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CITY OF CAKLAND

TO: DEANNA J. SANTANA FROM: Vitaly B. Troyan, P.E.
CITY ADMINISTRATOR
SUBJECT: Supplemental Non-Disposal DATE: June 20, 2012

Facility Element

City Administrator WM’#& - Date i / /
Approval /l/ / r

COUNCIL DISTRICT: City-Wide

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council approve a resolution adopting the Third Amendment to
the City’s Non-Disposal Facility Element (a recycling planning document required by the State
of California), which describes and identifies solid waste, recycling, and processing facilities that
city residents, businesses and members of the public use to reduce materials sent to iandfilis, to
add a new facility. )

REASON FOR SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT OR REPLACEMENT

" The original report dated May 24, 2012 recommending that the City Council approve a
resolution adopting the Third Amendment to the City’s Non-Disposal Facihty Element
referenced a web link that is no longer valid. The new web link is:
http://www2.0aklandnet eom/Govemment/o/PBN/QurServices/Application/DOWD009158

The web link provides the EBMUD EIR, and-the EBMUD staff report and adopting Resolution.
A hard copy is also attached for special distribution.

OUTCOME

Approval of this resolution would amend the Non-Disposal Facility-Element (NDFE) to add a

- new facility operated by Recology East Bay Organics (REBO). The draft Third Amendment to
the NDFE (Exhibit I) adds the Preprocessing Facility that will be operated by REBO at the East
Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) Main Wastewater Treatment Plant at 2020 Wake
Avenue. Although the proposed organic-rich materials Preprocessing Facility is located within
the land-use jurisdiction of the Port of Qakland, the NDFE is the responsibility of the City. State
law requires that a NDFE amendment be adopted by resolution of the City Council, and that the
City notifies California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) of the
amendment adoption.

Item:
Public Works Committee
June 26, 2012



Deanna J. Santana, City Administrator
Subject: Non-Disposal Facility Element Third Amendment Supplemental

Date: June 20, 2012 Page 2

For questions regarding this report, please contact Wanda Redic, Recycling Specialist, at (510)
238-6808.

. Respectfully submitted,

Vitaly B. Troyan, P.E.
Director, Public Works Agency

Reviewed by:
Brooke A. Levin, Assistant Director

Reviewed by:
Susan Kattchee, Environmenta] Services Manager

Prepared by:
Wanda Redic, Recycling Specialist
Environmental Services Division

Item:
Public Works Committee
June 26, 2012
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A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE THIRD AMENDMENT TO THE
CITY’S NON-DISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT (A RECYCLING
PLANNING DOCUMENT REQUIRED BY THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA), WHICH DESCRIBES AND IDENTIFIES SOLID WASTE,
RECYCLING, AND PROCESSING FACILITIES THAT CITY
RESIDENTS, BUSINESSES AND MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC USE TO
"REDUCE MATERIALS SENT TO LANDFILLS, TO ADD A NEW
FACILITY.

WHEREAS, in 1992 the City Council adopted the Source Reduction and Recycling Element
(SRRE), pursuant to the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (Act); and

WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 3001 (Cortese, 1992) required every city and county-in the State to
prepare and adopt aNon-Disposal Facility Element (NDFE) that identified and described
existing and planned non-disposal facilities to be used by cities and counties to assistin
implementing programs identified in the SRREs; and

WHEREAS, in February 1994 through Resolution No. 70748 C.M.S. the City Council adopted
the NDFE, and in February 2005 through Resolution No. 79083 C.M.8., and in April 2010
through Resolution No. 82689 C.M.S., the City Council adopted the First and Second
Amendments to the NDFE; and

WHEREAS, State law requires that amendments to the NDFE be adopted by City Council by
Council Resolution; and :

WHEREAS, Recology East Bay Organics proposes to build and operate a facility in Oakland, at
EBMUD’S Main Waste Water Treatment Plant (MW WTP), that would pre-process organic-rich

materials for anaerobic digestion, and is requesting that the facility be added to the City’s NDFE

in order to obtain a Solid Waste Facility Permit from CalRecycle and

WHEREAS, in 2006 through Resolution No. 80286 C.M.S. the City Council approved the Zero
Waste Strategic Plan, which calls for developing recycling infrastructure to achieve the Zero
Waste goal and Recology East Bay Organics adds to Oakland’s recycling infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, EBMUD, as the Lead Agency under CEQA, prepared an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) that evaluated the environmental impacts of its MW WTP Master Plan, one
component ofiwhich is the Preprocessing Facility Project (Project); and

WHEREAS, EBMUD certified the EIR and approved the Project on June 28, 2011; and

WHEREAS, The City is considered a Responsible Agency under CEQA because it has some
responsibility for carrying-out or approving the Project — here, the adoption of the Third
Amendment to the City’s Non-Disposal Facility Element; and
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WHEREAS, the City has independently reviewed and considered the EBMUD Master Plan EIR,
the June 28, 2011 EBMUD Staff Report, Resolution No. 33834-11 and CEQA findings, now,
therefore be it

RESOLVED: The City Council hereby adopts as its own independent findings and conclusions,
and incorporates herein by reference. the CEQA-related findings adopted by EBMUD, including
rejection of alternatives as being infeasible. the Statement of Overriding Considerations (finding
that the benefits of the Project outweigh its environmental impacts), and the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program: and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City’s Environmental Review Officer is directed to cause to
be filed a Notice of Determination with the coumty Recorder.

