict or 
inconsistencies with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b), 
impacts are considered less than significant.  

c) No Impact.  

The proposed Project does not involve the construction of any 
roads or incompatible uses of existing roads. Construction access 
to the proposed Project site is expected to be via Monroe Street 
and Rip Miller Way.  

Delivery of equipment and materials and off-hauling of materials 
and debris would not occur during school drop off and pick up 
periods generally between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. and between 
3:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m. Avoidance of peak commute periods 
would further decrease the potential for incompatible use on 
roads within the Project area. Because the Project would use 
designated truck routes, avoid truck traffic during peak commute 
hours, and would not involve the construction of new roads, 
impacts related to increased hazards would be less than 
significant.  

d) Less than Significant Impact.  

The project will temporarily alter emergency access to specific 
facilities and buildings depending on the phase of construction. 
Any emergency access alterations during construction will be 
addressed as part of traffic management plan that would be 
prepared for the project, including exclusion zones, signage, and 
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communication protocols, as needed. Long-term, the project 
would not result in changes to emergency access when compared 
to existing conditions. The project will not introduce features or 
alter existing access routes, which could impede emergency 
access.  
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3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

18. Tribal Cultural Resources— 
Would the project: 

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: 

    

a) 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. 

    

 

The analysis of potential impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources from this Project is 
based primarily on tribal outreach conducted by the District. The tribal outreach, 
in turn, was informed by the baseline conditions assessment completed for the 
Project, entitled: 

Appendix C: Cultural Resources Baseline Conditions Assessment for the Townsend 
Field Improvement Project, Buchser Middle School, Santa Clara, California. 
2026. Arcadis, Concord.  

A Sacred Lands File (SLF) and Native American Contacts List request was sent to 
the State of California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC). The 
NAHC confirmed receipt of this request and the results were received on 
February 10, 2026. The results for the presence of Native American cultural 
resources at or near the Project site were negative 

On February 10, 2026, SCUSD received a list of tribal representatives from the 
Native American Heritage Commission. Per the procedural requirements of 
AB 52, as described in PRC Section 21080.3.1, the SCUSD sent invitations to 
22 tribal representatives to initiate consultation regarding the potential for 
the Project to result in impacts on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs). Three 
responses to the outreach were received.  

Tribal responses indicated a concern for the potential discovery of precontact 
archaeological deposits during project construction, and possible impacts 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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associated with the disturbance of said deposits during ground-disturbing 
construction. The potential occurrence, though unlikely, of human remains 
in the form of interments is also of concern.  

3.18.1 Tribal Cultural Resources 

CEQA defines a “tribal cultural resource” as any one of the following 
(PRC Section 21074): 

Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects 
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that are 
either (1) included in or eligible for inclusion in the California Register 
of Historical resources, or (2) included in a local register of historical 
resources. 

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 Section 5024.1. The lead agency 
shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native 
American tribe. 

A cultural landscape that meets the requirements listed above and is 
geographically defined in size and scope. 

Archaeological sites, including those that qualify as historical resources 
(PRC Section 21084.1), unique archaeological resources (PRC Section 
21083.2(g)), and non-unique archaeological resources (PRC Section 
21083.2(h)), may qualify as tribal cultural resources.  

PRC Section 21080.3.1 requires that local agencies formally consult with 
recognized California Native American tribes during the CEQA process to 
discuss potential impacts on tribal cultural resources. Prior to the release 
of a Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or 
Environmental Impact Report, the agency must initiate consultation with 
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic 
area of the proposed Project if (1) the tribe requested of the agency, in 
writing, to be informed through formal notification of proposed Projects 
in the geographic area that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with 
the tribe; and (2) the tribe responds, in writing, within 30 days of receipt 
of the formal notification of a proposed Project and requests 
consultation with the agency (PRC Section 21080.3.1(b)). 
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The California Office of Planning and Research’s Tribal Consultation 
Guidelines define consultation as “a process in which both the tribe and 
local government invest time and effort into seeking a mutually 
agreeable resolution for the purpose of preserving or mitigating impacts 
to a cultural place, where feasible” (California Office of Planning and 
Research 2005)). Consultation is concluded when the agency and tribe(s) 
agree to measures to mitigate or avoid significant effects on a tribal 
cultural resource, or if either party concludes that mutual agreement 
cannot be reached after a good-faith and reasonable effort (PRC Section 
21080.3.2(b)). 

Health and Safety Code 7050.5: Human Remains 

Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code states that, in 
the event of discovery or recognition of any human remains in any 
location other than a dedicated cemetery, there shall be no further 
excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably 
suspected to overlie adjacent remains until the coroner of the county in 
which the remains are discovered has determined whether the remains 
are subject to the coroner’s authority. If the human remains are of 
Native American origin, the coroner must notify the NAHC within 24 
hours of this identification. 

Public Resources Code 5097.98: Notification of Most Likely Descendant 

PRC Section 5097.98 states that the NAHC, upon notification of the 
discovery of Native American human remains pursuant to Health and 
Safety Code Section 7050.5, shall immediately notify the most likely 
descendant of the deceased. With permission of the landowner or a 
designated representative, the most likely descendant may inspect the 
remains and any associated cultural materials and make 
recommendations for treatment or disposition of the remains and 
associated grave goods. The most likely descendant shall provide 
recommendations or preferences for treatment of the remains and 
associated cultural materials within 48 hours of being granted access to 
the site. 
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3.18.2 Impact Discussion:  

a) Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation. 

One archaeological resource at the Project, site P-43-004446, 
may be eligible for the CRHR for its potential to answer questions 
related to historic land use and economic practices of the 
American period during the early 20th century. The site contained 
domestic refuse from the historic era (i.e., the deposits were not 
affiliated with tribal use or occupation of the area). To address 
potential impacts to the site, implementation Mitigation 
Measure CUL-01: Prepare an Archaeological Treatment and 
Monitoring Plan (ATMP), as described in Section 3.5 Cultural 
Resources, would reduce impacts on this resource to less than 
significant.  

The implementation of mitigation measure Mitigation Measure 
CUL-01 specifically addresses the potential that precontact (i.e., 
tribal-related) archaeological materials may be encountered 
during construction. Accordingly, the ATMP includes procedures 
for the explicit involvement of descendant communities and 
tribal representatives during any assessment of the finds, 
evaluation of potential impacts, and the development of 
treatment strategies. 

Because AB 52 acknowledges that tribes possess special 
expertise in the identification of Tribal Cultural Resources, their 
involvement in the event of an inadvertent precontact discovery 
is critical. To strengthen the focus and inclusivity of the ATMP, 
SCUSD will implement mitigation measures TRI 01, described 
below. 

Mitigation Measure TRI-01: Tribal Resources Awareness Training 
and Involvement 

SCUSD will require the selected contractor to hold time and 
provide the opportunity for a tribally led Worker Environmental 
Awareness Program (WEAP) prior to ground-disturbing 
construction. The WEAP will provide information about Tribal 



   

 88 

Cultural Resources and the potential to encounter them during 
construction; the measures to take in the event of such a 
discovery; and the proper protocol for notification. All on-site 
laborers, operators, and supervisors shall be required to attend 
the WEAP. 

Additionally, SCUSD will obtain a commitment from at least one 
tribe of record to provide a tribal advisor who could be dedicated 
to the impact assessment phase should an inadvertent discovery 
be made during construction. The advisor will be afforded the 
opportunity to make an assertion as to the ability of the find to 
qualify as a Tribal Cultural Resource, as well as recommend 
treatment options in the event that the find cannot be left 
undisturbed. The SCUSD shall collaborate with the advisor to 
select a mutually agreeable solution for the treatment of the find 
that is feasible and achievable with respect to project schedule 
and milestones. 

SCUSD will continue to coordinate with tribal representatives as 
required. Mitigation Measures CUL-02 Accidental Discoveries 
During Construction and CUL-03 Unintended Discovery of Human 
Remains, as described in Section 3.5, would be implemented, as 
necessary during construction in the event of unintended 
discovery of TCRs. In addition, Mitigation Measure TRI-01 Tribal 
Resources Awareness Training and Involvement would be 
implemented. TRI-01 includes implementation of a pre-
construction WEAP training for contractor staff on the protocols 
to follow in the event of an unintended discovery of TCR. 
Mitigation Measure TRI-01 also include having designated tribal 
advisors on-call in the event of an unintended discovery. 
Implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-02 and CUL-03 and 
TRI-01 would reduce impacts on TCRs, if discovered on site, to 
less than significant by requiring the involvement of descendant 
communities to whom potential TCR discoveries would be 
significant, and whose expertise is required to identify way to 
minimize the severity of potential disturbance of said TCRs  
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3.19 Utilities and Service Systems 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

3.19.1 Environmental Setting:  

Water, Wastewater and Stormwater Services 

for the proposed Project area is provided by the City of Santa Clara Department of Water 
and Sewer Utilities. Waste water is treated at the San Jose-Santa Clara Regional 
Wastewater Facility (RWF). RWF treats approximately 110 million gallons of wastewater 
per day with a capacity of approximately 167 million gallons per day. Wastewater is 
tertiary treated at RWF and either discharged into the San Francisco Bay or used for 
irrigation throughout the City.  

Potable water is also provided by the Department of Water and Sewer Utilities. Water 
supply to the City is provided by local ground water wells (61 percent), the San Francisco 
Public Utilities Commission (20 percent), and Valley Water (19 percent). 

Stormwater across the City is managed by the Department of Public Works via typical 
networks of drains and piping, eventually discharging to various creeks, river with outfall 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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to San Francisco Bay. The City maintains programs to prevent stormwater pollution, 
including inspections, outreach and system maintenance.  

Power, gas and telecommunications are provided to the site via existing infrastructure.  

Solid Waste  

The City of Santa Clara manages the collection of waste within the city through the 
following contractors: Mission Trail Waste Systems, GreenWaste Recovery, Inc., and 
Recology South Bay. Waste recycling and disposal facilities, including for construction 
and demolition debris, are provided through the greater Bay Area, including, but not 
limited to Newby Island Landfill (approximately 16.4M cubic yard capacity remaining) 
and Guadalupe Landfill (approximately 7.5M cubic yard capacity remaining). 

3.19.2 Regulatory Setting 

Both the City of Santa Clara and the California Green Building Code require at least 65 
percent diversion of construction and demolition waste.   

3.19.3 Impact Discussion 

a-c) Less than Significant Impact.  

The proposed Project would result in incremental alteration of 
utilities on site as a function of improvements and potential 
relocation of connection points. The site is currently served by 
three meters that would be combined into one but would not 
require the need for new or expanded utilities services by the 
provider. The site is currently served by various utilities, and 
implementation of the project would not significantly alter 
demand.  

Proposed improvements would result in temporary demand for 
water on site as a function of construction activity. Demand for 
construction is expected to be approximately the same as 
existing operational use. Townsend Field improvements include 
a new natural grass field and a new irrigation system. The 
existing irrigation system uses recycled water and the new 
irrigation system would also use recycled water, be water-
efficient and would be installed to ensure that the field is not 
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overwatered such that water flows from the field. The City of 
Santa Clara requires sprinklers to water after 6pm and before 9 
a.m. Watering cannot be such that water flows to sidewalks, 
gutters or streets. The irrigation system installed would follow all 
City of Santa Clara water conservation requirements. Because 
SCUSD would practice water conservation measures and use 
water efficiently, there would be sufficient supply during 
foreseeable dry years. 

Similarly, wastewater during construction is anticipated to be 
the same or less than existing operational use. Portable toilets 
would be used during construction and would not result in the 
need for new or expanded facilities. During construction, 
stormwater would be managed via a SWPPP as described in 
Section 3.10. Because the proposed Project does not include 
new impervious surfaces, the existing stormwater system is 
sufficient to provide stormwater drainage at the conclusion of 
construction.  

Electrical use is discussed in detail in Section 3.6. Electric power 
would be used during construction to support equipment and 
tool. Electricity use during construction is expected to be the 
same or less than existing operational use. The proposed Project 
involves improvements to stadium lighting, PA system, and 
scoreboard that would result in new systems that would be 
more energy efficient and use less electricity use than existing 
conditions. New stadium lighting will expand use of LED fixtures 
which requires less electricity and are more efficient than halide 
fixtures.  

There would be no natural gas or telecommunication use during 
construction. At the conclusion of construction, operational use 
of telecommunication facilities would be the same as existing 
use. There would be no operational use of natural gas.  

The proposed Project does not include increased use of water, 
wastewater, stormwater, electricity, natural gas or 
telecommunication facilities. Use of these utilities during 
construction is expected to be the same or less than existing 
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operational use, and future operational use is expected to be 
the same. Because the proposed Project would not increase the 
use of utilities described above, it would not require the 
relocation, construction or expansion of these utilities and 
impacts would be less than significant.  

b) Less than Significant Impact.  

