COUNTY OF SAN MATEO, PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

A notice, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended (Public
Resources Code 21,000, et seq.), that the following project: Crabtree Single-Family
Residential Addition when adopted and implemented, will not have a significant impact on
the environment.

FILE NO.: PLN 2021-00011 POSTING
" ONLY
OWNER: Gerald Crabtree
NOV 2 3 2022

APPLICANT: Daniel Spiegel

NAME OF PERSON UNDERTAKING THE PROJECT OR RECEIVING THE PROJECT
APPROVAL (IF DIFFERENT FROM APPLICANT):

ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NO.: 081-100-110
LOCATION: 7 Durham Road, San Gregorio

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Resource Management-Coastal Zone, Grading, and Coastal Development Permits (CDP) to
allow for the alteration/addition to an existing 2,981 sq. ft. house. The project includes
construction of a new 2,308 sq. ft. basement, new 2,010 sq. ft. second floor and roof
terrace, one attached trellis structure to the existing main house, and modification to an
existing patio. The project will involve 1,065 cubic yards grading and the removal of one
tree greater than 12-inch in diameter. The CDP is not appealable to the CA Coastal
Commission.

FINDINGS AND BASIS FOR A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The Current Planning Section has reviewed the initial study for the project and based upon
substantial evidence in the record, finds that:

1. The project will not adversely affect water or air quality or increase noise levels
substantially.

2. The project will not have adverse impacts on the flora or fauna of the area.
3.  The project will not degrade the aesthetic quality of the area.

4.  The project will not have adverse impacts on traffic or land use.



5.

In addition, the project will not:

a. Create impacts which have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment.

b. Create impacts which achieve short-term to the disadvantage of long-term
environmental goals.

c.  Create impacts for a project which are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable:s

corb
LRy

d. Create'éh\‘liironmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human _bpiqgs, either directly or indirectly.

The County of San Mateo has, therefore, determined that the environmental impact of the
project is insignificant.

MITIGATION MEASURES included in the project to avoid potentially significant effects:

Mitigation Measure 1: The applicant shall submit a plan to the Planning and Building
Department prior to the issuance of any building permit that, at a minimum, includes the “Basic
Construction Mitigations Measures” as listed in Table 8-2 of the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines
(May 2017). These measures shall be implemented prior to beginning any ground disturbance
and shall be maintained for the duration of the project activities:

a.

All exposed surfaces {e.g., parking dreas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and
unpaved access road) shall be watered two times per day.

~ All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off-site shall be covered.

All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent paved roads shall 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 shall be limited to 15 mph.

Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment or vehicles off when not in use
or reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California Airborne
Toxics Control Measure Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of Regulations [CCR]).
Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at all access points.

All construction-equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturers specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified mechanic and
determined to be running in proper condition prior to operation.

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



Mitigation Measure 2: Prior to issuance of the building permit and/or commencement to any
project related activities the applicant shall provide a study of the project site completed by a
qualified professional archaegologist. Any measures recommended by the archaeologist shall be
implemented for the duration of the project.

Mitigation Measure 3: In the event that unanticipated cultural resources are exposed during
ground disturbance activities, work within 15 meters (50 feet) of the find must stop and a
Secretary of the Interior qualified archaeologist, must be notified immediately. Work may not
resume until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the significance of the find. [f the discovery
proves significant, additional work such as archaeological testing, data recovery, or tribal
consultation may be warranted.

Mitigation Measure 4: Although not anticipated, there remains the potential for the inadvertent
discovery of human remains during ground-disturbing activities. State of California Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the county
coroner has made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98.
The San Mateo County coroner must be notified of the find immediately. If concentrations of
prehistoric or historic-era materials are encountered during project activities, all work in the
immediate vicinity shall cease until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the finds and make
recommendations.