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Council hereby adopts the amended Non-Disposal
Facility Element attached as Exhibit 1 and hereby incorporated by reference.

IN COUNCIL, CAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, . 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES - BROOKS, BRUNNER, DE LA FUENTE, KAPLAN, KERNIGHAN, NADEL, SCHAAF and PRESIDENT

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -

ATTEST:

LaTonda Simmons
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
of the Clty of Oakland, California

Date of Attestation
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BBMUD

- AGENDA NO. \Q,
MEETING DATE June 28, 2011

TITLE  CERTIFY THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE MAIN
' WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT LAND USE MASTER PLAN AND APPROVE
THE MASTER PLAN

3 MOTION X RESOLUTION ————— [ ORDINANCE

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Certify the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Main Wastewater Treatment Plant
(MWWTP) Land Use Master Plan, make findings in accordance with CEQA, adopt the mitigation
monitoring and reporting program, and approve the master plan.

SUMMARY

The District’s MWWTP Land Use Master Plan (Master Plan) has been prepared to serve as a high-level
planning tool to guide development of the existing 48-acre MWWTP site and the newly-acquired,
adjacent 15.9-acre West End property (former U.S. Army Reserve Center) over a 30-year time horizon.
The Master Plan includes a proposal for long-term land uses including several regulatory-driven projects
and short-term land uses including two revenue-enhancing renewable energy projects under land-lease
agreements — a biodiesel production facility and a food waste preprocessing facility. A Draft EIR was
prepared to analyze the environmental impacts of the Master Plan at a program level as well as the
impacts of the two renewable energy projects at a project level. The Draft EIR was published on
February 7, 2011. The comment period closed on March 28, 2011. Responses to comments have been’
prepared and are included in the Final EIR, which was transmitted to the Board on June 9, 2011.

DISCUSSION

The Master Plan pertains to the MWWTP, which is located at 2020 Wake Avenue in Ozakland. The
Master Plan coordinates near-term land uses with potential plans for fiiture expansion to maintain an
efficient plant layout and minimize building demolition and facihty relocation requirements. Short- and
long-term layouts were developed with recommended locations for identified projects given available land
at the MWWTP, which now includes the West End property.,

Short- and long-term actions that may be implemented at the MWWTP in the future have been identified
Many ofithe potential actions would not be undertaken until the facilities are needed to meet a specific

Funds Available: FY11 [ Budget Code: WW(/926/79999/2004840

DEPARTMENT SUBMITTING DEPARTMENT MANAGER or DIRECTOR APPROVED
Wastewater W 'é ér) b&&@ﬁ%— M @«6
Gen@Managcr

David R. Williams

Contact the Office of the District Secretary with questions about completing or submitting this form,
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Certify the Final EIR for the MWWTP Land Use Master Plan and Approve the Master Plan
June 28, 2011 _
Page 2

future regulatory requirement. The purpose of the EIR is to evaluate the range of potential projects that
could be developed as part of the Master Plan. The two renewable energy projects that are being
considered for implementation in the near future would help the District to meet sustainability goals by
increasing on-site power generation and/or keep rates low by generating additional revenues. One project
(i.e., food waste pre-processing) involves contracting with a private company under a land-lease
agreemeiit to construct and operate a facility at the MWWTP. The other project (i.e., biodiesel) involves a
simple land lease.

Draft EIR Circulation

The Draft EIR was provided to the State Cleannghouse, and Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR was
provided to all responsible agencies, all owners and occupants of property contiguous to the project site,
and those requesting such notification. The Draft EIR was also made available to the public through the
District’s website and hard copies were available for review at District offices at 375 Eleventh Street,
Qakland, Califormia, as well as at the West Qakland Branch Library and Main Qalland Library. The
public' comment period began on Febtuary 7, 2011, and closed on March 28, 2011. A public meeting was
held on March 9, 2011, ‘ ’

Findings and Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program

The Draft EIR analysis concluded that the Master Plan would not have any direct significant unavoidable
imnpacts. All direct impacts of the project can be mitigated to less than significant. However, curnulative
impacts related to community risks and hazards have been determined to be significant and unavoidable

~ because ofiexisting circumstances in the project area. Impacts from projects identified in the proposed
Master Plan were determined to be less than significant with mitigation, but curnulative emissions of
diesel particulate matter from existing sources (primarily fteeways adjacent to the MWWTP) are
substantial. Thus, even though the impact from the Master Plan is less than significant with mitigation,
curnulative community risk and hazard impacts within 1,000 feet ofithe project site have been determined
to be significant because they exceed the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)
thresholds of significance. The impact would be significant with or without implementation of the Master
Plaz. )

Findings, detailing all impacts, are provided in Exhibit A to the Board Resolution for the recommended
action. Impacts are categorized as follows:

e Significant and unavoidable;
» Sigmficant or potentially sigmficant but mitigated to a less-than-significant level; or
» Less than significant. '

The majority of the findings describe impacts that are less than significant or can be avoided or mitigated
to a less-than-significant level. All of the mitigation measures are summarized in a Mitigation Momitoring
and Reporting Plan (MMRP), which is included as Exhibit B to the Board Resolution for the
recommended action.
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Comments and Responses

Three comment letters were received (from a state agency, a local agency and a non-govemmental
organization [NGQY)), as well as a letter from the State Clearinghouse acknowledging compliance with
Teview requlrements The two agency letters requested clarifications or additional information regarding
the food waste preprocessing and biodiesel projects, while also providing information regarding solid
waste permit regulations. The NGO letter requested information regarding analyses related to both
environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project. A Response to Comments (RTC) document
that included responses to each question or request for additional information was prepared. The
comments did not present any new significant information requiring recirculation of the document. Two
minor edits were made to the text of the EIR for fiirther clarification.