The proposed Project involves improvements to Townsend Field, 
Elmer Johnson Field, and the Buchser Middle School tennis 
courts. During construction, wastewater use is expected to be 
approximately the same as current operational use. For future 
operation, because use of the facilities is expected to be the 
same as existing use, implementation of the proposed Project 
would not result in an increase of wastewater. Therefore, 
construction and operation of the proposed Project would not 
result in a determination that insufficient capacity exists.  

c) Less Than Significant Impact. 

The proposed Project would generate solid waste during 
construction. Improvements include removal of the existing field 
and track, and excavation to no greater than five feet to prepare 
for the new field and track. Approximately 60,000 cubic yards of 
materials would be off-hauled and deposited at a landfill with 
authorization to accept the materials. Nearby landfills include 
Mission Trails Waste Systems, Newby Island Sanitary Landfill, 
and Guadalupe Recycling and Disposal Facility. Where feasible, 
materials would be reused on site or be identified as reusable 
prior to deposition at the landfill.  

d) No Impact.  

Solid waste during construction would be handled via portable 
toilets that would be serviced by the vendor. Solid waste during 
operation would be expected to be the same as existing 
conditions.  
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3.20 Wildfire 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

20. Wildfire— 
Would the project: 

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

3.20.1 Environmental Setting 

The proposed Project is located within the City of Santa Clara within an urbanized area 
with residential land use. The proposed Project site is located within a Local 
Responsibility Area with the Santa Clara Fire Department being responsible for 
preventing and suppressing wildfires (CalFire 2026). The proposed Project site is not 
located within a Fire Hazard Severity Zone (CalFire 2026). The nearest High Fire Hazard 
Zone and Very High Fire Hazard Zone are located to the south within the vicinity of 
Cupertino and Saratoga (CalFire 2026). 

3.20.2 Impact Discussion 

a-d) No Impact.  

The proposed Project site is located in an urban area without 
slope, prevailing winds or other factors that would exacerbate 
wildfire risks. The proposed Project involves improvements to 
Townsend Field and associated facilities and would not require 
the installation of associated infrastructure that would 
exacerbate wildfire risk. Topography at the project site is 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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relatively flat and will remain flat and would not expose people 
or structures to significant risk of wildfires. The proposed Project 
is located within the campus at Buchser Middle School and would 
not require street closures that would impair an adopted 
emergency response or evacuation plan. There would be no 
impact. 
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3.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

3.21.1 Discussion 

a) Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation.  

The Project will not degrade the quality of the environment or 
substantially reduce the habitat for listed fish or wildlife species 
as described in Section 3.4. The Project will not eliminate 
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory, 
and impacts on historical tribal resources will be less than 
significant as described in Section 3.5 Cultural Resources and 
Section 3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources. Implementation of 
standard design measures listed in Table X and mitigation 
measures BIO-01, BIO-02, CUL-01, CUL-02, CUL-03 and TRI-01 
reduce impacts to less than significant. 

b) Less than Significant Impact.  

The Project’s impacts will not substantially degrade the 
environment and will not, when considered with other past or 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE—Would the 
project: 

    

a) Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of 
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to 
drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community, 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? 

    

b) Have impacts that would be 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.) 

    

c) Have environmental effects that would cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

    

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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current projects, result in substantial cumulative impacts. All 
impacts resulting from the proposed Project would be temporary 
and occur during construction. All impacts resulting from the 
proposed Project would be considered less-than-significant. The 
proposed Project would not result in cumulatively considerable 
impacts because no long term or permanent impacts would 
result. The proposed Project involves improvements to existing 
facilities. SCUSD’s past and current projects have been 
implemented with standard design features to avoid and 
minimize environmental impacts, and where applicable, 
mitigation measures to reduce impacts to less than significant. 
Therefore, the proposed Project, combined with SCUSD’s other 
past and future projects, cumulatively considerable impacts 
would be less than significant.  

c) Less than Significant Impact.  

As documented in the analysis above, the proposed Project 
would not result in substantial environmental effects on human 
beings directly or indirectly. All impacts resulting from the 
proposed Project would be less than significant, with 
implementation of standard design measures an dmitigation 
measures. Noise impacts described in Section 3.13 would be 
considered temporary during construction. Mitigation Measure 
NOI-01 would be implemented during construction to reduce 
potential noise and vibration impacts on sensitive receptors to 
less than significant. No other direct or indirect effects on 
humans would occur during the proposed Project.  

 

On the basis of this initial study: 

 I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in 
the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.  

[X] 

n 
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 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, 
and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or 
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least 
one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures 
based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects 
that remain to be addressed.  

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed 
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable 
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are 
imposed upon the proposed project, no further environmental documentation is 
required.  
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Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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——————————————————Remove
d

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetati
on

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e
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Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.5. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —-------------------
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Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —



Townsend Field Improvement Detailed Report, 4/7/2026

64 / 82

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Demolition Demolition 12/1/2026 12/23/2026 6.00000 20.0000 —

Site Preparation Site Preparation 12/24/2026 1/4/2027 6.00000 10.00000 —

Grading Grading 1/5/2027 2/13/2027 6.00000 35.0000 —

Building Construction Building Construction 2/14/2027 10/5/2027 6.00000 200.000 —

Paving Paving 10/6/2027 10/28/2027 6.00000 20.0000 —

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 10/29/2027 11/20/2027 6.00000 20.0000 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Demolition Concrete/Industrial
Saws

Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 33.0000 0.73000

Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 2.00000 8.00000 367.000 0.40000

Demolition Excavators Diesel Average 3.00000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 4.00000 8.00000 84.0000 0.37000

Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 3.00000 8.00000 367.000 0.40000

Grading Graders Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 148.000 0.41000

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 367.000 0.40000

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 3.00000 8.00000 84.0000 0.37000

Grading Excavators Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Average 1.000000 7.00000 367.000 0.29000

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Average 3.00000 8.00000 82.0000 0.20000
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Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel Average 3.00000 7.00000 84.0000 0.37000

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 14.0000 0.74000

Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 46.0000 0.45000

Paving Pavers Diesel Average 2.00000 8.00000 81.0000 0.42000

Paving Rollers Diesel Average 2.00000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 2.00000 8.00000 89.0000 0.36000

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.000000 6.00000 37.0000 0.48000

5.2.2. Mitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Demolition Concrete/Industrial
Saws

Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 33.0000 0.73000

Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 2.00000 8.00000 367.000 0.40000

Demolition Excavators Diesel Average 3.00000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 4.00000 8.00000 84.0000 0.37000

Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 3.00000 8.00000 367.000 0.40000

Grading Graders Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 148.000 0.41000

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 367.000 0.40000

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 3.00000 8.00000 84.0000 0.37000

Grading Excavators Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Average 1.000000 7.00000 367.000 0.29000

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Average 3.00000 8.00000 82.0000 0.20000

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 3.00000 7.00000 84.0000 0.37000

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 14.0000 0.74000

Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 1.000000 8.00000 46.0000 0.45000

Paving Pavers Diesel Average 2.00000 8.00000 81.0000 0.42000
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Paving Rollers Diesel Average 2.00000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 2.00000 8.00000 89.0000 0.36000

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.000000 6.00000 37.0000 0.48000

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Demolition Worker 15.0000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Demolition Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Demolition Hauling 14.0000 20.0000 HHDT

Demolition Onsite truck — — HHDT

Site Preparation Worker 17.5000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Site Preparation Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Site Preparation Hauling 279.600 20.0000 HHDT

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading Worker 15.0000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Grading Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Grading Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction Worker 8.40000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Building Construction Vendor 3.27800 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Building Construction Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving Worker 15.0000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Paving Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Paving Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT
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Architectural Coating Worker 1.68000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Architectural Coating Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT

5.3.2. Mitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Demolition Worker 15.0000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Demolition Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Demolition Hauling 14.0000 20.0000 HHDT

Demolition Onsite truck — — HHDT

Site Preparation Worker 17.5000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Site Preparation Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Site Preparation Hauling 279.600 20.0000 HHDT

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading Worker 15.0000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Grading Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Grading Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction Worker 8.40000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Building Construction Vendor 3.27800 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Building Construction Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving Worker 15.0000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Paving Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Paving Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT

Architectural Coating Worker 1.68000 11.7000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
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Architectural Coating Vendor — 8.40000 HHDT,MHDT

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

Phase Name Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

Architectural Coating 0.00000 0.00000 30,000.0 10,000.00 —

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Cubic
Yards)

Material Exported (Cubic
Yards)

Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (Building
Square Footage)

Acres Paved (acres)

Demolition 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 24,300.0 0.00000

Site Preparation 11,183.0 11,183.0 28.1250 0.00000 0.00000

Grading — — 35.0000 0.00000 0.00000

Paving 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.7. Construction Paving

Phase Name Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

Paving Arena 0.00000 0%
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5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2026 0.00000 386.679 0.03300 0.00400

2027 0.00000 386.679 0.03300 0.00400

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources

5.9.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Trips/Weekday Trips/Saturday Trips/Sunday Trips/Year VMT/Weekday VMT/Saturday VMT/Sunday VMT/Year

Arena 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

5.9.2. Mitigated

Land Use Type Trips/Weekday Trips/Saturday Trips/Sunday Trips/Year VMT/Weekday VMT/Saturday VMT/Sunday VMT/Year

Arena 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

5.10. Operational Area Sources

5.10.1. Hearths

Land Use Hearth Type Unmitigated (number) Mitigated (number)

Arena Wood Fireplaces 0 0

Arena Gas Fireplaces 0 0

Arena Propane Fireplaces 0 0

Arena Electric Fireplaces 0 0

Arena No Fireplaces 0 0

Arena Conventional Wood Stoves 0 0

Arena Catalytic Wood Stoves 0 0
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Arena Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves 0 0

Arena Pellet Wood Stoves 0 0

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq
ft)

Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq
ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area Coated
(sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

0.00000 0.00000 30,000.0 10,000.00 —

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Season Unit Value

Snow Days day/yr 0.00000

Summer Days day/yr 0.00000

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated

Season Unit Value

Snow Days day/yr 0.00000

Summer Days day/yr 0.00000

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption

5.11.1. Unmitigated

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N2O and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)
Land Use Electricity (kWh/yr) CO2 CH4 N2O Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

Arena 0.00000 386.679 0.0330 0.0040 0.00000

5.11.2. Mitigated

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N2O and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)
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Land Use Electricity (kWh/yr) CO2 CH4 N2O Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

Arena 0.00000 386.679 0.0330 0.0040 0.00000

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

5.12.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Indoor Water (gal/year) Outdoor Water (gal/year)

Arena 0.00000 0.00000

5.12.2. Mitigated

Land Use Indoor Water (gal/year) Outdoor Water (gal/year)

Arena 0.00000 0.00000

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Waste (ton/year) Cogeneration (kWh/year)

Arena 0.00000 0.00000

5.13.2. Mitigated

Land Use Waste (ton/year) Cogeneration (kWh/year)

Arena 0.00000 0.00000

5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment

5.14.1. Unmitigated

5.14.2. Mitigated
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5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmitigated

5.15.2. Mitigated

5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

5.16.2. Process Boilers

5.17. User Defined

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1.2. Mitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1.2. Mitigated
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Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

5.18.2.2. Mitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040–2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit

Temperature and Extreme Heat 11.7800 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 2.65000 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 0.00000 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from
observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¾ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
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6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat N/A N/A N/A N/A

Extreme Precipitation 1 0 0 N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 0 0 N/A

Wildfire 1 0 0 N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 0 0 0 N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat N/A N/A N/A N/A

Extreme Precipitation 1 1 1 2

Sea Level Rise 1 1 1 2

Wildfire 1 1 1 2

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 1 1 1 2

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
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The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 20.8463

AQ-PM 22.2402

AQ-DPM 75.9303

Drinking Water 49.2569

Lead Risk Housing 58.5633

Pesticides 0.00000

Toxic Releases 34.2086

Traffic 32.3125

Effect Indicators —

CleanUp Sites 52.3330

Groundwater 91.5989

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 61.7869

Impaired Water Bodies 0.00000

Solid Waste 0.00000

Sensitive Population —

Asthma 22.0339

Cardio-vascular 34.4093

Low Birth Weights 52.3608
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Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 37.6487

Housing 81.5209

Linguistic 35.9995

Poverty 61.5452

Unemployment 83.2249

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 46.54176825

Employed 65.05838573

Median HI 64.42961632

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 81.05992557

High school enrollment 100

Preschool enrollment 24.38085461

Transportation —

Auto Access 62.47914795

Active commuting 89.22109586

Social —

2-parent households 28.57692801

Voting 77.10766072

Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 28.37161555

Park access 61.43975363

Retail density 71.78236879
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Supermarket access 42.79481586

Tree canopy 74.57975106

Housing —

Homeownership 15.97587579

Housing habitability 38.22661363

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 36.3403054

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 46.7855768

Uncrowded housing 76.50455537

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 88.23302964

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 71.3

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0

Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 36.1

Cognitively Disabled 74.6

Physically Disabled 95.7

Heart Attack ER Admissions 63.6

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0

Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 19.6

Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0
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Health Risk Behaviors —

Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 0.0

SLR Inundation Area 0.0

Children 65.5

Elderly 87.4

English Speaking 56.4

Foreign-born 53.4

Outdoor Workers 60.1

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 36.0

Traffic Density 41.4

Traffic Access 74.4

Other Indices —

Hardship 27.7

Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 72.9

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 45.0000

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 68.0000

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) Yes

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No
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a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

8.1. Justifications

Screen Justification

Land Use based on aerial maps. Lot acreage includes tennis courts, Townsend field and Johnson Fields. 
Building footprint based on development of 2 bleachers. Landscape area based on area of
both fields

Construction: Construction Phases Reduced building construction duration from default to account for construction of athletic field
vs a stadium

Construction: Dust From Material Movement Assumes full field removal and replacement of 110yd x 61yd and depth of 5 ft. In addition,
concrete bleachers will be replaced by metal framed bleachers. Concrete accounted during
demolition

Operations: Vehicle Data no additional trips generated

Operations: Architectural Coatings no change in arch coating reapplication

Operations: Landscape Equipment no change in landscape equipment

Operations: Energy Use no change in electricity or natural gas use

Operations: Water and Waste Water no change in water use

Operations: Solid Waste no change in solid waste generation

Operations: Refrigerants no change in refrig

8.3. Land Use
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Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Lot Area acre 19.2857 8.50000

Building Area sq. ft 60,000.0 20,000.0

Landscape Area sq. ft — 200,000

8.4. Construction

8.4.1. Construction Phases

Phase Type Phase Name Model Parameter Default Value New Value

Demolition Demolition End Date 12/29/2026 12/23/2026

Demolition Demolition Days/Week 5.00000 6.00000

Site Preparation Site Preparation Start Date 12/30/2026 12/24/2026

Site Preparation Site Preparation End Date 1/13/2027 1/4/2027

Site Preparation Site Preparation Days/Week 5.00000 6.00000

Grading Grading Start Date 1/14/2027 1/5/2027

Grading Grading End Date 2/11/2027 2/13/2027

Grading Grading Days/Week 5.00000 6.00000

Grading Grading Work Days per Phase 20.0000 35.0000

Building Construction Building Construction Start Date 2/12/2027 2/14/2027

Building Construction Building Construction End Date 12/31/2027 10/5/2027

Building Construction Building Construction Days/Week 5.00000 6.00000

Building Construction Building Construction Work Days per Phase 230.000 200.000

Paving Paving Start Date 1/1/2028 10/6/2027

Paving Paving End Date 1/29/2028 10/28/2027

Paving Paving Days/Week 5.00000 6.00000

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating Start Date 1/30/2028 10/29/2027

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating End Date 2/27/2028 11/20/2027

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating Days/Week 5.00000 6.00000
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8.4.4. Dust from Material Movement

Phase Name Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Site Preparation Material Imported Cubic Yards — 11,183.0

Site Preparation Material Exported Cubic Yards — 11,183.0

Site Preparation Total Acres Graded acres 15.0000 28.1250

8.5. Operations

8.5.1. Mobile Sources

8.5.1.1. Vehicle Data

Land Use Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Arena Weekday Trip Rate size/day 10.7132 0.00000

Arena Saturday Trip Rate size/day 10.7132 0.00000

Arena Sunday Trip Rate size/day 10.7132 0.00000

8.5.2. Area Sources

8.5.2.4. Landscape Equipment

Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Summer Days day/yr 180.000 0.00000

8.5.3. Energy Usage

Land Use Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Arena Electricity kWh/yr 218,203 0.00000

Arena Natural Gas kBTU/yr 875,782 0.00000
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8.5.4. Water and Waste Water

Land Use Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Arena Indoor Water gal/year 25,846,207 0.00000

Arena Outdoor Water gal/year 2,138,086 0.00000

8.5.5. Solid Waste

Land Use Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Arena Solid Waste Generation Rate ton/1000sqft/yr 0.02752 0.00000
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California Natural Diversity Database 

  



Sources:

BRO80U0001 BRODE, J. (CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE) - GEOGRAPHIC REFERENCE CARD CATALOG OF SPECIMENS 
AND FIELD NOTE RECORDS COMPILED BY JOHN BRODE (DFG) 1980-XX-XX

JEN01U0001 JENNINGS, M. (RANA RESOURCES) - LOCALITY RECORDS FOR AMBYSTOMA CALIFORNIENSE IN CALIFORNIA, 1992, JENNINGS 
& HAYES SPECIAL CONCERN HERP DATABASE WITH LOCATIONS MARKED AS PRESENT OR EXTIRPATED 2001-11-07

Map Index Number: 37885 EO Index: 32892

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: AAAAA01181

Occurrence Number: 326 Occurrence Last Updated: 2001-11-14

Scientific Name: Ambystoma californiense pop. 1 Common Name: California tiger salamander - central California DPS

Listing Status: Federal: Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: Threatened

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3T3

State: S3

Other Lists: CDFW_WL-Watch List
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

LIVES IN VACANT OR MAMMAL-OCCUPIED BURROWS THROUGHOUT 
MOST OF THE YEAR; IN GRASSLAND, SAVANNA, OR OPEN WOODLAND 
HABITATS.

NEED UNDERGROUND REFUGES, ESPECIALLY GROUND SQUIRREL 
BURROWS, AND VERNAL POOLS OR OTHER SEASONAL WATER 
SOURCES FOR BREEDING.

Last Date Observed: 1895-01-09 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1895-01-09 Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Extirpated

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

NO OTHER LOCATIONAL INFORMATION GIVEN.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

HISTORIC RECORD. MUSEUM COLLECTION SU 879. JENNINGS CONSIDERS THIS SITE EXTIRPATED.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

85Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33789 / -121.89131UTM: Zone-10 N4132933 E598210

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)

Quad Summary:County Summary:

Query Criteria: Quad<span style='color:Red'> IS </span>(San Jose West (3712138))

Report Printed on Thursday, March 12, 2026

Page 1 of 40Commercial Version -- Dated March, 1 2026 -- Biogeographic Data Branch

Information Expires 9/1/2026

Occurrence Report
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database



Sources:

ANONDS0175 ANONYMOUS - USNM #50947 COLLECTED FROM COYOTE CREEK XXXX-XX-XX

HUB22S0006 HUBBS, C. - UMMZ #58857 COLLECTED FROM COYOTE CREEK, SAN JOSE 1922-10-XX

JEN99R0003 JENNINGS, M. ET AL. (H.T. HARVEY AND ASSOCIATES) - SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT FOOTHILL YELLOW-LEGGED 
FROG DISTRIBUTION AND STATUS 1999 1999-12-03

Map Index Number: A9998 EO Index: 111850

Key Quad: San Jose East (3712137) Element Code: AAABH01054

Occurrence Number: 76 Occurrence Last Updated: 2018-07-11

Scientific Name: Rana boylii pop. 4 Common Name: foothill yellow-legged frog - central coast DPS

Listing Status: Federal: Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: Endangered

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3T2

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

SAN FRANCISCO PENINSULA AND DIABLO RANGE SOUTH OF SAN 
FRANCISCO BAY ESTUARY, AND SOUTH THROUGH THE SANTA CRUZ 
AND GABILAN MOUNTAINS EAST OF THE SALINAS RIVER IN THE 
SOUTHERN INNER COAST RANGES.

PARTLY SHADED SHALLOW STREAMS AND RIFFLES WITH A ROCKY 
SUBSTRATE IN A VARIETY OF HABITATS. NEEDS AT LEAST SOME 
COBBLE-SIZED SUBSTRATE FOR EGG-LAYING AND AT LEAST 15 
WEEKS TO ATTAIN METAMORPHOSIS.

Last Date Observed: 1922-10-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1922-10-XX Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Extirpated

Location:

COYOTE CREEK, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

GIVEN LOCATION "COYOTE CREEK, SAN JOSE," EXACT LOCATION ALONG CREEK UNKNOWN. CITY OF SAN JOSE'S EXTENT MUCH SMALLER IN 
1920S. MAPPED NON-SPECIFICALLY TO COYOTE CREEK IN SAN JOSE. ATTRIBUTED SPECIMEN COLLECTED FROM COYOTE CREEK.

Ecological:

RANA BOYLII ESSENTIALLY DISAPPEARED FROM FARMED/URBANIZED LOWLAND AREAS OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY. MOST LIKELY 
EXTIRPATED.

Threats:

General:

COLLECTED ON UNKNOWN DATE. 3 COLLECTED IN OCT 1922.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 9 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 1,987

100Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.34024 / -121.87091UTM: Zone-10 N4133215 E600014

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

JEN99R0003 JENNINGS, M. ET AL. (H.T. HARVEY AND ASSOCIATES) - SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT FOOTHILL YELLOW-LEGGED 
FROG DISTRIBUTION AND STATUS 1999 1999-12-03

VAN98S0005 VAN DENBURGH, J. - CAS #5632, 5633 & 5634 COLLECTED NEAR LOS GATOS 1898-04-21

Map Index Number: 68531 EO Index: 111813

Key Quad: Los Gatos (3712128) Element Code: AAABH01054

Occurrence Number: 86 Occurrence Last Updated: 2018-08-07

Scientific Name: Rana boylii pop. 4 Common Name: foothill yellow-legged frog - central coast DPS

Listing Status: Federal: Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: Endangered

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3T2

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

SAN FRANCISCO PENINSULA AND DIABLO RANGE SOUTH OF SAN 
FRANCISCO BAY ESTUARY, AND SOUTH THROUGH THE SANTA CRUZ 
AND GABILAN MOUNTAINS EAST OF THE SALINAS RIVER IN THE 
SOUTHERN INNER COAST RANGES.

PARTLY SHADED SHALLOW STREAMS AND RIFFLES WITH A ROCKY 
SUBSTRATE IN A VARIETY OF HABITATS. NEEDS AT LEAST SOME 
COBBLE-SIZED SUBSTRATE FOR EGG-LAYING AND AT LEAST 15 
WEEKS TO ATTAIN METAMORPHOSIS.

Last Date Observed: 1898-04-21 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1898-04-21 Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Extirpated

Location:

VICINITY OF LOS GATOS.

Detailed Location:

Ecological:

ACCORDING TO JENNINGS, RANA BOYLII IS EXTIRPATED AT THIS SITE.

Threats:

General:

2 ADULTS COLLECTED ON 21 APR 1898; 1 GRAVID FEMALE HELD IN CAPTIVITY LAID EGGS ON 23 APR.

PLSS: T08S, R01W, Sec. 10 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

390Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.24691 / -121.96088UTM: Zone-10 N4122769 E592158

Santa Clara Los Gatos (3712128), San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

PLU03F0001 PLUMPTON, D.L. (H.T. HARVEY AND ASSOCIATES) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ACCIPITER COOPERII 2003-06-13

Map Index Number: 51557 EO Index: 51557

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ABNKC12040

Occurrence Number: 85 Occurrence Last Updated: 2003-06-17

Scientific Name: Astur cooperii Common Name: Cooper's hawk

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G5

State: S4

Other Lists: CDFW_WL-Watch List
IUCN_LC-Least Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

WOODLAND, CHIEFLY OF OPEN, INTERRUPTED OR MARGINAL TYPE. NEST SITES MAINLY IN RIPARIAN GROWTHS OF DECIDUOUS TREES, 
AS IN CANYON BOTTOMS ON RIVER FLOOD-PLAINS; ALSO, LIVE 
OAKS.

Last Date Observed: 2003-06-13 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2003-06-13 Occurrence Rank: Fair

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

NE OF THE INTERSECTION OF BASCOM AVENUE AND HAMILTON AVENUE, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

Ecological:

HABITAT CONSISTS OF A MIX OF ORNAMENTAL REDWOOD, PINE, AND BIRCH TREES IN A COMMERCIAL PARKING LOT; SURROUNDED BY A MIX 
OF COMMERCIAL AND RESIDENTIAL.

Threats:

General:

2 ADULTS OBSERVED NESTING ON 13 JUN 2003; AN UNKNOWN NUMBER OF JUVENILES PRESENT IN THE NEST.

PLSS: T07S, R01W, Sec. 25, NW (M) Accuracy: non-specific area Area (acres): 38

175Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.29633 / -121.92925UTM: Zone-10 N4128283 E594901

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

BLO79R0001 BLOOM, P. - THE STATUS OF THE SWAINSON'S HAWK IN CALIFORNIA, 1979. 1979-XX-XX

TAY89S0050 TAYLOR, H. - WFVZ EGG-NEST SPECIMEN #98178, COLLECTED AT "FERGUSON'S SWAMP," SANTA CLARA. 1889-04-30

Map Index Number: 28363 EO Index: 91540

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ABNKC19070

Occurrence Number: 2570 Occurrence Last Updated: 2013-10-22

Scientific Name: Buteo swainsoni Common Name: Swainson's hawk

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: Threatened

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G5

State: S4

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
IUCN_LC-Least Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

BREEDS IN GRASSLANDS WITH SCATTERED TREES, JUNIPER-SAGE 
FLATS, RIPARIAN AREAS, SAVANNAHS, AND AGRICULTURAL OR 
RANCH LANDS WITH GROVES OR LINES OF TREES.