Mitigation Measure §: Prior to commencement of the project, the applicant shall submit to the
Planning Department for review and approval an erosion and sediment control plan that shows
how the transport and discharge of soil and pollutants from and within the project site shall be
minimized. The plan shall be designed to minimize potential sources of sediment, control the
amount of runoff and its ability to carry sediment by diverting incoming flows and impeding
internally generated flows, and retain sediment that is picked up on the project site through the
use of sediment-capturing devices. The plan shall also [imit application, generation, and
migration of toxic substances, ensure the proper storage and disposal of toxic materials, and
apply nutrients at rates necessary to establish and maintain vegetation without causing
significant nutrient runcff to surface waters. Said plan shall adhere to the San Mateo County
Wide Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program “General Construction and Site Supervision
Guidelines,” including:

a.  Sequence construction to install sediment-capturing devices first, followed by runoff
control measures and runoff conveyances. No construction activities shall begin until after
all proposed measures are in place.

b.  Minimize the area of bare soil exposed at one time (phased grading).

c. Clear only areas essential for project activities.

d.  Within five days of clearing or inactivity, stabilize bare soils through either non-vegetative
BMPs, such as mulching, or vegetative erosion control methods such as seeding.

Vegetative erosion control shall be established within two weeks of seeding/planting.

e. Project site entrances shall be stabilized immediately after grading and frequently
maintained to prevent erosion and control dust.

f. Control wind-born dust through the installation of wind barriers such as hay bales and/or
sprinkling.



Soil and/or other construction-related material stockpiled on-site shall be placed a
minimum of 200 feet from all wetlands and drain courses. Stockpiled soils shall be
covered with tarps at all times of the year.

Intercept runoff above disturbed slopes and convey it to a permanent channel or storm
drains by using earth dikes, perimeter dikes or swales, or diversions. Use check dams
where appropriate.

Provide protection for runoff conveyance outlets by reducing flow velocity and dissipating
flow energy.

Install storm drain inlet protection that traps sediment before it enters any adjacent storm
sewer systems. This barrier shall consist of filter fabric, straw bales, gravel, or sandbags.

Install sediment traps/basins at outlets of diversions, channels, slope drains, or other
runoff conveyances that discharge sediment-laden water. Sediment traps/ basins shall be
cleaned out when 50 percent full {by volume).

Use silt fence and/or vegetated filter strips to trap sediment contained in sheet flow. The
maximum drainage area to the fence should be 0.5-acre or less per 100 feet of fence. Silt
fences shall be inspected regularly, and sediment removed when it reaches 1/3 the fence
height. Vegetated filter strips should have relatively flat slopes and be vegetated with
erosion resistant species.

Utilize coir fabric/netting on sloped graded areas to provide a reduction in water velocity,
erosive areas, habitat protection, and topsoil stabilization.

Throughout the construction period, the applicant shall conduct regular inspections of the
condition and operational status of all structural BMPs required by the approved Erosion
Control Plan.

Mitigation Measure 6: The applicant shall implement the following basic construction

measures at all times:

a.

Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in use or
reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California Airborne
Toxic Control Measure Title13, Section 2485 of California Code of Regulations [CCR]).
Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at all access points.

All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturer's specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified visible
emissions evaluator.

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

Mitigation Measure 7: The applicant shall implement erosion control measures prior to the

beginning of grading or construction operations. Such activities shall not commence until the
associated building permit for the project has been issued.



Mitigation Measure 8: The project shall include water runoff prevention measures for the
operation and maintenance of the project for the review and approval by the Community
Development Director. The project shall identify best management practices (BMPs)
appropriate to the uses conducted on-site to effectively prohibit the discharge of pollutants with
stormwater runoff and other water runoff produced from the project.

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY CONSULTATION

None

INITIAL STUDY

The San Mateo County Current Planning Section has reviewed the Environmental
Evaluation of this project and has found that the probable environmental impacts are
insignificant. A copy of the initial study is attached.

REVIEW PERIOD: November 23, 2022- December 13, 2022

All comments regarding the correctness, completeness, or adequacy of this Negative
Declaration must be received by the County Planning and Building Department, 455 County
Center, Second Floor, Redwood City, no later than 5:00 p.m., December 13, 2022.