The RTC and notice of the Board of Directors meeting were mailed to those who commented on the Draft
EIR more than ten days prior to the June 28, 201] Board of Directors meeting date. Copies of the Final
EIR (Draft EIR and RTC) were also posted on the District's website on June 13, 2011.

ALTERNATIVE ' N

Do Not Certify the Final EIR or Approve the Project — This alternative is not recommended because the
Final EIR meets CEQA requirements and the proposed project was evaluated against several alternatives
that either had equal or greater environmental impacts or failed to achieve project objectives.




Draft Prepared
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Office of General Counsel

RESOLUTION NO.

CERTIFYING THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE MAIN
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT LAND USE MASTER PLAN, MAKING
FINDINGS, APPROVING THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING
PROGRAM, AND APPROVING THE MASTER PLAN

Introduced by Director ; Seconded by Director

. WHEREAS, the East Bay Municipal Utility District (District) Main Wastewater
Treatment Plant (MWW TP) site in the western portion of the City of Oakland consists of
an existing 48-acre site along with a newly-acquired adjacent 15.9-acre property; and

WHEREAS, EBMUD has determined that it is desirable to have a high-level planning
tool that will guide development of the existing and newly acquired property at the
MWWTP; and

WHEREAS, EBMUD has developed the MWWTP Master Plan (Master Plan or Project)
to guide development of the site and coordinate near-term land uses with potential plans
for future expansion to maintain an efficient plant layout and minimize building
demolition and facility relocation; and

WHEREAS, the District mailed public notices announcing a public meeting and the
Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR on the Master Plan to West Oakland
neighborhood groups, as well as regional and local agencies; and h

WHEREAS, the Draft EIR on the Master Plan was completed by the District and
chculated for review on February 7, 2011 for a 49-day comment period in accordance
with CEQA regulations and was made available through the District’s website and
mailings to responsible agencies, owners and occupants of property conhguous to the
project site, and those requesting notification; and

WHEREAS, as part of the District’s public information efforts on the Master Plan and
near-term projects included within the Master Plan, the District held one public meeting
in the City of Oakland during the comment period to receive verbal and written
comments from interested parties upon the Master Plan and the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, a Final EIR was prepared by the District, which includes responses to the
three comments on the Draft EIR received by the District during the public comment and
clarifications; and :



WHEREAS, the Final EIR was sent to public agencies and transmitted to the Board on
June 9,2011; and

WHEREAS, District staff has prepared a detailed Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP) attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated by this reference into
the Resolution; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED tiat the Board of Directors of die East Bay
Municipal Utility District does hereby find, determine and certify that:

1.

The Final EIR, which includes the Draft EIR, has been presented to the Board of
Directors. The Board has reviewed and considered the information contained
therein prior to approving the Master Plan, and the Final EIR reflects the Board's-
judgment and analysis.

All proceedings of the environmental review process, including the Draft and
Final EIR and all required notices, have been conducted and completed in
accordance with CEQA, the CEQA guidelines, and all other applicable laws,
regulations, and procedures.

The potential environmental impacts of the Master Plan are fully disclosed in the
Draft EIR and Final EIR, and the Draft EIR and tiie Final EIR are adequate for
use by the District for approval, design and construction of the Project.

The documents and material constituting the record of the proceeding are located
at die District’s administrative offices, 375 — 11" Street, Oakland, CA 94607.
The custodian of said records is the Secretary of the District. :

No substantial change in circumstances has occurred since preparation of the
Draft EIR and Final EIR which would require revisions to the Draft EIR and Final
EIR due to the discovery or disclosure of new significant impacts not covered in
the Draft EIR and Final EIR, and there is no requirement to re-circulate the Draft
and Final EIRs.

Public consultations conducted prior to completing the Final EIR have been a
valuable component of the planning process, and these public efforts, which are
described in detail h the EIR, allowed the public to be informed about the Master
Plan and the projects contamed m the Master Plan and prowde input throughout
the process.

The Board of Directors makes findings and determinations regarding the Master
Plan set forth m the Findmgs, attached hereto as Exhibit A, and mcorporated into
this Resolution by this reference.

The Board of Directors hereby approves, adopts, and imposes the MMRP
attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein by this reference. The



mitigation measures adopted by the Board of Directors are hereby imposed as
conditions of the approval of the Master Plan and projects included in the Master

Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Final EIR is hereby certified as having been
completed in compliance with CEQA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Master Plan as described in the Draft and Flnal
EIR is hereby approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the General Manager is hereby directed to take such
actions as shall be necessary to implement this determination to move forward with the
Master Plan, subject to compliance with all mitigation measures in the MMRP.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Secretary of the District is hereby directed to file
a Notice of Determination in accordance with the law with the County Clerk of Alameda
County and the with the State Clearinghouse.

ADOPTED tils 28" day of June, 2011 by the following votes.

AYES: |

NOES:

ABSENT:

"ABSTAIN:
!