REQUIRES ADJACENT SUITABLE FORAGING AREAS SUCH AS 
GRASSLANDS, OR ALFALFA OR GRAIN FIELDS SUPPORTING RODENT 
POPULATIONS.

Last Date Observed: 1889-04-30 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1889-04-30 Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Possibly Extirpated

Location:

SANTA CLARA.

Detailed Location:

SPECIMEN LOCALITY GIVEN AS "SANTA CLARA, CAL...IN 'FERGUSON'S SWAMP;" THE LATTER PLACE NAME UNKNOWN, SO MAPPED 
GENERALLY TO TOWN OF SANTA CLARA. EXACT COLLECTION LOCATION UNKNOWN.

Ecological:

REFURBISHED STICK NEST LINED SPARSELY WITH LEAVES AND DRY GRASS FOUND 45' UP IN A SYCAMORE. THIS HISTORICAL OCCURRENCE 
IS OUTSIDE WHAT IS GENERALLY CONSIDERED TO BE THE PRESENT BREEDING RANGE OF THE SPECIES IN CALIFORNIA.

Threats:

EXTENSIVE DEVELOPMENT SINCE THE DATE OF COLLECTION HAS ELIMINATED NESTING AND FORAGING HABITAT.

General:

BIRD FLUSHED FROM NEST, 2 EGGS COLLECTED ON 30 APR 1889.

PLSS: T07S, R01W, Sec. 02 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

50Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.34871 / -121.94696UTM: Zone-10 N4134077 E593267

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

DEW05F0001 DEWALD, J. (CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR FALCO PEREGRINUS ANATUM 
2005-12-07

SAN07U0004 SANTA CRUZ PREDATORY BIRD RESEARCH GROUP - SANTA CRUZ PREDATORY BIRD RESEARCH GROUP WEB PAGE 
(HTTP://WWW2.UCSC.EDU/SCPBRG/2007_NEST_DIARYSJ.HTM) ABOUT NESTING PEREGRINE FALCONS AT SAN JOSE CITY 
HALL. 2007-05-17

SAN07U0005 SANTA CRUZ PREDATORY BIRD RESEARCH GROUP - SANTA CRUZ PREDATORY BIRD RESEARCH GROUP WEB PAGE 
(HTTP://WWW2.UCSC.EDU/SCPBRG/FALCONCAMERASJ.HTM) ABOUT NESTING PEREGRINE FALCONS AT SAN JOSE CITY HALL. 
2007-05-17

SAN07U0006 SANTA CRUZ PREDATORY BIRD RESEARCH GROUP - SANTA CRUZ PREDATORY BIRD RESEARCH GROUP WEB PAGE 
(HTTP://WWW2.UCSC.EDU/SCPBRG/ABOUTSJ.HTM) ABOUT NESTING PEREGRINE FALCONS AT SAN JOSE CITY HALL. 2007-05-
17

STE14F0005 STEWART, G. - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR FALCO PEREGRINUS ANATUM 2014-05-02

STE15F0004 STEWART, G. (UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SANTA CRUZ) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR FALCO PEREGRINUS ANATUM 2015-04-
22

Map Index Number: 69305 EO Index: 70087

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ABNKD06071

Occurrence Number: 33 Occurrence Last Updated: 2016-04-13

Scientific Name: Falco peregrinus anatum Common Name: American peregrine falcon

Listing Status: Federal: Delisted Rare Plant Rank:

* SENSITIVE * State: Delisted

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4T4

State: S3S4

Other Lists: CDF_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

NEAR WETLANDS, LAKES, RIVERS, OR OTHER WATER; ON CLIFFS, 
BANKS, DUNES, MOUNDS; ALSO, HUMAN-MADE STRUCTURES.

NEST CONSISTS OF A SCRAPE OR A DEPRESSION OR LEDGE IN AN 
OPEN SITE.

Last Date Observed: 2015-04-22 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2015-04-22 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

*SENSITIVE*  LOCATION INFORMATION SUPPRESSED.

Detailed Location:

PLEASE CONTACT THE CALIFORNIA NATURAL DIVERSITY DATABASE, CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE, FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: (916) 322-2493

Ecological:

HIGH RISE OFFICE BUILDING. THE SANTA CRUZ PREDATORY BIRD RESEARCH GROUP BUILT A NEST BOX IN 2006 AND STARTED A NEST 
WEBCAM IN 2007. THE SITE HAS BEEN OCCUPIED FOR NESTING EVERY YEAR SINCE 2006 (AS OF 2015).

Threats:

General:

PLSS: Accuracy: 1/10 mile Area (acres): 0

85Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude:UTM:

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

FLE95S0007 FLEMING, J. - ROM #37430 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE. 1895-10-XX

Map Index Number: 37885 EO Index: 107053

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ABNME01010

Occurrence Number: 37 Occurrence Last Updated: 2017-10-27

Scientific Name: Coturnicops noveboracensis Common Name: yellow rail

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4

State: S2

Other Lists: CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_LC-Least Concern
USFS_S-Sensitive
USFWS_BCC-Birds of Conservation Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

SUMMER RESIDENT IN EASTERN SIERRA NEVADA IN MONO COUNTY. FRESHWATER MARSHLANDS.

Last Date Observed: 1895-10-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1895-10-XX Occurrence Rank: Poor

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

VICINITY OF SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED GENERALLY, BASED ON SPECIMEN LOCALITY.

Ecological:

AT THE TIME OF THIS COLLECTION THE DOWNTOWN AREA OF SAN JOSE & SANTA CLARA WERE WELL DEVELOPED (1889 & 1899 TOPOS). 
POSSIBLY COLLECTED FROM THE SURROUNDING AREA MAYBE NEAR GUADALUPE RIVER OR COYOTE CREEK EITHER NORTH OF SOUTH OF 
DOWNTOWN.

Threats:

THE SANTA CLARA VALLEY IS FAR MORE DEVELOPED SINCE THE TIME OF THIS COLLECTION.

General:

1 COLLECTED IN OCTOBER 1895.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

85Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33789 / -121.89131UTM: Zone-10 N4132933 E598210

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

FRE92F0001 FREAS, K. - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA 1992-04-01

Map Index Number: 21008 EO Index: 9205

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ABNSB10010

Occurrence Number: 132 Occurrence Last Updated: 2003-03-10

Scientific Name: Athene cunicularia Common Name: burrowing owl

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: Candidate Endangered

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_LC-Least Concern
USFWS_BCC-Birds of Conservation Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

OPEN, DRY ANNUAL OR PERENNIAL GRASSLANDS, DESERTS, AND 
SCRUBLANDS CHARACTERIZED BY LOW-GROWING VEGETATION.

SUBTERRANEAN NESTER, DEPENDENT UPON BURROWING 
MAMMALS, MOST NOTABLY, THE CALIFORNIA GROUND SQUIRREL.

Last Date Observed: 1992-04-01 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1992-04-01 Occurrence Rank: Fair

Owner/Manager: PVT Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

NW OF THE JUNCTION OF KARINA COURT AND NORTH FIRST STREET, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

Ecological:

HABITAT CONSISTS OF FAIRLY OPEN ULAND/RUDERAL, MADE UP PRIMARILY OF ANNUAL GRASSES. CHUNKS OF CONCRETE AT THE SITE 
SERVE AS PERCHES. MANY GROUND SQUIRRELS INHABIT THE SITE.

Threats:

MAIN THREAT TO THIS SITE IS DEVELOPMENT, AS ADVERTISED ON SIGNS AROUND THE PROPERTY.

General:

SITE APPEARS TO HAVE BEEN DISKED PRIOR TO 1992, BUT NO DISKING HAD TAKEN PLACE AS OF 12 APRIL 1992. TWO ADULT BIRDS 
OBSERVED.

PLSS: T06S, R01W, Sec. 25, S (M) Accuracy: 1/10 mile Area (acres): 0

40Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.37451 / -121.92095UTM: Zone-10 N4136965 E595538

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138), Milpitas (3712148)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

BAR94U0001 BARCLAY, J.H. (BIOSYSTEMS ANALYSIS, INC.) - ANNUAL REPORT OF ACTIVITIES, AS REQUIRED IN AN MOU FOR BANDING 
BURROWING OWLS, ATHENE (=SPEOTYTO) CUNICULARIA. 1994-01-04

PET93F0003 PETERSON, T. - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 1993-08-28

Map Index Number: 24670 EO Index: 6556

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ABNSB10010

Occurrence Number: 184 Occurrence Last Updated: 2009-12-22

Scientific Name: Athene cunicularia Common Name: burrowing owl

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: Candidate Endangered

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_LC-Least Concern
USFWS_BCC-Birds of Conservation Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

OPEN, DRY ANNUAL OR PERENNIAL GRASSLANDS, DESERTS, AND 
SCRUBLANDS CHARACTERIZED BY LOW-GROWING VEGETATION.

SUBTERRANEAN NESTER, DEPENDENT UPON BURROWING 
MAMMALS, MOST NOTABLY, THE CALIFORNIA GROUND SQUIRREL.

Last Date Observed: 1993-08-28 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1993-08-28 Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: PVT Trend: Unknown

Presence: Possibly Extirpated

Location:

0.2 MILE NE OF THE INTERSECTION OF AIRPORT PARKWAY AND GUADALUPE PARKWAY, EAST OF SAN JOSE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT.

Detailed Location:

TWO BURROWS LOCATED ABOUT 10 FEET APART IN A MOWED, UNIRRIGATED STRIP BETWEEN PARKING LOTS OF AN OFFICE PARK.

Ecological:

BURROW SITES ARE LOCATED IN A STRIP MEASURING 200 X 1000 FEET, WITH DAISY BUSHES AND EARTH BERMS AROUND THE EDGES THAT 
SERVE AS PERCHES. 2009 AERIAL PHOTO SHOWS THAT THE SITE HAS BEEN COMPLETELY DEVELOPED.

Threats:

SITE THREATENED BY FURTHER DEVELOPMENT, POSSIBLY FOR ADDITIONAL PARKING.

General:

4 ADULTS AND 2 JUVENILES OBSERVED IN TOTAL FOR BOTH BURROW SITES ON 28 AUGUST 1993. 9 OWLS (2 ADULTS, 7 JUVENILES) WERE 
BANDED BY BARCLAY IN 1993.

PLSS: T06S, R01W, Sec. 35, NE (M) Accuracy: 80 meters Area (acres): 0

45Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.36948 / -121.92050UTM: Zone-10 N4136407 E595584

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Map Index Number: 42084 EO Index: 42084

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ABNSB10010

Occurrence Number: 341 Occurrence Last Updated: 2009-12-23

Scientific Name: Athene cunicularia Common Name: burrowing owl

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: Candidate Endangered

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_LC-Least Concern
USFWS_BCC-Birds of Conservation Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

OPEN, DRY ANNUAL OR PERENNIAL GRASSLANDS, DESERTS, AND 
SCRUBLANDS CHARACTERIZED BY LOW-GROWING VEGETATION.

SUBTERRANEAN NESTER, DEPENDENT UPON BURROWING 
MAMMALS, MOST NOTABLY, THE CALIFORNIA GROUND SQUIRREL.

Last Date Observed: 2009-07-08 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2009-07-08 Occurrence Rank: Excellent

Owner/Manager: CITY OF SAN JOSE Trend: Stable

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SAN JOSE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

SITE IS AN ON-GOING MONITORING/MGMT PROGRAM (SINCE 1990), W/ OWLS UTILIZING ARTIFICIAL & NATURAL BURROWS. SITES PRIMARILY 
AROUND PERIMETER OF RUNWAYS TO THE NORTHWEST & SOUTH; T06S R01W SEC 35 EAST, T07S R01W SEC 1 NE. OWLS COLOR BANDED.

Ecological:

HABITAT CONSISTS OF MOWED HERBACEOUS VEGETATION BETWEEN THE RUNWAYS AND TAXIWAYS OF THE AIRPORT. AIRPORT IS 
SURROUNDED BY URBAN DEVELOPMENT.

Threats:

THREATENED BY CONSTRUCTION (AIRPORT IMPROVEMENTS) AND HABITAT DEGRADATION.

General:

YR:JUV/AD (RATIO). 90:19/28(0.7). 91:11/12(0.9). 97:68/30(2.3). 98:92/50(1.8). 99:101/48(2.1). 00:90/42(2.1). 01:129/62(2.1). 02:126/82(1.5). 03:70/57(1.2). 
04:109/49(2.2). 05:87/47(1.9). 06:64/50(1.3). 08:38/16(2.4). 09:40/19(2.1).