CONTACT PERSON
Angela Chavez

Project Planner, 650/599-7217
achavez@smcgov.org

Angela Chavez, Project Planner

ACC:cmc — ACCGGO0378_WCH.DOCX
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County of San Mateo
Planning and Building Department

INITIAL STUDY
ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION CHECKLIST
(To Be Completed by Planning Department)

Project Title: Crabtree Single-Family Residential Addition
County File Number: PLN 2021-00011

Lead Agency Name and Address: County of San Mateo Planning and Building Department
455 County Center, 2nd Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063

Contact Person and Phone Number: Angela Chavez, Senior Planner, 650/599-7217
Project Location: 7 Durham Road, San Gregorio
Assessor’s Parcel Number and Size of Parcel: APN 081-100-110, 7.7 acres

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: Gerald Crabtree, 7 Durham Road, Woodside, CA
94062

Name of Person Undertaking the Project or Receiving the Project Approval (if different
from Project Sponsor): Daniel Spiegel, 2325 3rd Steet No.216, San Francisco, CA. 94107

General Plan Designation: Open Space
Zoning: RM-CZ/CD (Resource Management- Coastal Zone/Coastal Development District)

Description of the Project: Resource Management-Coastal Zone, Grading, and Coastal
Development Permits (CDP) to allow for the alteration/addition to an existing 2,981 sq. ft.
house. The project includes construction of a new 2,308 sq. ft. basement, new 2,010 sq. ft.
second floor and roof terrace, one attached trellis structure to the existing main house, and
modification to an existing patio. The project will involve 1,065 cubic yards grading and the
removal of one tree greater than 12-inch in diameter. The CDP is not appealable to the CA
Coastal Commission

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The subject parcel has a single-family residence.
There are a few existing single-family residences on both sides of the subject parcel on large
parcels also several acres in lot size. In addition to the few single-family homes in proximity to
the subject parcel, the majority of the surrounding land is open space land undeveloped,
including the El Corte Madera Creek Open Space due East of the subject parcel.

Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: None

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with

the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code

Section 21080.3.17? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the
determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures



regarding confidentiality, etc.?: Yes, one Native American Tribe has requested to be
notified of projects in the unincorporated area of San Mateo County. They were sent
notification of the project but did not request consultation on this project. In accordance with
the recommendations of the California Historic Resources System and Native American
Heritage Commission, notification of the project was also sent to the identified Native American
Tribes of the area. No comments/responses were received.

(NOTE: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead
agencies, and project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and
address potential adverse impacts o tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for
delay and conflict in the environmental review process (see Public Resources Code Section
21080.3.2.). Information may also be available from the California Naltive American Heritage
Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the
California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of
Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c)
contains provisions specific fo confidentiality).

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Significant Unless Mitigated” as indicated
by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Enérgy : Public Services

Agricultural and Forest Hazards and Hazardous Recreation

Resources Materials _

Air Quality X | Hydrology/Water Quality Transportation

Biological Resources Land Use/Planning X | Tribal Cultural Resources

Climate Change Mineral Resources Utilities/Service Systems

Cultural Resources Noise Wildfire

Geology/Soils Population/Housing Mandatory Findings of
Significance

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites. A “No Impact” answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No
Impact® answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factars as well as
general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on
a project-specific screening analysis).



All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may oceur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appro-
priate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more
“Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) is required.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact”
to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures,
and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation
measures from “Earlier Analyses,” as described in 5. below, may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier EIR or negative declaration (Section 15063(c)(3)(D)). In this case, a brief discussion
should identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less Than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific
conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate inte the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the
page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7. Supporting Information Sources. Sources used or individuals contacted should be cited in the
discussion.
1. AESTHETICS. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the
project:
Potentially | Significant | Less Than
Significant Unless Significant No
Impacts Mitigated Impact Impact
1.a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a X

scenic vista, views from existing residen-




tial areas, public lands, water bodies, or
roads?