President

ATTEST:

Secretary

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND PROCEDURE:

General Counsel

W00 GOV-MGMTV L0 EBMUD BOARDM10.01 Reschstions\MWWTP Master Plan EIR Reso.doc



EXHIBIT A

East Bay Municipal Utility District Board of Directors Findings
Regarding the Main Wastewater Treatment Plant Land Use Master Plan

1.0 Introduction

This 1s the findings document adopted by the East Bay Municipal Utility District (“EBMUD or
District”) Board of Directors for the Main Wastewater Treatment Plant (MWWTP) Land Use

* Master Plan, which has been prepared to serve as a high-level planning too! to guide
development of the existing 48-acre MWWTP site and the newly-acquired, adjacent 15.9-acre
West End property (former U.S. Army Reserve Center) over a 30-year time horizon. The Master
Plan coordinates near-term land uses with potential plans for future expansion to maintain an
efficient plant [ayout and minimize building demolition and facility relocation requirements.

-EBMUD has identified short- and long-term actions that may be implemented at the MWWTP in
the future, Many of the potential actions would not be undertaken until the facilities are needed -
to meet a specific future regulatory requirement. Two renewable energy projects have been
identified and are being considered for implementation in the near future — biodiesel production
and food waste preprocessing ~ to help EBMUD meet sustainability goals by increasing on-site
power generation. Both projects involve EBMUD contracting with private companies under a
land-lease agreement to own and operate a facility at the MWWTP, which includes the West End

property.

Proposed Master Plan facilities include:

» Biodiesel Production Facility (short and long term)

* Food Waste Preprocessing Facility (short and long term)

* Temporary Land Lease (short term)

» Employee Parking/Emergency Equipment Storage (short and long term)

» Infiuent Pump Station (IPS), Dewalermg Building and Primary Sedlmenlauon Tank Odor
Control (short and long term)

» Food Waste Processing (short and long teim)

e Secondary Treatment Upgrades for Nutrient Removal (long term)

e Ultraviolet Disinfection (long term)

» Tertiary Treatment Facility (long term)

e Digester Expansion (long term)

» Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) Collection Facihty (long term)

* Public Education Facility (long term)

» Relocation of Resource Recovery (R2) and Septage Receiving Stations (long term)



Section 1, “The Project”, describes the MW WTP Land Use Master Plan and places it in the
context of EBMUD’s planning efforts.

Section 2, “CEQA Requirements Regarding Project Impacts”, describes the requirements under
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regarding project impacts.

Section 3, “Findings Regarding Independent Review and Judgment”, contains the findings
regarding the independent review and judgment of the Board of Directors.

Section 4, “Findings Regarding The Project”, contains the findings regarding potential project
impacts. This section is divided into three parts. Section 4.1 contains findings regarding the one
unavoidable significant environmental impact. The Board of Directors finds that the benefits of
the project, including engineering necessity, outweigh or override the potential for this impact.
Section 4.2 contains the finding regarding significant or potentially significant impacts that are
mitigated to a less then significant level. Section 4.3 contains the findings regarding project
impacts that are less than significant or where there is no impact.

Section 5, “Statement of Qverriding Considerations”, sets forth the statement of overriding
considerations for the one identified significant and unavoidable impact.

Section 6, “Findings Related to Potential Growth inducing Impacts”, sets forth the findings
regarding the potential for the project to foster growth. The Board.of Directors finds that the
project has no potential to foster population growth and that the adoption of the Land Use Master
Plan will not remove obstacles to growth or encourage or facilitate growth.

Section 7, “Findings Regarding Alternatives and Selecting the Project”, contains the findings
concerning the project alternatives considered in the Draft EIR. The Board of Directors finds
that the selected altemnative is feasible and that the other alternatives are either infeasible or do
not provide any clear envirorunental or other benefit, beyond those of the proposed project.

The findings presented here also summarize the mitigation measures set forth in the Draft EIR
and agreed to by the District or incorporated into the pro;ect The mitigation measures are
summarized below for convenience, but the summary is not intended to change any aspects of
the complete text of the mitigation measures described in the Final EIR (EIR) and adopted by the

District.
1.1 The Project

A. Project Need and Objectives

The District currently utilizes the majority of the space on the current 48-acre MWWTP site. In 2007, the
District acquired the West End property primarily to provide space for future facility expansion. The
District’s waStewater service area is essentially built-out, such that flows are not expected to increase
appreciably in the future. However, more stringent regulatory standards may be implemented in the
future that would require the District to expand its existing treatment processes, For example, the
District’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for the MWWTP does not
currently require nutrient (i.e., nitrogen and phosphorus} removal from the final treated wastewater {called
“effluent”) prior to discharge to San Francisco Bay. However, this may become a future regulatory

2



requirement, which would require the District to build significant additional infrastructure to meet-these
more stringent wastewater discharge requirements.

Because the implementation timeline for similar regulatory-driven projects is uncertain and may extend
beyond 10 to 15 years into the future, the District is exploring opportunities to lease this land for
renewable energy projects that would support the District’s sustainability goals and generate revenue to
help maintain reasonable rates for its ratepayers.