PLSS: T06S, R01W, Sec. 36 (M) Accuracy: non-specific area Area (acres): 868

56Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.36360 / -121.92987UTM: Zone-10 N4135746 E594762

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138), Milpitas (3712148)
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Sources:

BAR00F0007 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 2000-07-24

BAR01F0009 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 2001-07-06

BAR02F0003 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 2002-07-06

BAR03F0006 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 2003-07-06

BAR04F0005 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 2004-06-16

BAR05F0003 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 2005-08-01

BAR06F0011 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 2006-07-28

BAR08F0004 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA 2008-06-13

BAR09F0003 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA 2009-07-08

BAR97F0002 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 1997-06-11

BAR98F0003 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 1998-06-25

BAR99F0002 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 1999-07-15

BIO91R0001 BIOSYSTEMS ANALYSIS, INC. - "DRAFT BURROWING OWL MANAGEMENT PLAN, SAN JOSE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT" 1991-11-
XX
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Sources:

BAR01F0005 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA (BURROW SITE) 2001-07-01

BAR09F0009 BARCLAY, J. (ALBION ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ATHENE CUNICULARIA 2009-06-26

Map Index Number: 46956 EO Index: 46956

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ABNSB10010

Occurrence Number: 428 Occurrence Last Updated: 2009-12-23

Scientific Name: Athene cunicularia Common Name: burrowing owl

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: Candidate Endangered

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_LC-Least Concern
USFWS_BCC-Birds of Conservation Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

OPEN, DRY ANNUAL OR PERENNIAL GRASSLANDS, DESERTS, AND 
SCRUBLANDS CHARACTERIZED BY LOW-GROWING VEGETATION.

SUBTERRANEAN NESTER, DEPENDENT UPON BURROWING 
MAMMALS, MOST NOTABLY, THE CALIFORNIA GROUND SQUIRREL.

Last Date Observed: 2001-07-01 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2009-06-26 Occurrence Rank: Poor

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Decreasing

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SOUTH SIDE OF DEVCON COURT, NEAR N 1ST STREET & HWY 101, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

BURROWS LOCATED UNDER THE SIDEWALK ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF DEVCON COURT.

Ecological:

HABITAT CONSISTS OF MIXED RUDERAL VEGETATION ON A FLAT, VACANT SITE (ABOUT 7 HECTARES) SURROUNDED BY BUSSINESS PARKS 
AND HIGH VOLUME ROADS. SITE QUALITY = FAIR TO POOR.

Threats:

THREATENED BY DISKING / SCRAPING FOR FIRE CONTROL & FERAL ANIMALS. ROAD IN PLACE FOR POTENTIAL FUTURE DEVELOPMENT.

General:

4 ADULTS & 4 JUVENILES OBSERVED USING 2 BURROWS DURING MONITORING FROM 17 APR - 4 SEP 2001. 2 OWLS FOUND DEAD IN JUL 2001, 
LIKELY KILLED BY FERAL ANIMALS. 2 ADULTS OBS 12 JUN 2008. NO OWLS OBS ON 5, 10, & 26 JUN 2009.

PLSS: T06S, R01W, Sec. 36, NE (M) Accuracy: 80 meters Area (acres): 0

40Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.37336 / -121.91451UTM: Zone-10 N4136845 E596109

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Map Index Number: A8474 EO Index: 110256

Key Quad: Santa Teresa Hills (3712127) Element Code: AFCHA0209G

Occurrence Number: 44 Occurrence Last Updated: 2018-03-29

Scientific Name: Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus pop. 8 Common Name: steelhead - central California coast DPS

Listing Status: Federal: Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G5T3Q

State: S3

Other Lists: AFS_TH-Threatened
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

DPS INCLUDES ALL NATURALLY SPAWNED POPULATIONS OF 
STEELHEAD (AND THEIR PROGENY) IN STREAMS FROM THE RUSSIAN 
RIVER TO APTOS CREEK, SANTA CRUZ COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 
(INCLUSIVE). ALSO INCLUDES THE DRAINAGES OF SAN FRANCISCO 
AND SAN PABLO BAYS.

�

Last Date Observed: 2017-06-27 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2017-06-27 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Decreasing

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

GUADALUPE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES.

Detailed Location:

TRIBS SUPPORTING STEELHEAD: ALAMITOS, GUADALUPE, HICKS, LOS GATOS, & PHEASANT CREEKS. O. MYKISS FOUND ABOVE MAJOR 
BARRIERS ARE RESIDENT RAINBOWS (EG. IN AUSTRIAN GULCH, BARRETT, HERBERT, HOOKER GULCH CKS; & ABOVE VASONA DAM IN LOS 
GATOS).

Ecological:

HISTORICALLY LIMITED-SIZE RUN; PERSISTS AT LOW LEVELS. SPAWNING DOCUMENTED IN GUADALUPE AS RECENTLY AS 1993, LOS GATOS 
IN 1998, PHEASANT & HICKS IN 1958. LADDER BUILT @ GUADALUPE DAM IN 2000. CALERO RECENTLY RE-OPENED TO ANADROMY.

Threats:

AGRICULTURAL DIVERSIONS, DAMS BUILT IN 1960S, CHANNEL MODIFICATION (BAD & GOOD)

General:

REPORTEDLY, FIRST DOCUMENTED IN GUADALUPE RIVER IN 1700S & AGAIN IN 1905. OBSERVED IN GUADALUPE AS RECENTLY AS 2004 AND 
LOS GATOS IN 2001 (RESIDENT TROUT IN 2005). 3 JUVENILES OBS IN ALAMITOS CREEK, MAY-JUN 2017.

PLSS: T08S, R01E, Sec. 9 (M) Accuracy: non-specific area Area (acres): 5,157

190Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.24384 / -121.87313UTM: Zone-10 N4122518 E599945

Santa Clara Santa Teresa Hills (3712127), Los Gatos (3712128), San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West 
(3712138), Milpitas (3712148)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

AND18D0001 ANDERSEN, J. ET AL. - POINT SHAPEFILE FOR SPECIAL STATUS ANIMAL SPECIES DETECTED ON MIDPENINSULA REGIONAL 
OPEN SPACE DISTRICT PRESERVES OR SURROUNDING LANDS 2018-XX-XX

ANO99U0004 ANONYMOUS - WILDLIFE OBSERVATIONS ALONG SANTA CLARA COUNTY WATERWAYS BETWEEN 23 APR 1997 AND 22 MAR 
1999. 1999-03-22

HAG05U0001 HAGAR, J. & N. KAWAMOTO - UNPUBLISHED COLLECTION RECORDS FOR STEELHEAD/RAINBOW TROUT. 2005-XX-XX

LEI05R0001 LEIDY, R. ET AL. - HISTORICAL DISTRIBUTION AND CURRENT STATUS OF STEELHEAD/RAINBOW TROUT (ONCORHYNCHUS 
MYKISS) IN STREAMS OF THE SAN FRANCISCO ESTUARY, CALIFORNIA; SANTA CLARA COUNTY 2005-XX-XX

MCL17F0001 MCLEAN, K. ET AL. - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ONCORHYNCHUS MYKISS IRIDEUS POP. 8 2017-05-23

MCL17F0004 MCLEAN, K. ET AL. - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ONCORHYNCHUS MYKISS IRIDEUS POP. 8 2017-06-27

NOA05D0001 NOAA-NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE - CENTRAL CALIFORNIA COAST STEELHEAD DATABASE. 2005-XX-XX

REM00R0001 REMINGTON, E. - GLIMPSES OF MAGIC: NATURAL HISTORY EXPLORATIONS IN THE SIERRA AZUL. 2000-07-XX

SNY05A0001 SNYDER, J. - NOTES ON THE FISHES OF THE STREAMS FLOWING INTO SAN FRANCISCO BAY, CALIFORNIA. REPORT OF THE 
COMMISSIONER OF FISHERIES 1904: 327-338. 1905-XX-XX
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Sources:

MAN04S0029 MAMMAL NETWORKED INFORMATION SYSTEM (MANIS) - PRINTOUT OF LASIURUS CINEREUS SPECIMENS FOR CALIFORNIA 
FROM MANIS. INCLUDES RECORDS FROM MVZ, CAS, MSB, LSU, KU, LACM, UWBM, FMNH AND TTU. 2004-12-10

Map Index Number: 68531 EO Index: 68859

Key Quad: Los Gatos (3712128) Element Code: AMACC05032

Occurrence Number: 96 Occurrence Last Updated: 2007-03-19

Scientific Name: Lasiurus cinereus Common Name: hoary bat

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3G4

State: S4

Other Lists: IUCN_LC-Least Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

PREFERS OPEN HABITATS OR HABITAT MOSAICS, WITH ACCESS TO 
TREES FOR COVER AND OPEN AREAS OR HABITAT EDGES FOR 
FEEDING.

ROOSTS IN DENSE FOLIAGE OF MEDIUM TO LARGE TREES. FEEDS 
PRIMARILY ON MOTHS. REQUIRES WATER.

Last Date Observed: 1988-11-15 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1988-11-15 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

LOS GATOS.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED ACCORDING TO LAT/LONG COORDINATES PROVIDED BY MANIS, WITH UNCERTAINTY OF 3288.688 M.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

1 FEMALE SPECIMEN (MVZ #182427) COLLECTED BY WILLIAM E. RAINEY ON 15 NOV 1988.

PLSS: T08S, R01W, Sec. 10 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.24691 / -121.96088UTM: Zone-10 N4122769 E592158

Santa Clara Los Gatos (3712128), San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

MAN04S0029 MAMMAL NETWORKED INFORMATION SYSTEM (MANIS) - PRINTOUT OF LASIURUS CINEREUS SPECIMENS FOR CALIFORNIA 
FROM MANIS. INCLUDES RECORDS FROM MVZ, CAS, MSB, LSU, KU, LACM, UWBM, FMNH AND TTU. 2004-12-10

Map Index Number: 68532 EO Index: 68861

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: AMACC05032

Occurrence Number: 98 Occurrence Last Updated: 2007-03-19

Scientific Name: Lasiurus cinereus Common Name: hoary bat

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3G4

State: S4

Other Lists: IUCN_LC-Least Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

PREFERS OPEN HABITATS OR HABITAT MOSAICS, WITH ACCESS TO 
TREES FOR COVER AND OPEN AREAS OR HABITAT EDGES FOR 
FEEDING.

ROOSTS IN DENSE FOLIAGE OF MEDIUM TO LARGE TREES. FEEDS 
PRIMARILY ON MOTHS. REQUIRES WATER.

Last Date Observed: 1990-12-04 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1990-12-04 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED ACCORDING TO LAT/LONG COORDINATES PROVIDED BY MANIS, WITH UNCERTAINTY OF 16093.44 M.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

1 FEMALE SPECIMEN (MVZ #182428) COLLECTED BY WILLIAM E. RAINEY ON 4 DEC 1990.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 17 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.32404 / -121.89103UTM: Zone-10 N4131397 E598252

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

MAN04S0029 MAMMAL NETWORKED INFORMATION SYSTEM (MANIS) - PRINTOUT OF LASIURUS CINEREUS SPECIMENS FOR CALIFORNIA 
FROM MANIS. INCLUDES RECORDS FROM MVZ, CAS, MSB, LSU, KU, LACM, UWBM, FMNH AND TTU. 2004-12-10

Map Index Number: 28363 EO Index: 68862

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: AMACC05032

Occurrence Number: 99 Occurrence Last Updated: 2007-03-19

Scientific Name: Lasiurus cinereus Common Name: hoary bat

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3G4

State: S4

Other Lists: IUCN_LC-Least Concern

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

PREFERS OPEN HABITATS OR HABITAT MOSAICS, WITH ACCESS TO 
TREES FOR COVER AND OPEN AREAS OR HABITAT EDGES FOR 
FEEDING.

ROOSTS IN DENSE FOLIAGE OF MEDIUM TO LARGE TREES. FEEDS 
PRIMARILY ON MOTHS. REQUIRES WATER.

Last Date Observed: 1893-05-01 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1893-05-01 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SANTA CLARA.

Detailed Location:

EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN. MAPPED AS BEST ESTIMATE CENTERED ON SANTA CLARA.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

LACM #1373 COLLECTED BY J.M. HYDE ON 1 MAY 1893.

PLSS: T07S, R01W, Sec. 02 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.34871 / -121.94696UTM: Zone-10 N4134077 E593267

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

CON43S0003 CONSTANTINE, D. - LACM #69485-69487, 69525 1943-04-24

CON43S0004 CONSTANTINE, D. - UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA MUSEUM #3447 1943-04-24

COW35S0001 COWAN, I. - MVZ #M017230, M017231, M000067-M000069 UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA BEATY BIODIVERSITY MUSEUM 
#M017229 1935-05-13

STA42S0002 STAGER, K. - LACM #8920 1942-03-22

Map Index Number: 66585 EO Index: 93484

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: AMACC08010

Occurrence Number: 418 Occurrence Last Updated: 2014-05-13

Scientific Name: Corynorhinus townsendii Common Name: Townsend's big-eared bat

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_LC-Least Concern
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

THROUGHOUT CALIFORNIA IN A WIDE VARIETY OF HABITATS. MOST 
COMMON IN MESIC SITES.

ROOSTS IN THE OPEN, HANGING FROM WALLS AND CEILINGS. 
ROOSTING SITES LIMITING. EXTREMELY SENSITIVE TO HUMAN 
DISTURBANCE.