Discussion: The project site is in a heavily forested area amongst a small humber of other single-
family homes located on multi-acre parcels. The project site is approximately 7.5 acres and
accessed via Durham Road which is a private road that serves several properties. Due to the size
of the parcel, topography, and presence of significant vegetation the existing and proposed
development will be minimally visible from surrounding parcels. The proposed addition includes a
new second floor which will result in a height of 24’-8 3/8”, an increase of approximately 10’. The
resulting height will not have a substantial impact on views from existing residential areas. The
proposed addition is largely located within the existing development area and other enlarged areas
are immediately adjacent to the existing development footprint. There are no public viewpoints from
public lands or water bodies from which the parcel is visible.

Source: Project Plans; Project Location; Site Inspection.

1.b.  Substantially damage or destroy scenic X
resources, including, but not limited to,
frees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?

Discussion: The project includes the removal of one tree which is located in close proximity to the
proposed residence. The project does not involve alterations fo rock outcroppings, or any historic
buildings and the parcel is not located within a state scenic highway.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans.

1.c.  In non-urbanized areas, substantially X
degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings, such as significant change
in topography or ground surface relief
features, and/or development on a
ridgeline? (Public views are those that
are experienced from publicly accessible
vantage point.) If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project
conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

Discussicn: The project is located in a non-urbanized area and is surrounded by rural single-family
residences. As discussed previously, the project site is minimally visible from the from the road due
to its location offset of the road. Furthermore, the road is a private road which provides access to
neighboring properties. The location of existing/proposed development and presence of natural
barriers like topography and vegetation will keep visual impacts to a minimum.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans.

1.d. Create a new source of substantial light X
or glare that would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area?




Discussion: The proposed project utilizes the existing development footprint and does not include
colors, materials, or excessive lighting which would create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views. ‘

Source: Project Location; Project Plans.

1.e. Be adjacent to a designated Scenic X
Highway or within a State or County
Scenic Corridor?

Discussion: This parcel is not located within or adjacent to a designated Scenic Highway or a State
or County Scenic Corridor.

Source: Project Location; San Mateo County GIS Map Viewer,

1.1 If within a Desigh Review District, conflict X
with applicable General Plan or Zoning
Crdinance provisions?

Discussion: This parcel is not located within a Design Review District.
Source: Project Location; San Mateo County Zoning Regulations.

1.g.  Visually intrude into an area having X
natural scenic qualities?

Discussion: The project site does have scenic qualities. However, the project site is currently
developed, and the addition is located either immediately adjacent to or within the current building
footprint (above and below). Given the large size of the adjacent parcels and location of existing
development in relationship to the project site, the project will not alter current scenic vistas or
impact scenic views from neighboring properties.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans.

2. AGRICULTURAL 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 Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agricuiture 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:

Potentiaily | Significant | Less Than
Significant Unless Significant No
Impacts Mitigated Impact Impact

2.a. For lands outside the Coastal Zone, X
convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide




Importance (Farmiand) as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

Discussion: This project is located within the Coastal Zone.

Source: Project Location.

2.b.  Conflict with existing zoning for X
agricultural use, an existing Open Space
Easement, or a Williamson Act contract?

Discussion: The RM-CZ district allows single-family residences with the issuance of a RM-CZ
permit (included as part of this application). While agriculture is allowed in the zoning district it is not
the primary intended use. The project parcel is not covered by an Open Space Easement or
Williamson Act contract.

Source: Project Location; San Mateo County Zoning Regulations.

2.c. Involve other changes in the extsting ' X
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forestland to non-forest
use?

Discussion: As mentioned previously, the proposed additions/modifications to the existing
residence are largely located within the existing development footprint. Areas which are to be
developed that are outside of the existing footprint are immediately adjacent to existing
development. The project area is not designated as farmland. While the project location would be
considered forestland the property is developed, and the proposed project does not resultin a
conversion of forestland to a non-forest use.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans.