EBMUD has identified two renewable energy projects for implementation in the near future: biodiesel
production and food waste preprocessing. Both projects involve EBMUD contracting with private
companies under a land-lease agreement to own and operate facilities at the MW WTP that meet the
Master Plan objectives. These projects would support the District’s renewable energy and sustainability
initiatives by providing a “co-located” source of organic material that the District could feed to its
existing anaerobic digesters to augment digester gas production and associated on-site electricity
production. This renewable energy would be used on site and excess would be fed to the local power grid

in West Qakland.
B. Project Purpose and Objectives

The purpose of the Land Use Master Plan is to coordinate near-term renewable energy and revenue-
generating land uses with potential plans for future regulatory-driven process expansion to maintain an
efficient plant layout and minimize building demolition and facility relocation. The Master Plan will
serve as a high-level planning tool to guide development of the existing MW WTP site and the newly-
acquired, adjacent West End property over a 30-year time horizon. Objectives for the Master Plan are to:

¢ Promote environmental stewardship through the protection of water, air and soil quality;
» Provide flexibility to construct advanced treatment facilities to meet air, water and/or biosolids
regulations in the future; .
¢ Enhance revenues to maintain reasonable rates through land-lease agreements and continued
growth of successful resource recovery programs that increase renewable energy production;
¢ Provide benefits to the community and ernhance community relations by reducing the potential for
odor or agsthetic impacts; and .
+ Maintain safety through emergency preparedness and by improving traffic routing to, from, and
within the MW WTP.
As regulatory-driven projects are required and revenue-generating opportunities are identified, the Master
Plan will guide future development of planned and unforeseen projects in a manner that meets these
objectives.

C. Project Location

The project site is located at the MW WTP, which is in the western portion of the City of
Qakland near the convergence of 1-80, 1-580, and [-880 in Alameda County. The project site
is composed of EBMUD’s existing 48-acre MWWTP {Assessor’s Parcel Number 000-0305-
002-03) and the 15.9-acre West End property {(Assessor’s Parcel Number 000-0305-003-16)
that was acquired from the United States Army Reserve in 2007.



D. Project Characteristics

The Master Plan includes 13 elements. Two ofithe facilities, biodiesel production and food
waste preprocessing, are being considered for immediate implementation. The remainder would
be implemented over time, Descriptions of each element are provided below. Figure 2-1 shows
the projects that are being considered for implementation within the next 10 years and includes
the two proposed renewable energy projects. Figure 2-2 shows the elements that are being
considered within the next 30 years.

1. Biodiesel Production Facility

EBMUD s considering siting a biodiesel facility that would be owned and operated by a private
company. This facility is proposed to be sited on a portion of the West End property under a land-lease
agreement (see location in Figure 2-2). The facility would utilize a variety of oils, including used
cooking oil and possibly animal fat to produce biodiesel. Glycerin, a byproduct of the biodiesel
production process would be sent to EBMUD for anaerobic. digestion, gas generation and renewable
energy production at the MWWTP,

2. Food Waste Preprocessing Facility

EBMUD is considering siting a food waste preprocessing facility that would be owned and operated by
one or more private companies. This facility is proposed to be sited on a portion of: the West End
property under a land-lease agreement. .

EBMUD operates an existing food waste processing facility, which was approved in July 2009
for expansion to treat up to 250 tons per day (tpd)-ofi preprocessed food waste. Currently, food
waste is preprocessed to remove non-digestible material at a combination of facilities located in
the greater San Francisco Bay Area, including but not limited to facilities in Vacaville, San
Carios, and Martinez. With the construction ofia food waste preprocessing facility at the
MWWTP, organics-rich waste would be delivered directly to the MWWTP to be preprocessed to
improve process efficiency and material consistency. This material would then be conveyed to
the existing food waste facility. Material not suitable for anaerobic digestion would be
transported offisite for further processing at a compost facility.

3. Other Land Use Master Plan Elements

Qdor Control (0.2 ac)

This plan element encompasses several small parcels of land for odor contro] upgrades for the Influent
Pump Station (IPS), primary sedimentation tanks, Solids Dewatering Building, and Rescurce Recovery
(RZ) Receiving Station. The odor control equipment would be sited close to the facility that it serves. It
is anticipated that the projects would be undertaken as necessary 1o enhance community relations and
address regulatory needs. h is estimated that 0.2 acres are required and the individual estimates on
facility timelines for implementation range from three to five years, to more than 10 years in the future.

Food Waste Processing (0.8 ac)

This plan element would relocate and convert the existing EBMUD Food Waste Facility to an advanced
processing facility to receive preprocessed food waste, slurry, and remove grit and other contaminants
" prior to feeding to the digesters. This 0.8-acre facility may be implemented in the near term. It would be
sited near the proposed food waste preprocessing facility and the digesters. :



Emergency Response Equipment Storage (0.3 ac)

This plan element would provide 0.3 acres for the storage of emergency response equipment {e.g.,
portable pumps, generators, hoses and piping) to allow continued conveyance and treatment of
wastewater when normal treatment or conveyance facilities are not operational (e.g., due to severe
earthquake). EBMUD is planning to implement near-term improvements for emergency equipment
storage. The storage area would be sited close to Wake Avenue for better access to wastewater-

interceptors and remote pumping facilities.

