






This page intentionally left blank 













































































https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?law
































































































































































LSA LARPD PARK S, RECREATION , AND TR A ILS MA STER PLAN 2026 
ALA M EDA COUNTY , CALIFORNI A 

INITIAL STUD Y/MITIGATED NEGATI V E DECL A RATION 

SEPTEMBER 2026 

4.16 RECREATION 

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

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

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

IZI 

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

No Impact. The purpose of the proposed Plan is to provide the people of the Livermore area with 
high-quality recreation programs and a connected system of parks, trails, recreation areas and 
facilities for now and into the future. The proposed Plan is intended to enhance the management 
and development of recreation facilities, including renovation and/or replacement of existing 
recreation facilities that are in need of repa ir. Future development envisioned under the proposed 
Plan is intended to meet the existing and future needs of the community and would not be growth­
inducing. As future development contemplated under the proposed Plan would create new and/or 
improved recreational facilities, demand on existing parks and recreational facilities would decrease, 
which would limit the extent of on-going physical deterioration on the existing facilities. Therefore, 
adoption of the proposed Plan would not result in an increase in the use of existing neighborhood 
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated. No impact would occur. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Plan evaluates the condition and capacity of the LARPD's 
existing parks and facilities, develops a strategy for maintaining these facilities, and considers how 
new parks, trails, recreational facilities and open space areas should be provided in the future. 
Chapter 5 of the proposed Plan provides a framework for maintaining existing assets, expanding 
parks, recreation, trails, and open space opportunities, and guiding future investments across the 
LARPD system and identifies potential priorities for investment. Any future physical park and facility 
improvements would be subject to separate environmental review on a project-specific basis, in 
accordance with the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, which would include an 
evaluation of site-specific impacts to recreational facilities and identification of appropriate 
mitigation as necessary to address impacts related to construction, improvement, or expansion of 
recreational facilities. Therefore, adoption of the proposed Plan would result in a less than 
significant impact related to the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. 
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4.17 TRANSPORTATION 

Less Than 
Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact 
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? □ □ ~ 

LSA 

No 
Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

a. Would the project conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As described in Section 2.2, Project Background, the proposed Plan 
builds upon other planning documents undertaken by LARPD, including the 2024 LARPD Strategic 
Plan, the 2017 LARPD Asset Management Plan and the 2016 LARPD Parks, Recreation and Trails 
Master Plan. In addition, the proposed Plan is influenced by other agency planning efforts, including 
the City of Livermore Active Transportation Plan, which includes various programs, policies, and 
network recommendations pertaining to the development of pedestrian and bicycle facilities and 
paths, and the East Bay Regional Park District Master Plan Update which seeks to improve parks, 
trails, and recreational programs and facilities within and adjacent to the Plan area. Furthermore, 
the proposed Plan supports other City and County planning efforts, including the City of Livermore 
General Plan 2024 and the East County Area Plan. The proposed Plan includes goals and policies that 
seeks to increase sustainable access to parks and recreation facilities, including providing a park 
within walking distance {0.25 to 1.0 mile) of every neighborhood, making park locations accessible 
by foot and bicycle, providing multi-modal access to parks and recreational facilities, and evaluating 
the potential for interconnected paths throughout the Plan area. Because goals and policies of the 
proposed Plan are consistent with City and County policies and regulations and support 
implementation of the City's Active Transportation Plan, the proposed Plan would not conflict with a 
program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Furthermore, any future physical park and facility improvements 
would be subject to separate environmental review on a project-specific basis, in accordance with 
the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, adoption of the proposed Plan 
would result in a less than significant impact related to conflicts with a plan, ordinance, or policy 
addressing the circulation system. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. State CEQA Guidelines §15064.3, subdivision (b) seeks to evaluate a 
project's potential impact related to its vehicle miles traveled (VMT). VMT is a measure of the total 
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amount of vehicle travel occurring on a given roadway system. VMT is a metric that accounts for the 
number of vehicle trips generated and the length or distance of those trips. VMT does not directly 
measure traffic operations; instead, VMT is a measure of transportation network use and efficiency, 
especially when expressed as a function of population (i.e., VMT per capita). Although the City of 
Livermore has not adopted VMT procedures or standards, methodology and implementation 
guidelines were adopted by the Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC) in July 2020. 

The ACTC guidelines include a screening process that describes five scenarios in which a project 
would be exempted from a VMT analysis requirement, including small projects and local serving 
projects, which would include neighborhood parks without sports fields and similar recreation 
facilities. Because the proposed Plan is a policy document and does not authorize construction of 
any physical improvements, its adoption would not result in impacts associated with VMT. In 
addition, the proposed Plan includes goals and polices that seek to reduce VMT in the Plan area 
including providing a park within walking distance (0.25 to 1.0 mile) of every neighborhood, 
providing multi-modal access to parks and recreational facilities, and implementing an 
interconnected network of parks, trails and recreation facilities. Furthermore, any future physical 
park and facility improvements would be subject to separate environmental review on a project­
specific basis, in accordance with the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, which 
would include an evaluation of potential VMT generated by proposed improvements. Therefore, 
adoption of the proposed Plan would result in a less than significant impact related to conflicts with 
State CEQA Guidelines §15064.3, subdivision (b). 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Because the proposed Plan is a policy document and does not 
authorize construction of any physical improvements, its adoption would not increase hazards due to 
a geometric design feature or incompatible use. Future development envisioned under the proposed 
Plan would generally be developed within existing LARPD facilities or on lands designated for parks, 
public facilities, or open space uses. New recreation facilities would need to adhere to the 
established LARPD design guidelines, which encourage linking parks to the multi-use trail system to 
facilitate safe, non-vehicular access, and designing parks so they are easily accessible from the 
adjacent neighborhoods. The design standards for multi-use trails would encourage sufficient right­
of-way width to allow separation of varied uses and for signalized and/or signed crossings when 
appropriate. Furthermore, any future physical park and facility improvements would be subject to 
separate environmental review on a project-specific basis, in accordance with the provisions of CEQA 
and the State CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, adoption of the proposed Plan would result in a less than 
significant impact related to an increase in hazards due to a geometric design feature or 
incompatible use, and no mitigation is required. 

d. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Because the proposed Plan is a policy document and does not 
authorize construction of any physical improvements, its adoption would not result in inadequate 
emergency access. Future development envisioned under the proposed Plan would include 
replacement/reconstruction of existing facilities (e.g., playgrounds, irrigation systems), construction 
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