2.d. For lands within the Coastal Zone, X
convert or divide lands identified as
Class | or Class [l Agriculture Soils and
Class [l Soils rated good or very good
for artichokes or Brussels sprouts?

Discussion: While the project is located within the Coastal Zone the project does not support soils
identified as Class |, Il, or Il rated good or very good for artichokes or brussels sprouts. The
property supports soils identified as Gazos fine sandy loam, moderately steep, and eroded. The
project does not involve a subdivision or conversion of Class [, 1l, or Il soils.

Source: Project Location; U.S. Department of Agriculture-Natural Resources Conservation
Service's Web Soil Survey.

2.e. Resultin damage fo soil capability or X
loss of agricultural land?




Discussion: The subject property is not designated agricultural land and the parcel does not
support soils capable of agriculture.

Source: Project Location; San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, San Mateo County Local Coastal
Program; U.S. Department of Agriculture-Natural Resources Conservation Service's Web Sail
Survey.

| 2.£ Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause X
rezoning of, forestland (as defined in
Public Resources Code Section
12220(qg)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code Section 4526),
or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government
Code Section 51104(g))?

Note fo reader: This question seeks lo address the

economic impact of converting forestland to a non-
timber harvesting use,

Discussion: The subject property is currently developed with a single-family residence which is an
allowed use in the RM-CZ Zoning District with the issuance of an RM-CZ permit. While the area
surrounding the parcel would qualify as forestland the project does not conflict with the zoning or
result in a rezoning.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans; San Mateo County Zoning Regulations.

3. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air
quality management district or air pollution contro! district may be relied upon to make the
following determinations. Would the project:

Potentially | Significant | Less Than

Significant Unless Significant No
Impacts Mitigated Impact Impact
3.a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation X

of the applicable air quality plan?

Discussion: The construction of an addition to the existing residence may result in temporary
generation of pollutants related fo construction and earthwork (1,065 cubic yards). However, the
proposed single-family residential use would not result in the regular generation of air poliutants.
Section 7 2-1-113 (Exemption, Sources and Operations) of the General Requirements of the Bay
Area Air Quality Management District exempts sources of air pollution associated with
construction offaddition to a single-family dwelling used solely for residential purposes. No
mitigation measures are necessary.

Source: Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Regulation 2, Rule 1. General
Requirements.




3.b. Resultin a cumulatively considerable X
net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the project regicn is non-
attainment under an applicable Federal
or State ambient air quality standard?

Discussion: The San Francisco Bay Area is in non-attainment for ozone and particulate matter
(PM), including PM 10 (state status) and PM 2.5 (state status), including the 24-hour PM 2.5
national standard. Given the proposed project is for the construction of an addition to an existing
single-family residence, the project would only generate minor temporary pollutant emissions,
which would be addressed with the implementation of Mitigation Measure 1. Therefore,
construction related emissions would not result in a cumulatively considerable increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable Federal or
State ambient air quality standard.

Mitigation Measure 1: The applicant shall submit a plan to the Planning and Building
Department prior to the issuance of any building permit that, at a minimum, includes the “Basic
Construction Mitigations Measures” as listed in Table 8-2 of the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines (May
2017). These measures shall be implemented prior to beginning any ground disturbance and
shall be maintained for the duration of the project activities:

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

h.  All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off-site shall be covered.

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

d.  All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be fimited to 15 mph.

e. Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment or vehicles off when not in use
or reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California Airborne
Toxics Control Measure Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of Regulations [CCR]).
Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at all access points.

f.  All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturer’s specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified mechanic and
determined to be running in proper conditicn prior to operation.

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

Source: BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines, May 2017; BAAQMD 2017 Clean Air Plan; Project Plans.

3.c. Expose sensitive receptors to X
substantial pollutant concentrations, as
defined by the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District?