Secondary Treatment Upgrade for Nutrient Removal (4.7 ac)

If a future EBMUD NPDES permit were to include limits on effluent ammonia, the secondary treatment
system would need to be upgraded for nitrification. This plan element includes converting and enlarging
the existing high-purity oxygen activated sludge plant to air activated sludge with an enhanced biological
process (which would require construction of rwo new concrete basins) and constructing two additional
secondary clariflers. The 4.7-acre footprint includes space for the activated sludge process, the aeration
building, two additional center-feed secondary ciarifiers and expansion of the retum activated
sludgefwaste activated sludge (RAS/WAS) pump station. To make the best use of existing equipment
and piping as well as to preserve the areas allocated for liquid stream processes, the secondary treatment
upgrade would be sited as close to the existing secondary process as possible. Expanding the facility in
its current location would require relocation of the maintenance yard and fuel station. .Because this plan
element is driven by the potential for future regulatory requirements that may be many years in the future;
the facility is only included in the long-term layout. '

Ultraviolet Disinfection (0.4 ac)
This plan element would replace existing chlorination and dechlorination faC]]lt]eS with ultraviolet (UV)

disinfection. The 0.4-acre footprint is based on sizing a system to treat peak wet weather flows of 320
mgd during blending. It includes a blending basin to combine tertiary effluent and primary effluent
during wet weather events, and to split flow to the UV disinfection channels. It is assumed that for UV
disinfection to be technically and economically feasible, secondary effluent must be filtered prior to
disinfection (see Tertiary Treatment Facifity, below). Even with the provision of tertiary treatment,
however, the technical and economic feasibility of converting to UV disinfection is uncertain.
Additionally, providing UV disinfection capacity for peak wet weather flows of 320 mgd may not be cost
effective due to the infrequency of peak wet weather events. UV disinfection would provide the benefit
of completely eliminating the need for the chlorination and dechlorination facilities. A more technically
feasible and cost effective scenario would be to provide UV disinfection for the average dry weather
flows and maintain the chlorination and dechlorination facilities to treat wet weather flows. However, in
order to provide a more conservative footprint, it is assumed for the purposes of the Land Use Master
Plan that UV disinfection of peak wet weather flows is both cost effective and technically feasible.

To maintain process continuity and reuse existing facilities, the UV disinfection facility would be sited
adjacent to the secondary effluent channel. Although there may be operational efficiency drivers, the
main driver would be future reguiatory requirements that significantly favor or require UV disinfection,
which may be many years in the future, therefore the facility Is only mcluded in the long-term layout.

Tertiary Treatment Facility (2.4 ac)

This plan element would provide a facility for tertiary treatment (i.e., granular media filtration) of
secondary effluent. The land requirement of 2.4 acres includes ancillary facilities (e.g., backwash tanks,
filter feed pump station, and backwash pumps and equnpment) The facility would treat secondary
effluent (168 mgd capacity) minus the 2 mgd in flows that are diverted to che East Bayshore Recycled
Water Facility, which already receive tertiary trcatment. The tertiary treatment facilities are thus s:zed to

accommodate peak flows of 166 mgd.

To maintain continuity of the existing liquid treatment process train, the tertiary treatment facility would
be sited near the effluent channel, on the northern side of the MWWTP site. As a regulatory-driven
facility expected to be many years in the future, this facility only appears in the long-term layout.
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Digester Expansion (1.0 ac)

Digester capacity would be expanded to treat additional waste streams and to provide adequate
redundancy for improved facility operation. This plan element includes up to three new, egg-shaped
digesters that would be on the order of 65 feet above grade. It is assumed that one digester would be
located in the area of former Digester No. 1 (currently used for sodium hypochlorite storage). Sodium
hypochlorite storage, if still necessary, would be relocated to an area northeast of the existing clarifiers.
The other two new digesters would be located adjacent and to the west of the existing digesters. A total
ofiapproximately 1.0 acres would be required. The diameter ofithe digesters was assumed to be the same
as the existing digesters. Currently, the existing digesters provide sufficient capacity for the planned
solids loading; therefore, this facility is only included in the long-term layout. With or without expansion
of digester capacity, piping modifications may be undertaken in order to separate the digestion of food
wastes and other high strength wastes from wastewater solids. A dedicated dewatering facility may be
required in the area designated for the Food Waste Processing Facility in the near term.

Temporary Land Lease (as available)

Land leases of varying durations could be negotiated to generate revenue to help minimize wastewater
rate increases, while reserving land for future needs in the short and long term. The specific locations and
timeframe for implementation depend on land availability and uses designated for other prdjects and plan
elements. Unlike the food waste preprocessing and biodiesel production prdjects, which are also land
leases, this plan element refers to shorter-term, low-capital commitment leases for activities without any
relation to MWWTP processes. Examples Include Port of Oakland-related container storage, vehicle
parking, or equipment storage. Lease contracts would allow EBMUD to reclaim the land with little notice
or penalty, in order to provide maximum future flexibility for altemative demands and uses. As a result,
it is expected that tenants would not invest in any significant land improvements or facility construction.

Household Hazardous Waste Collection Facility (0.4 ac)

This plan element would provide a public facility for disposal of household hazardous waste from the
local community to reduce pollutant discharges to the sanitary sewer system. The 0.4-acre facility could
be sited in a number of different locations. In order to provide convenient and safe public access, it would
be located near the MWWTP fenceline, out of the way of heavy truck traffic, and adjacent to on-site

parking.

Bay Stewardship Exhibit/Public Education Facility (0.3 ac)

This plan element would provide an exhibit and public education facility to showcase and educate the
public on stewardship of San Francisco Bay. It would contribute to EBMUD’s ongoing efforts in’
environmental stewardship. The 0.3-acre facility could be sited in a number of different locadons. In
order to provide convenient and safe public access, it would be located near the MWWTP fenceline, out
of the way of heavy truck traffic, and adjacent to on-site parking.