Last Date Observed: 1943-04-24 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1943-04-24 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN. MAPPED IN THE GENERAL VICINITY OF SAN JOSE.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

1935: 1 FEMALE 10 MAY (UBCBBM #M000069), 4 FEMALES & 1 MALE 13 MAY (MVZ #M000067, M000068, M017230, M017231, UBCBBM #M00069, 
M017229). 1942: 1 FEMALE 22 MAR (LACM #8920). 1943: 5 COLLECTED 24 APR (UAM #3447, LACM #69485-69487,69525).

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

90Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33910 / -121.89534UTM: Zone-10 N4133063 E597851

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

MAN04S0028 MAMMAL NETWORKED INFORMATION SYSTEM (MANIS) - PRINTOUT OF ANTROZOUS PALLIDUS SPECIMEN RECORDS FROM 
MANIS. INCLUDES RECORDS FROM MVZ, CAS, KU, UWBM, UMNH, LACM, MSB, FMNH, TTU, MSU. 2004-12-09

Map Index Number: 66585 EO Index: 66722

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: AMACC10010

Occurrence Number: 255 Occurrence Last Updated: 2006-10-04

Scientific Name: Antrozous pallidus Common Name: pallid bat

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4

State: S3

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_LC-Least Concern
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

DESERTS, GRASSLANDS, SHRUBLANDS, WOODLANDS AND FORESTS. 
MOST COMMON IN OPEN, DRY HABITATS WITH ROCKY AREAS FOR 
ROOSTING.

ROOSTS MUST PROTECT BATS FROM HIGH TEMPERATURES. VERY 
SENSITIVE TO DISTURBANCE OF ROOSTING SITES.

Last Date Observed: 1943-04-24 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1943-04-24 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN. MAPPED IN THE GENERAL VICINITY OF SAN JOSE.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

5 FEMALES COLLECTED BY STAGER 14 & 23 APR 1942, LACM #8922-8926. 5 MALES & 5 FEMALES COLLECTED 14 APR, 6, 13, 20 & 26 MAY 1942, 
LACM #69449, 11659-11667, 3 MALE, 1 FEMALE & 1 UNK. COLLECTED 24 APR 1943, LACM #69528-69531, BY CONSTANTINE.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

90Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33910 / -121.89534UTM: Zone-10 N4133063 E597851

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

GRI22A0001 GRINNELL, J. - A GEOGRAPHICAL STUDY OF THE KANGAROO RATS OF CALIFORNIA. UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 
PUBLICATIONS IN ZOOLOGY 24(1):1-124. 1922-XX-XX

HYD92S0001 HYDE, J. - CAS #19215 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE 1892-06-XX

Map Index Number: 37885 EO Index: 133656

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: AMAFD03065

Occurrence Number: 2 Occurrence Last Updated: 2024-11-25

Scientific Name: Dipodomys heermanni goldmani Common Name: Salinas kangaroo rat

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G4T2T3

State: S2S3

Other Lists:

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

OPEN AREAS IN THE VICINITY OF THE NORTHEN PORTION OF THE 
SALINAS VALLEY, IN SAN BENITO, MONTEREY AND AND SANTA CLARA 
COUNTIES.

NEEDS FINE, DEEP, WELL-DRAINED SOIL FOR BURROWING.

Last Date Observed: 1892-06-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1892-06-XX Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Extirpated

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

COLLECTION LOCALITY ONLY DESCRIBED AS SAN JOSE.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

THIS OCCURRENCE IS KNOWN FROM A COLLECTION MADE IN 1892. MOST OF THIS AREA HAS BEEN DEVELOPED SINCE THAT TIME. 
OCCURRENCE IS PRESUMED EXTIRPATED.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

85Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33789 / -121.89131UTM: Zone-10 N4132933 E598210

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

LEA16F0002 LEAL, C. ET AL. - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR NEOTOMA FUSCIPES ANNECTENS 2016-09-01

Map Index Number: A3926 EO Index: 105586

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: AMAFF08082

Occurrence Number: 17 Occurrence Last Updated: 2017-03-10

Scientific Name: Neotoma fuscipes annectens Common Name: San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G5T2T3

State: S2S3

Other Lists:

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

FOREST HABITATS OF MODERATE CANOPY AND MODERATE TO 
DENSE UNDERSTORY. MAY PREFER CHAPARRAL AND REDWOOD 
HABITATS.

CONSTRUCTS NESTS OF SHREDDED GRASS, LEAVES AND OTHER 
MATERIAL. MAY BE LIMITED BY AVAILABILITY OF NEST-BUILDING 
MATERIALS.

Last Date Observed: 2016-09-01 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2016-09-01 Occurrence Rank: Good

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SARATOGA CREEK, JUST NORTHWEST OF THE INTERSECTION OF BOLLINGER RD AND LAWRENCE EXPY (COUNTY ROUTE G2) IN CUPERTINO.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED TO PROVIDED COORDINATES.

Ecological:

RIPARIAN CORRIDOR WITH RECREATIONAL TRAIL, SURROUNDED BY URBAN RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT. NEST UNDER ELDERBERRY BUSH.

Threats:

General:

LARGE STICK NEST WITH SIGN (FRESH SCAT AND GNAWING) OBSERVED ON 1 SEP 2016.

PLSS: T07S, R01W, Sec. 20, NW (M) Accuracy: 80 meters Area (acres): 5

190Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.31063 / -121.99686UTM: Zone-10 N4129804 E588892

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

ABE97F0001 ABEL, J. (SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ACTINEMYS (=EMYS) MARMORATA 1997-03-11

Map Index Number: 62431 EO Index: 62468

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ARAAD02031

Occurrence Number: 701 Occurrence Last Updated: 2005-08-30

Scientific Name: Actinemys marmorata Common Name: northwestern pond turtle

Listing Status: Federal: Proposed Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: SNR

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

� �

Last Date Observed: 1997-03-11 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1997-03-11 Occurrence Rank: Fair

Owner/Manager: SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DIST Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

GUADALUPE RIVER, VICINITY OF ALMADEN EXPRESSWAY UPSTREAM TO THE BRANHAM LANE CROSSING, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

Ecological:

HABITAT CONSISTS OF AN URBAN STREAM WITH ENGINEERED BANKS IN SOME REACHES; DOMINATED BY STREAMSIDE RIPARIAN, 
EMERGENT VEGETATION, AND RUDERAL VEGETATION.

Threats:

PRESENCE OF EXOTIC PREDATORS AND COMPETITORS (FISHES, BULLFROGS, AND TURTLES) AND LACK OF OVERWINTERING/NESTING 
AREAS.

General:

3 ADULTS OBSERVED DURING SALMON REDD SURVEYS ON 11 MAR 1997.

PLSS: T08S, R01E, Sec. 05 (M) Accuracy: specific area Area (acres): 23

160Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.26934 / -121.87861UTM: Zone-10 N4125341 E599425

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

CAR12F0055 CARPENTER, S. (H.T. HARVEY AND ASSOCIATES) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR EMYS MARMORATA 2012-05-15

INA20U0310 INATURALIST & G. LAU - OBSERVATION 63358200 FROM HTTP://WWW.INATURALIST.ORG. ACCESSED 2023-07-13. 2020-10-23

INA21U0297 INATURALIST & J. SCHARPEN - OBSERVATION 93101874 FROM HTTP://WWW.INATURALIST.ORG. ACCESSED 2023-07-13. 2021-08
-29

JEN99R0002 JENNINGS, M. ET AL. (H.T. HARVEY AND ASSOCIATES) - SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT WESTERN POND TURTLE 
DISTRIBUTION AND STATUS 1999 1999-12-03

Map Index Number: B9158 EO Index: 124351

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ARAAD02031

Occurrence Number: 1614 Occurrence Last Updated: 2023-08-09

Scientific Name: Actinemys marmorata Common Name: northwestern pond turtle

Listing Status: Federal: Proposed Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: SNR

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

� �

Last Date Observed: 2021-08-29 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2021-08-29 Occurrence Rank: Fair

Owner/Manager: SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DIST Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

CAMPDEN PONDS, LOS GATOS CREEK PARK, WEST OF LOS GATOS CREEK, 0.2 TO 0.5 MILES SW OF CAMPDEN AVE, CAMPBELL.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED TO LOS GATOS/OKA PERCOLATION PONDS BASED ON 2012-2021 DETECTION LOCATIONS. 1995 LOCALITY: "LOS GATOS CREEK PARK 
ADJACENT TO THE PERCOLATION PONDS BETWEEN HWY 85 & CAMDEN AVE," JENNINGS (1999) MAP KEY #65.

Ecological:

POND HAD SMALL ISLAND WITH LOGS FOR BASKING (2012). PERCOLATION PONDS ADJACENT TO LOS GATOS CREEK, SURROUNDED BY 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT.

Threats:

CAPTURE, MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES, BIKE TRAFFIC, PETS, URBAN-ASSOCIATED PREDATORS (2012). RED-EARED SLIDERS PRESENT.

General:

DETECTED ON 23 SEP 1995. 9 ADULTS OBSERVED BASKING ON 15 MAY 2012. 1 ADULT OBSERVED ON 12 JUN 2012. 1 OBSERVED 23 OCT 2020. 1 
OBSERVED 29 AUG 2021.

PLSS: T08S, R01W, Sec. 3, NE (M) Accuracy: specific area Area (acres): 31

229Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.26643 / -121.95151UTM: Zone-10 N4124945 E592966

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

HER16D0001 HERP, INC. - HERPETOLOGICAL EDUCATION AND RESEARCH PROJECT (HERP) DATABASE. FORMERLY A PROJECT OF THE 
NORTH AMERICAN FIELD HERPING ASSOCIATION. 2016-10-11

INA15U0075 INATURALIST & J. MAUGHN - OBSERVATION 1370277 FROM HTTP://WWW.INATURALIST.ORG. ACCESSED 2023-07-14. 2015-04-05

JEN99R0002 JENNINGS, M. ET AL. (H.T. HARVEY AND ASSOCIATES) - SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT WESTERN POND TURTLE 
DISTRIBUTION AND STATUS 1999 1999-12-03

Map Index Number: B9159 EO Index: 124352

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ARAAD02031

Occurrence Number: 1615 Occurrence Last Updated: 2023-07-20

Scientific Name: Actinemys marmorata Common Name: northwestern pond turtle

Listing Status: Federal: Proposed Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: SNR

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

� �

Last Date Observed: 2015-04-05 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2015-04-05 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DIST Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

ALONG LOS GATOS CREEK ABOUT 0.2 TO 0.6 MILES SW OF THE E CAMPBELL AVE CROSSING, CAMPBELL.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED TO INCLUDE 2 DIFFERENT SETS OF COORDINATES PROVIDED FOR A SINGLE 2015 DETECTION. 1995 DETECTION IN "LOS GATOS 
CREEK, BETWEEN CAMPBELL AVE AND CAMDEN AVE" ATTRIBUTED HERE (JENNINGS 1999, MAP KEY #64).

Ecological:

RIPARIAN HABITAT ALONG CREEK SURROUNDED BY URBAN DEVELOPMENT.

Threats:

RED-EARED SLIDERS ALSO PRESENT.

General:

DETECTED IN VICINITY ON 7 SEP 1995. 1 OBSERVED AND PHOTOGRAPHED ON 5 APR 2015.

PLSS: T07S, R01W, Sec. 35, NW (M) Accuracy: non-specific area Area (acres): 63

172Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.28336 / -121.94165UTM: Zone-10 N4126832 E593818

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

JAN20F0001 JANKOVITZ, J. (SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR EMYS MARMORATA 2020-11-03

Map Index Number: B9160 EO Index: 124353

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ARAAD02031

Occurrence Number: 1616 Occurrence Last Updated: 2023-08-04

Scientific Name: Actinemys marmorata Common Name: northwestern pond turtle

Listing Status: Federal: Proposed Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: SNR

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

� �

Last Date Observed: 2020-11-03 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2020-11-03 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: SCL COUNTY Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

ALONG LOS GATOS CREEK BETWEEN THE CROSSINGS OF CREEKSIDE WAY AND HIGHWAY 17, CAMPBELL.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED TO PROVIDED COORDINATES.

Ecological:

BASKING SITES ON SMALL WOODY MATERIAL IN STREAM SURROUNDED BY URBAN DEVELOPMENT. SURVEY WAS BEING CONDUCTED FOR 
SITE ASSESSMENT FOR DEBRIS REMOVAL.

Threats:

RED-EARED SLIDERS ALSO PRESENT.

General:

1 ADULT OBSERVED BASKING ON 3 NOV 2020.

PLSS: T07S, R01W, Sec. 26, SE (M) Accuracy: 80 meters Area (acres): 5

153Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.29133 / -121.93459UTM: Zone-10 N4127723 E594435

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

ALL11F0013 ALLEY, D. (D.W. ALLEY AND ASSOCIATES) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR EMYS MARMORATA 2011-08-02

Map Index Number: B9161 EO Index: 124354

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ARAAD02031

Occurrence Number: 1617 Occurrence Last Updated: 2023-07-14

Scientific Name: Actinemys marmorata Common Name: northwestern pond turtle

Listing Status: Federal: Proposed Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: SNR

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

� �

Last Date Observed: 2011-08-02 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2011-08-02 Occurrence Rank: Fair

Owner/Manager: PVT, SCL COUNTY Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

ALONG LOS GATOS CREEK, JUST EAST OF THE EASTERN END OF FRUITDALE AVENUE, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED TO PROVIDED COORDINATES.