Discussion: While residential areas are considered sensitive receptors by BAAQMD, the project
does not involve elements which would result in substantial pollutant concentrations. The San
Francisco Bay Area is in non-attainment for ozone and particulate matter (PM), including PM 10
(state status) and PM 2.5 (state status), including the 24-hour PM 2.5 national standard. Given
the project scope the project would only generate minor temporary criteria pollutant emissions,
which would be addressed with the implementation of Mitigation Measure 1. Therefore,
construction related emissions would not resuit in a cumulatively considerable increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable Federal or
State ambient air quality standard.

Source: Project Plans; Project Location.

3.d. Resultin other emissions (such as X
those leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number of
people?

Discussion: The project would result in short-term grading related emissions, such as fugitive
dust and exhaust from construction vehicles. However, compliance with Mitigation Measure 1 will
ensure that these temporary impacts do not result in a significant impact.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Potentially | Significant | Less Than
Significant Unless Significant No
Impacts Mitigated Impact Impact

4.a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either X
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 Depart-
ment of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service or National Marine
Fisheries Service?

Discussion: The project site is currently developed, and the proposed project’s
additions/moedifications are within or immediately adjacent to the existing building envelope. Areas
immediately adjacent to the existing residence have been previously disturbed with landscaping and
other site improvement customary to a single-family residence. A review of the California Natural
Diversity Database identified no special status species (animal or plant) in the project area. Given
that the there are no mapped resources, and the project site is developed there is no anticipated
adverse impacts either directly or through habitat modifications expected with this project.

Source: Project Location; California Natural Diversity Database; San Mateo County Local Coastal
Program-Sensitive Habitat Map.




4.b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any X
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and -
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
or National Marine Fisheries Service?

Discussion: The project site does not support any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans; California Natural Diversity Database; San Mateo County
Local Coastal Program-Sensitive Habitat Map

4.c. Have a substantial adverse effect on X
state or federally protected wetlands
{including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
ar other means?

Discussion: There are no mapped state or federally protected wetlands on the project site. As
noted, the project site is developed and there have been no identified resources for previous
projects.

Source: Project Location; California Natural Diversity Database; San Mateo County Local Coastal
Program-Sensitive Habitat Map.

4.d. Interfere substantially with the movement | X
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

Discussion: See discussion under 4.a., above.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans; California Natural Diversity Database.

4.e.  Conflict with any local policies or ordi- X
nances protecting biological resources, -
such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance (including the County Heritage
and Significant Tree Ordinances)?

Discussion: The project includes the removal of one 34.2" diameter at breast Monterey pine tree.
This tree does meet the size requirement to qualify as a significant under the County of San Mateo’s
Significant Tree Ordinance. It does not qualify as a heritage tree due to its size and species. The
RM-CZ Zoning Regulations allow for removal of trees measuring 55" in circumference as may be
required for development allowed by this zoning designation. Single-family residences are allowed
in the RM-CZ zoning district with the issuance of an RM-CZ permit (part of this application). The
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tree is immediately adjacent to the existing residence and will be impacted by the proposed
construction. Nao other trees are proposed for removal in association with this project.

Source: Project Plans; Project Location; The Significant Tree Ordinance of San Mateo County;
Regulations for the Preservation, Protection, Removal, and Trimming of Heritage Trees on Public
and Private Property (San Mateo County Ordinance Code Section 11,000).

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

Discussion: There is no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan that covers the project site.
While the County’s Local Ceoastal Program does include habitat protection requirements, there are
no mapped resources identified on the project site.

Source: Project Location; California Natural Diversity Database; San Mateo County Local Coastal
Program-Sensitive Habitat Map.

4.g. Be located inside or within 200 feet of a X
marine or wildlife reserve?

Discussion: A small portion of Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District's El Corte de Madera
Creek Open Space Preserve is located within 200 feet of the project parcel. However, the
development itself is well over 200 feet away from the preserve. The addition/remodel of the
existing residence does not introduce a new use to the site and is sufficiently distanced so as not to
impact the preserve.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans.