Relocation of Septage and R2 Receiving Stations (0.8 ac)

in order to reduce the impact of truck traffic within the MWWTP and improve safery, the Septage
Receiving Station and the R2 Receiving Station would be relocated closer to the front entrance ofi the
MWWTP. The 0.8-acre facility could be located anywhere along Engineers Road to provide convenient
access from Wake Avenue. '

E. Layout of Faciiities

1. Short-Term Layout
Figure 2-1 shows projects considered for implementation in the short term, defined as within

approximately the next 10 years. Included are the biodiesel production facility, the food waste
preprocessing facility, relocation of the existing food waste facility, odor control facilities, space for
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employee parking, visitor parking and emergency equipment storage, temporary land lease, and the three
approved projects currently planned or in construction. The locations for each of the new facilities were
selected to-avoid conflicts with future regulatory-driven wastewater treatment process infrastructure that
may be implemented in the longer term. In order to improve traffic routing to the various facilities,
Engineers Road would be widened-to three lanes, which would require demolition of two buildings on the

West End property.
2. Long-Term Layout

In the long term, defined as within approximately the next 30 years, there are a number of reguiatory-
driven projects that could be implemented. A long-term layout was developed to deterinine appropriate
locations for ail of these projects (Figure 2-2). Siting of long-term, regulatory-driven projects was based
on maintaining continuity with existing solids and liquids process layouts and alignment at the MWWTP,
while minimizing demolition of existing facilities and buildings. Costs and implementation schedules
were not considered. Instead, it was assumed that all projects identified above would be implemented
sometime within 30 years. However, it is possible that the faciiities included in the long-term layout
may not be implemented or may be implemented outside the 30-year timeframe. Qver time, it is expected
that ail of the existing buildings on the West End property would be demolished to allow construction of
wastewater facilities, such as those identified in Figure 2-2.

F. Preparation of the EIR

On November 18, 2009, EBMUD circulated a Notice of Preparation énnouncing the
intended preparation of the Draft EIR and describing its proposed scope. EBMUD held a
public scoping meeting to solicit input on the scope and content of the EIR.

On February 7,2011, EBMUD completed a Draft EIR and circulated it for review and
comment. Cards were mailed to notify residents and interested parties, as well as state, iocal
and regional agencies, including the State Clearinghouse and the City ofi Oakland. A public
meeting was held on March 9, 2011 to present informiation about the project and to receive
comments. The Draft EIR comment period concluded on March 28,2011.

The District considered and responded to three comment letters, and the Final EIR was

. completed and made available on June 14, 2011. The Board finds and determines that the
Final EIR provides adequate, good faith, and reasoned responses to all comments raising
significant environmental issues.

G. Absence of Significant New Information

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 requires a lead agency to recirculate an EIR for further
review and comment when significant new information is added to the EIR after public
notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR but before certification of the fmal EIR.
New information added to an EIR is not significant uniess the EIR is changed in a way that
deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse
environmental effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect that
the project proponent declines to implement. The Guidelines provide examples of
significant new information under this standard. Recirculation is not required where the
new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or amplifies or makes insignificant
modifications in an adequate EIR. The Final EIR contains no changes to the evaluation of



impacts or to mitigation measures. Corrunent letters did not propose any additional
mitigation measures.

The Board recognizes that the Final EIR contains minor additions, clarifications,
modifications, and other changes. With respect to this information, the Board finds as

follows:

Other Changes. Various clarifying changes and edits have been made to the text and tables
of the Draft EIR. The Board finds that these changes are minor and do not require
recirculation of the EIR.

In addition to the changes and corrections described above, the Final EIR provides
additional information in response to comments and questions from agencies and the public,
The Board finds that this additional information does not constitute significant new
information requiring recirculation, but rather that the additional information clarifies or

amplifies an adequate EIR.
H. Differences of Opinion Regarding Impacts and Design Features of the Project

The Board has acquired an understanding of the technical opinion on the issues of concern
by its review of the Draft EIR, briefings from staff, and comments received on the Draft EIR
and the responses to those comments in the Final EIR. The Board has reviewed and
considered, as a whole, the evidence and analysis presented in the Draft EIR, the evidence

. and analysis presented in the Final EIR, the information submitted on the Final EIR, and the
reports prepared and has gained an understanding that has enabled the Board to make its
decisions after weighing and considering various viewpoints. The Board certifies its
findings are based on a full appraisal of all the evidence contained in the Final EIR, as well
as evidence and other information in the record.

20 CEQA Requirements Regarding Project Impacts

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et
seq., requires written findings of project impacts, pursuant to Section 21081. Regarding these
findings, CEQA Guidelines, Title 14, California Code of Regulatlons (CEQA Guidelines),
Section 15091, state the following:

a No public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been certified
which identifies one or more significant effects of the project unless the public agency
makes one or more written findings for each of those significant effects, accompanied by a
brief explanafion of the rationale for each finding. The possible findings are independently
reviewed and analyzed in the Final EIR prior to taking any final project action.

1)  Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project,
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified

in the Final EIR.



2)  Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been
adopted by such agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency.