Ecological:

LOW-GRADIENT, WARM (66-72 F) URBAN STREAM WITH LONG POOLS, DEEP RUNS, AND SHORT FASTWATER RIFFLES. FLASHY STREAMFLOW 
AFTER STORMS FROM URBAN RUNOFF. SURROUNDED BY URBAN DEVELOPMENT.

Threats:

POLLUTANTS FROM STREET RUNOFF, WATER DIVERSIONS & MANIPULATIONS, TRASH & PLASTIC REFUSE.

General:

1 ADULT OBSERVED ON 2 AUG 2011 DURING FISH RESCUE PRIOR TO DEWATERING FOR STREAMBANK REPAIR.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 19, NW (M) Accuracy: 80 meters Area (acres): 5

122Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.3112 / -121.9067UTM: Zone-10 N4129956 E596881

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

GID19F0002 GIDRE, S. & S. GEE (SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR EMYS MARMORATA 2019-04-08

INA23U0068 INATURALIST & H. FRIEDMAN - OBSERVATION 154916915 FROM HTTP://WWW.INATURALIST.ORG. ACCESSED 2023-07-14. 2023-
04-12

Map Index Number: B9162 EO Index: 124355

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ARAAD02031

Occurrence Number: 1618 Occurrence Last Updated: 2023-08-04

Scientific Name: Actinemys marmorata Common Name: northwestern pond turtle

Listing Status: Federal: Proposed Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: SNR

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

� �

Last Date Observed: 2023-04-12 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2023-04-12 Occurrence Rank: Fair

Owner/Manager: CITY OF SAN JOSE Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

ALONG GUADALUPE RIVER IMMEDIATELY NORTH OF THE COLEMAN AVENUE CROSSING, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

SOUTH END OF OCCURRENCE MAPPED TO 2019 DETECTION COORDINATES. NORTH END OF OCCURRENCE MAPPED TO 2023 DETECTION 
COORDINATES.

Ecological:

RIVER WITH PUBLIC PARK TO THE NORTH AND WEST, SURROUNDED BY URBAN DEVELOPMENT.

Threats:

General:

1 ADULT OBSERVED ON 8 APR 2019. 1 OBSERVED ON 12 APR 2023.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 7, NE (M) Accuracy: specific area Area (acres): 10

58Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.34209 / -121.90232UTM: Zone-10 N4133388 E597230

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

CHR13F0006 CHRISTENSEN, E. (ICF INTERNATIONAL, INC.) - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR EMYS MARMORATA 2013-05-09

Map Index Number: B9163 EO Index: 124356

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ARAAD02031

Occurrence Number: 1619 Occurrence Last Updated: 2023-07-20

Scientific Name: Actinemys marmorata Common Name: northwestern pond turtle

Listing Status: Federal: Proposed Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: SNR

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

� �

Last Date Observed: 2013-05-09 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2013-05-09 Occurrence Rank: Fair

Owner/Manager: SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DIST Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

ALONG GUADALUPE RIVER, HALFWAY BETWEEN THE CROSSINGS OF WEST TAYLOR ST AND WEST HEDDING ST, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED TO PROVIDED COORDINATES.

Ecological:

RIPARIAN WOODLAND ALONG PERENNIAL SIDE CHANNEL TO THE GUADALUPE RIVER. RIPARIAN VEGETATION INCLUDED COYOTE BRUSH, 
COTTONWOOD, ASH, AND WILLOW WITH NON-NATIVE ANNUAL GRASSLAND ON TOP OF BANKS. BIKE TRAILS & HWY 87 NEARBY.

Threats:

BULLFROGS ALSO OBSERVED. WATER POLLUTION FROM TRASH DUMPING, HOMELESS CAMPING NEARBY.

General:

1 ADULT OBSERVED ON 9 MAY 2013.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 6, SW (M) Accuracy: 80 meters Area (acres): 5

50Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.34774 / -121.90798UTM: Zone-10 N4134009 E596721

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

JEN99R0002 JENNINGS, M. ET AL. (H.T. HARVEY AND ASSOCIATES) - SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT WESTERN POND TURTLE 
DISTRIBUTION AND STATUS 1999 1999-12-03

Map Index Number: B9189 EO Index: 125387

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: ARAAD02031

Occurrence Number: 1635 Occurrence Last Updated: 2023-08-11

Scientific Name: Actinemys marmorata Common Name: northwestern pond turtle

Listing Status: Federal: Proposed Threatened Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: SNR

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

� �

Last Date Observed: 1989-07-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1989-07-XX Occurrence Rank: Poor

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

CONFLUENCE OF SARATOGA CREEK AND SAN TOMAS AQUINO CREEK, SANTA CLARA.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED GENERALLY TO CREEK CONFLUENCE BASED ON JENNINGS (1999) LOCALITY "POND AT SAN TOMAS AQUINO CREEK - SARATOGA 
CREEK" (MAP KEY #37). EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN.

Ecological:

SAN TOMAS AQUINO CREEK HAS BEEN CHANNELIZED AND PARTIALLY UNDERGROUNDED.

Threats:

General:

DETECTED BY J. BOUNDY BETWEEN JUL 1987 & JUL 1989.

PLSS: T06S, R01W, Sec. 33 (M) Accuracy: 2/5 mile Area (acres): 280

38Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.36331 / -121.96858UTM: Zone-10 N4135676 E591335

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

HEA49S0001 HEASEL, M. - LACM #92667 COLLECTED NEAR SAN JOSE 1949-08-XX

WOO41S0001 WOOL, E. - CAS-SU #9221 COLLECTED NEAR ALUM ROCK 1941-06-01

Map Index Number: A5376 EO Index: 107112

Key Quad: San Jose East (3712137) Element Code: ARACC01020

Occurrence Number: 130 Occurrence Last Updated: 2017-07-18

Scientific Name: Anniella pulchra Common Name: Northern California legless lizard

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3

State: S2S3

Other Lists: CDFW_SSC-Species of Special Concern
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

SANDY OR LOOSE LOAMY SOILS UNDER SPARSE VEGETATION. SOIL MOISTURE IS ESSENTIAL. THEY PREFER SOILS WITH A HIGH 
MOISTURE CONTENT.

Last Date Observed: 1949-08-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1949-08-XX Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Possibly Extirpated

Location:

NEAR ALUM ROCK AND SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

PROVIDED LOCATION INFORMATION WAS NEAR ALUM ROCK (1941) AND NEAR SAN JOSE (1949). MAPPED NON-SPECIFICALLY AS A 5-MILE 
RADIUS CIRCLE CENTERED BETWEEN DOWNTOWN ALUM ROCK AND DOWNTOWN SAN JOSE WITH RESPECT TO 1950S MAPS.

Ecological:

HISTORICALLY THESE CITIES WERE SURROUNDED BY AGRICULTURE & ORCHARDS; PRESENTLY DEVELOPED AS RESIDENTIAL, RETAIL, & 
COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS WITH EXTENSIVE ROADS. THE 1941 COLLECTION NEAR ALUM ROCK WAS FOUND BY A FARMER PLOWING IN SANDY 
LOAM.

Threats:

DEVELOPMENT.

General:

ONE WAS COLLECTED ON 1 JUN 1941 NEAR ALUM ROCK, AND ONE WAS COLLECTED IN AUG 1949 NEAR SAN JOSE.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 4 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 49,683

90Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.34989 / -121.86167UTM: Zone-10 N4134296 E600820

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)
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Sources:

ANO06S0004 ANONYMOUS - EMEC #JPS18958 & JPS21077 FROM SAN JOSE 1906-09-18

ANO06S0005 ANONYMOUS - EMEC #JPS21107 & JPS21116 FROM SAN JOSE 1906-09-11

ANO97S0012 ANONYMOUS - BBSL #BOMBUS4852 FROM SAN JOSE 1897-09-11

BEL59S0001 BELL, E. - AMNH BEE #96813 FROM SAN JOSE 1959-07-26

RIB55S0001 RIBBLE, D. - BBSL #OS131112 FROM SAN JOSE 1955-09-13

ROS36S0018 ROSS, E. - BBSL #JPS13390 FROM SAN JOSE 1936-04-XX

STE79S0005 STECKER, S. - BBSL #JPS3851 FROM SAN JOSE 1979-10-04

Map Index Number: 37885 EO Index: 100359

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: IIHYM24252

Occurrence Number: 254 Occurrence Last Updated: 2016-01-21

Scientific Name: Bombus occidentalis Common Name: western bumble bee

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: Candidate Endangered

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3

State: S1

Other Lists: IUCN_VU-Vulnerable
USFS_S-Sensitive

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

ONCE COMMON AND WIDESPREAD, SPECIES HAS DECLINED 
PRECIPITOUSLY FROM CENTRAL CA TO SOUTHERN B.C., PERHAPS 
FROM DISEASE.

�

Last Date Observed: 1979-10-01 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1979-10-01 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN. MAPPED BY CNDDB CENTERED ON THE CITY OF SAN JOSE.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

COLLECTIONS FROM 1897, 1906, 1936, 1955, 1959, AND 1979.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

100Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33789 / -121.89131UTM: Zone-10 N4132933 E598210

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)
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Sources:

TOR54S0001 TORCHIO, P. - BBSL #OS130926 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE 1954-04-12

Map Index Number: 37885 EO Index: 97970

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: IIHYM24380

Occurrence Number: 133 Occurrence Last Updated: 2015-07-15

Scientific Name: Bombus caliginosus Common Name: obscure bumble bee

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2G3

State: S1S2

Other Lists: IUCN_VU-Vulnerable

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

COASTAL AREAS FROM SANTA BARBARA COUNTY NORTH TO 
WASHINGTON STATE.

FOOD PLANT GENERA INCLUDE BACCHARIS, CIRSIUM, LUPINUS, 
LOTUS, GRINDELIA AND PHACELIA.

Last Date Observed: 1954-04-12 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1954-04-12 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN. MAPPED BY CNDDB IN GENERAL VICINITY OF SAN JOSE.

Ecological:

Threats:

General:

COLLECTED 12 APR 1954.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

100Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33789 / -121.89131UTM: Zone-10 N4132933 E598210

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)
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Report Printed on Thursday, March 12, 2026

Page 32 of 40Commercial Version -- Dated March, 1 2026 -- Biogeographic Data Branch

Information Expires 9/1/2026

Occurrence Report
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database



Sources:

ALD03S0001 ALDRICH, J. - INHS #230571 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE 1903-04-15

ANO03S0007 ANONYMOUS - EMEC #554282 & 554283 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE 1903-04-15

ANO03S0008 ANONYMOUS - EMEC #554284 & 554285 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE 1903-04-02

ANO96S0007 ANONYMOUS - EMEC #554281 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE 1896-03-28

BUM21U0004 BUMBLE BEE WATCH & M. VARA - OBSERVATION 96530 ON HTTPS://WWW.BUMBLEBEEWATCH.ORG. ACCESSED 2025-03-28. 
2021-06-10

INA21U0798 INATURALIST - OBSERVATION 90749631 FROM HTTPS://WWW.INATURALIST.ORG. ACCESSED 2025-05-06. 2021-08-11

Map Index Number: 37885 EO Index: 98636

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: IIHYM24480

Occurrence Number: 23 Occurrence Last Updated: 2025-05-27

Scientific Name: Bombus crotchii Common Name: Crotch's bumble bee

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: Candidate Endangered

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: S2

Other Lists: IUCN_EN-Endangered

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

COASTAL CALIFORNIA EAST TO THE SIERRA-CASCADE CREST AND 
SOUTH INTO MEXICO.

FOOD PLANT GENERA INCLUDE ANTIRRHINUM, PHACELIA, CLARKIA, 
DENDROMECON, ESCHSCHOLZIA, AND ERIOGONUM.

Last Date Observed: 2021-08-11 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 2021-08-11 Occurrence Rank: Unknown

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Presumed Extant

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

MAPPED BY CNDDB IN THE GENERAL VICINITY OF SAN JOSE (1896, 1903) AND TO PROVIDED COORDINATES FROM 2021.

Ecological:

PHOTOGRAPHED INDIVIDUALS SEEN ON LARKSPUR.