4.h. Result in loss of oak woodlands or other . X
non-timber woodlands?

Discussion: The project will not result in the loss of oak woodlands or other non-timber woodtands.
The project site is developed and involves the removal of only one 34.2" diameter Monterey pine
tree. No other trees will be impacted by the project and the majority of trees located on the property
will remain.

Source: Project Location; Project Plans.

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Potentially | Significant | Less Than
Significant Unless Significant No
Impacts Mitigated Impact Impact

5.a.  Cause a substantial adverse change in X
the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to Section 15064.57

Discussion: A project referral was sent to California Historical Resources Information System
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(CHRIS), File No: NWIC 21-2197. The CHRIS response noted that no previous cultural resources
study had been conducted which covered the project area and that the project area has the
possibility of containing unrecorded archaeological sites. CHRIS recommended that a study by a
qualified professional archaeologist is recommended prior o commencement of project activities.
Therefore, the Mitigation Measure 2 has been added to address this recommendation.

CHRIS also recommended that the [ocal Native American tribe(s) be contacted regarding traditional,
cultural, and religious heritage values that might be present on the site. Staff contacted the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to complete a sacred lands request and obtain a list of the
local Native American tribe(s). The NAHC provided a response noting that the results were positive
and to contact the Ohlone Indian Tribe. The NAHC also provided a list of other Native American
tribes that may have knowledge of the site. The Ohlone Indian Tribe and all other tribes noted on
the provided list were sent notification of the proposed project and site location. No responses to
those notifications were received. However, in the event cultural resources are encountered
Mitigation Measure 3 has been added.

Mitigation Measure 2: Prior to issuance of the building permit and/or commencement o any
project related activities the applicant shall provide a study of the project site completed by a
qualified professional archaeologist. Any measures recommended by the archaeologist shall be
implemented for the duration of the project.

]

Mitigation Measure 3: In the event that unanticipated cultural resources are exposed during
ground disturbance activities, work within 18 meters (50 feet) of the find must stop and a Secretary
of the Interior qualified archaeologist, must be notified immediately. Work may not resume until a
qualified archaeologist can evaluate the significance of the find. If the discovery proves significant,
additional work such as archaeological testing, data recovery, or tribal consultation may be
warranted.

Source: Source: Project Location; California Historical Resource Information System (File No.: 21-
2197); State of California Native American Heritage Commission.

Cause a substantial adverse change in X
the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to CEQA Section
15064.5?

Discussion: See discussion under 5.b., above.

Source: Project Location; California Historical Resource Information System (File No.: 21-2197);
State of California Native American Heritage Commission.

5.c.  Disturb any human remains, including X
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Discussion: Although there have been no identified human remains found within the project area,
the following mitigation measure has been recommended to ensure that potential impacts are
mitigated to a less than significant level in the event that they are discovered:

Mitigation Measure 4: Although not anticipated, there remains the potential for the inadvertent
discovery of human remains during ground-disturbing activities. State of California Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the county coroner
has made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. The San
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Mateo County coroner must be notified of the find immediately. If concentrations of prehistoric or
historic-era materials are encountered during project activities, all work in the immediate vicinity shall
cease until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the finds and make recommendations.

Source: Project Location; California Historical Resource Information System (File No.: 21-2197);
State of California Native American Heritage Commission.

6. ENERGY. Would the project:

Potentially | Significant | Less Than
Significant Unless Significant No
Impacts Mitigated Impact Impact
6.a. Resultin potentially significant X

environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption
of energy resources, during project
construction cr operation?

Discussion: The project does not involve development which would consume or result in wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.

Source: Project Plans.

6.b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local
plan for renewable energy or energy

efficiency.

Discussion: The project does not involve elements which would conflict or obstruct a state or local

plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency.

Source: Project Plans.

7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impacts

Significant
Unless
Mitigated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

7.a. Directly orindirectly cause potential

substantial adverse effects, including the

risk of loss, injury, or death involving the
following, or create a situation that
results in:
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