Threats:

General:

1 FEMALE COLLECTED 28 MAR 1896. 2 FEMALES COLLECTED 2 APR 1903. 3 FEMALES COLLECTED 15 APR 1903. 1 FEMALE SEEN 10 JUN 2021. 1 
FEMALE SEEN 11 AUG 2021.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

100Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33789 / -121.89131UTM: Zone-10 N4132933 E598210

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)
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Sources:

ANONDS0379 ANONYMOUS - FMNH #115965 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE XXXX-XX-XX

ANONDS0413 ANONYMOUS - ANSP #76135 COLLECTED NEAR SAN JOSE XXXX-XX-XX

HANNDS0024 HANNIBAL, H. - OSUM #68155 COLLECTED FROM SAN JOSE XXXX-XX-XX

XERNDD0002 XERCES SOCIETY - WESTERN FRESHWATER MUSSEL DATABASE XXXX-XX-XX

Map Index Number: 37885 EO Index: 119006

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: IMBIV19010

Occurrence Number: 140 Occurrence Last Updated: 2020-08-11

Scientific Name: Gonidea angulata Common Name: western ridged mussel

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3

State: S2

Other Lists: IUCN_VU-Vulnerable

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

PRIMARILY CREEKS AND RIVERS AND LESS OFTEN LAKES. 
ORIGINALLY IN MOST OF STATE, NOW EXTIRPATED FROM CENTRAL 
AND SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA.

�

Last Date Observed: XXXX-XX-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: XXXX-XX-XX Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Possibly Extirpated

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

SPECIMENS WITH LOCALITY "SAN JOSE" OR "NEAR SAN JOSE" ATTRIBUTED HERE. EXACT COLLECTION LOCATIONS UNKNOWN.

Ecological:

Threats:

AREA HAS BEEN HIGHLY DEVELOPED SINCE PROBABLE DATES OF COLLECTION; POSSIBLY EXTIRPATED.

General:

2 COLLECTED ON UNKNOWN DATE PRIOR TO MAY 1899. 4 COLLECTED BY HANNIBAL ON UNKNOWN DATE, LIKELY PRIOR TO 1914. 3 
COLLECTED ON UNKNOWN DATE.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

85Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33789 / -121.89131UTM: Zone-10 N4132933 E598210

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

ANONDS0395 ANONYMOUS - UF #517894 COLLECTED FROM QUINTO CREEK, NEAR AGNEWS XXXX-XX-XX

HANNDS0019 HANHAM, A. - UMMZ #247553 COLLECTED FROM QUITO CREEK [SARATOGA CREEK], AGNEW XXXX-XX-XX

TAY71A0001 TAYLOR, D. & A. SMITH - HAROLD HANNIBAL (1889-1965) WITH A REVIEW OF HIS MOLLUSCAN RESEARCH. THE VELIGER 13(4): 
303-315. 1971-XX-XX

Map Index Number: B6001 EO Index: 119026

Key Quad: Milpitas (3712148) Element Code: IMBIV19010

Occurrence Number: 143 Occurrence Last Updated: 2020-08-11

Scientific Name: Gonidea angulata Common Name: western ridged mussel

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank:

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3

State: S2

Other Lists: IUCN_VU-Vulnerable

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

PRIMARILY CREEKS AND RIVERS AND LESS OFTEN LAKES. 
ORIGINALLY IN MOST OF STATE, NOW EXTIRPATED FROM CENTRAL 
AND SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA.

�

Last Date Observed: 1908-XX-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1908-XX-XX Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Possibly Extirpated

Location:

SARATOGA CREEK (FORMERLY KNOWN AS QUITO OR CAMPBELL CREEK), FROM SANTA CLARA TO THE SAN FRANCISCO BAY.

Detailed Location:

HANNIBAL (1908) WROTE THAT HE FOUND SPECIMENS IN "QUITO CREEK, OR CAMPBELLS CREEK, STA. CLARA TO S.F. BAY." HANHAM 
SPECIMEN WITH LOCALITY "SANTA CLARA, QUITO CREEK [SARATOGA CREEK], AGNEW" MAPPED HERE.

Ecological:

HANNIBAL (1908) WROTE THAT THE CREEK WAS SEASONAL ABOVE SAN JOSE, WHICH MARKED THE UPPER LIMIT OF THE MUSSEL'S 
DISTRIBUTION. DALL (1908) DESCRIBED HANNIBAL'S SPECIMENS FROM THE SOUTH BAY AS A NEW SUBSPECIES, HAROLDIANA.

Threats:

OCCURRENCE POSSIBLY/LIKELY EXTIRPATED DUE TO EXTENSIVE DEVELOPMENT IN THIS AREA.

General:

3 COLLECTED ON UNKNOWN DATES. COLLECTED BY HANNIBAL ON UNKNOWN DATE PRIOR TO 1908.

PLSS: T06S, R01W, Sec. 22 (M) Accuracy: non-specific area Area (acres): 302

27Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.3968 / -121.96825UTM: Zone-10 N4139391 E591323

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138), Milpitas (3712148)
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Sources:

MCM08S0005 MCMURPHY, J. - MCMURPHY SN DS #3441 & #518924, CAS-BOT-BC #272812 & #272805 1908-09-19

PRE98F0024 PRESTON, R. - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR CENTROMADIA PARRYI SSP. CONGDONII 1998-10-04

PRE99R0001 PRESTON, R. - PRELIMINARY REPORT ON THE CONSERVATION STATUS OF CONGDON'S SPIKEWEED (HEMIZONIA PARRYI SSP. 
CONGDONII) IN THE SOUTH AND EAST SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA AND MONTEREY COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 1999-02-23

Map Index Number: 42346 EO Index: 42346

Key Quad: San Jose East (3712137) Element Code: PDAST4R0P1

Occurrence Number: 40 Occurrence Last Updated: 2000-02-07

Scientific Name: Centromadia parryi ssp. congdonii Common Name: Congdon's tarplant

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank: 1B.1

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G3T2

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
SB_CalBG/RSABG-California/Rancho Santa Ana 
Botanic Garden

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND. ALKALINE SOILS, SOMETIMES DESCRIBED AS HEAVY WHITE CLAY. 0-
245 M.

Last Date Observed: 1908-09-19 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1998-10-04 Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Extirpated

Location:

EAST SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

EXACT LOCATION NOT KNOWN. MAPPED IN GENERAL AREA OF EASTERN SAN JOSE. TOPOGRAPHY AND SOILS OF AREA AROUND ALUM ROCK 
AVENUE AND SILVER CREEK ARE APPROPRIATE FOR C. PARRYI SSP. CONGDONII (R. PRESTON 1998).

Ecological:

Threats:

URBAN RESIDENTIAL, COMMERCIAL, AND RETAIL DEVELOPMENT HAVE ELIMINATED APPROPRIATE HABITAT.

General:

SITE BASED UPON 1908 COLLECTION BY MCMURPHY. AREA SEARCHED IN 1998 BUT HABITAT IS GONE.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 21 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

100Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.31441 / -121.86207UTM: Zone-10 N4130359 E600832

Santa Clara Santa Teresa Hills (3712127), Los Gatos (3712128), San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West 
(3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

MIC92S0003 MICHENER & BIOLETTI - MICHENER SN UC #450166 1892-XX-XX

Map Index Number: 28363 EO Index: 29537

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: PDBOR0V0B0

Occurrence Number: 4 Occurrence Last Updated: 2022-12-02

Scientific Name: Plagiobothrys glaber Common Name: hairless popcornflower

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank: 1A

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: GX

State: SX

Other Lists:

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

MEADOWS AND SEEPS, MARSHES AND SWAMPS. COASTAL SALT MARSHES AND ALKALINE MEADOWS. 5-125 M.

Last Date Observed: 1892-XX-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1892-XX-XX Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Extirpated

Location:

SANTA CLARA.

Detailed Location:

Ecological:

Threats:

DEVELOPMENT.

General:

ONLY SOURCE OF INFORMATION FOR THIS SITE IS 1892 COLLECTION BY MICHENER AND BIOLETTI.

PLSS: T07S, R01W, Sec. 02 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

80Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.34871 / -121.94696UTM: Zone-10 N4134077 E593267

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

ELM03S0056 ELMER, A. - ELMER #4816 UC #311388, POM #20406 1903-06-XX

Map Index Number: 66585 EO Index: 84579

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: PDFAB400R5

Occurrence Number: 25 Occurrence Last Updated: 2020-04-24

Scientific Name: Trifolium hydrophilum Common Name: saline clover

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank: 1B.2

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: S2

Other Lists:

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

MARSHES AND SWAMPS, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND, 
VERNAL POOLS.

MESIC, ALKALINE SITES. 1-335 M.

Last Date Observed: 1903-06-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1903-06-XX Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Extirpated

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN. MAPPED BY CNDDB IN GENERAL VICINITY OF SAN JOSE BUT COLLECTION LOCALITY IS VERY VAGUE.

Ecological:

Threats:

PRESUMABLY EXTIRPATED BY DEVELOPMENT.

General:

ONLY SOURCE OF INFORMATION FOR THIS OCCURRENCE IS A 1903 COLLECTION BY ELMER. MUCH DEVELOPMENT IN THIS AREA SINCE 
COLLECTION WAS MADE; PRESUMED EXTIRPATED.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 1 mile Area (acres): 0

Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33910 / -121.89534UTM: Zone-10 N4133063 E597851

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)

Quad Summary:County Summary:
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Sources:

CHA93F0013 CHANDIK, Z. - FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR MALACOTHAMNUS HALLII 1993-07-24

PAT76S0001 PATTON, K. - PATTON SN SJSU #8541 1976-10-20

Map Index Number: 28970 EO Index: 30509

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: PDMAL0Q0F0

Occurrence Number: 9 Occurrence Last Updated: 1997-03-19

Scientific Name: Malacothamnus hallii Common Name: Hall's bushmallow

Listing Status: Federal: None Rare Plant Rank: 1B.2

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2

State: S2

Other Lists: BLM_S-Sensitive
SB_CalBG/RSABG-California/Rancho Santa Ana 
Botanic Garden

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB. SOME POPULATIONS ON SERPENTINE. 10-735 M.

Last Date Observed: 1976-10-20 Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1993-07-24 Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Possibly Extirpated

Location:

EAST SIDE OF GUADALUPE CREEK JUST NORTH OF HIGHWAY 17, SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

25 YARDS EAST OF THE CREEK AND 200 YARDS NORTH OF THE HIGHWAY.

Ecological:

OBSERVED IN 1976 WITH BACCHARIS AND WEEDY FORBS. IN 1993 SITE VEGETATED WITH BACCHARIS, TYPHA, CAREX, POPULUS FREMONTII, 
AND WEEDY FORBS. DISTURBED CREEKBED WITH LEVEES BUILT UP ON BOTH SIDES.

Threats:

WORK ASSOCIATED WITH CREEK CHANNEL, LEVEES, ETC. MAY HAVE IMPACTED THIS SITE.

General:

SITE BASED ON A 1976 PATTON COLLECTION. CHANDIK SEARCHED THIS AREA IN 1993 BUT NO MALACOTHAMNUS WERE OBSERVED. ID OF 
COLLECTION NEEDS CONFIRMATION; M. ARCUATUS ALSO OCCURS NEARBY.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 06 (M) Accuracy: 1/5 mile Area (acres): 0

40Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.35508 / -121.91338UTM: Zone-10 N4134817 E596232

Santa Clara San Jose West (3712138)
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Sources:

PAR82S0017 PARRY - PARRY SN MO (CITED IN REV89A0001) 1882-XX-XX

REV89A0001 REVEAL, J. & C. HARDHAM - REVISION OF ANNUAL CHORIZANTHE. PHYTOLOGIA 66(2):98-198. 1989-05-XX

Map Index Number: 37885 EO Index: 41067

Key Quad: San Jose West (3712138) Element Code: PDPGN040Q2

Occurrence Number: 19 Occurrence Last Updated: 2015-08-31

Scientific Name: Chorizanthe robusta var. robusta Common Name: robust spineflower

Listing Status: Federal: Endangered Rare Plant Rank: 1B.1

State: None

CNDDB Element Ranks: Global: G2T1

State: S1

Other Lists:

General Habitat: Micro Habitat:

CISMONTANE WOODLAND, COASTAL DUNES, COASTAL SCRUB, 
CHAPARRAL.

SANDY TERRACES AND BLUFFS OR IN LOOSE SAND. 5-245 M.

Last Date Observed: 1882-XX-XX Occurrence Type: Natural/Native occurrence

Last Survey Date: 1882-XX-XX Occurrence Rank: None

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN Trend: Unknown

Presence: Possibly Extirpated

Location:

SAN JOSE.

Detailed Location:

EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN. MAPPED IN GENERAL VICINITY OF SAN JOSE.

Ecological:

Threats:

AREA HAS BEEN HIGHLY DEVELOPED SINCE ORIGINAL DATE OF COLLECTION; POSSIBLY EXTIRPATED.

General:

ONLY SOURCE OF INFORMATION FOR THIS SITE IS AN 1882 COLLECTION BY PARRY. NEEDS FIELDWORK.

PLSS: T07S, R01E, Sec. 08 (M) Accuracy: 5 miles Area (acres): 0

Elevation (feet):Latitude/Longitude: 37.33789 / -121.89131UTM: Zone-10 N4132933 E598210

Santa Clara San Jose East (3712137), San Jose West (3712138), Calaveras Reservoir (3712147), Milpitas (3712148)
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