3)  Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible
the mitigation measures or project altemative identified in the Final EIR.

b. The findings required by subsection (a) shall be supported by substantial evidence in the
' record.

c. The finding in subdivision (a)(2) shall not be made if the agency making the finding has
. concurrent jurisdiction with another agency to deal with identified feasible mitigation
measures or alternatives. The finding in subsection (a)(3) shall describe the specific
reasons for rejecting identified mitigation measures and project alternatives.

d. When making the findings required in subdivision (a) (1), the agency shall also adopt a
program for reporting on or monitoring the changes which it has either required in the
project or made a condition of approval to avoid or substantially lessen significant
environmental effects. These measures must be fully enforceable through permlt
conditions, agreements, or other measures.

E. The public agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents or other
materials which constitute the record of the proceedings upon which its decnsmn is based.
The custodian of said records is the District Secretary.

f.®.A statémelm made pursuant to Section 15093 does not substitute for the findings required
by this section.

The changes or alterations referred to in State law, as quoted above, may be mitigation measures,
alternatives to the project or changes to the project by the project proponent. The Final EIR
identifies mitigation measures that are proposed to minimize significant envirorunental effects of
the project or to mitigate other potential effects that may not be, strictly speaking, environmental
effects under CEQA.. These mitigation measures will be incorporated into the design of the
project. A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP, see Exhibit B) is also adopted by
the EBMUD Board of Directors to insure that all relevant mitigation measures identified in the
Final EIR and these Findings will be implemented.

3.0 Findings Regarding Independent Review and Judgment

Each member of the EBMUD Board of Directors was provided with a copy of the Draft EIR in
February 2011 and a complete copy of the Final EIR for the project in June 2011. The Board
hereby finds that the Final EIR reflects the Board’s own independent judgment. and that the
Board has independently reviewed and analyzed the Final EIR prior to taking any final action

with respect to the project.



4.0 Findings Regarding the Project

Having reviewed and considered the information contained in the Final EIR and the MMRP, the
EBMUD Board of Directors hereby adopts the following findings of project impacts and
mitigation measures. This exhibit does not attempt to describe the full analysis of each
environmental impact contained in the Fina!l EIR. Instead, this exhibit provides a summary
description of each impact, briefly describes the applicable mitigation measures identified in the
Final EIR and adopted by the Board, and states the Board’s findings on the significance of each
impact after imposition of the adopted mitigation measures. Mitigation measures are applicable
to all elements of the Master Plan, unless otherwise noted. Ful! explanation of these
environmental findings and conclusions can be found in the Final EIR and these findings hereby
incorporate by reference the discussion and analysis in the Final EIR supporting the Final EIR’s
determinations regarding the project’s impacts and mitigation measures designed to address

those impacts.
4.1 Findings Regarding Significant and Unavoidable Effects -

There is one potentially significant and unavoidable effect resuiting from the project. Mitigation
measures proposed in the Final EIR will lessen this impact, but it is not feasibie to completely
mitigate adverse environmental impacts to a less- than-significant level. These findings reflect

the EBMUD Board’s decisions to adopt the project.

A, Cumulative Air Quality Impacts
1. Significant and Unavoidabie impact CUM: Cumuiative air quality community risks and
hazards.

Findings: The combined excess cancer risk from emissions associated with the biodiesel
production facility, food waste preprocessing facility, and other Land Use Master Pian
elements would be 18.5 per million, which is primarily attributable to mobile equipment
operating within the food waste preprocessing facility at the MWWTP. The food waste
preprocessing project’s comnmunity risk and hazards impact is thus potentially significant,
but can be reduced below BAAQMD’s 10 in a million project-level threshold with
implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR-3. However, because this risk would
contribute a minor incremental arnount to the already impacted condition in the MWWTP
vicinity, and existing sources already exceed the Bay Area Air Quality Management
District cumulative significance threshold for community risks and hazards, the proposed
project would have a substantial adverse cumulative impact. EBMUD has existing
programs to reduce on-site diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions, and
implementation of the biodiesel project would contribute to reductions of DPM emissions
in the region. Nevertheless, because project-related mitigation would reduce, but would
not completely eliminate, the project’s TAC emissions, this impact is considered to be
cumulatively significant and unavoidable.

Facts in Support of Findings: The following mttigation measure is hereby adopted and
wifl be implemented as set forth in the MMRP. See page 3.3-35 of the Draft EIR.
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Mitigation Measure AIR-3: Diesel Particulate Reduction Measures. Diesel-powered
on-site rolling stock (2 loaders, excavator, and 2 end dump trucks) associated with the
food waste preprocessing facility and any other diesel equipment or trucks operating
solely within the MW WTP and West End property under the control of EBMUD shall
instail a CARB-verified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Fiiter to reduce PM2.5 emissions to
achieve a minimum reduction of 50 percent (sufficient to reduce combined emissions to
below the BAAQMD CEQA excess cancer risk threshold of 10 in a milhon). Altemative
options for achieving this reduction can also be implemented, inciuding the use of late
modei engines, low-emission diesel products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit
technology, after-treatment products, and/or other options as such become available.

Implementation of this mitigation will reduce but not eliminate the impacted air quality condition
in the area and thus mitigate the potential cumulative impact but not reduce it to a less than
significant leve!.

4.2

Findings Regarding Significant Effects Mitigated to Less-Than-Significant Levels

It has been determined that miligalidn measures proposed in the Final EIR will avoid or mitigate
the following effects to a less-than-significant impact ievel.

A.

1.

Aesthetics

Potentially Significant Impact AES-2; Alter Existing Visual Character and Views in the

Study Area

Impacts to the visual character of the area would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measures AES-2a and- AES-2b.

Findings: Implementation of Mitigation Measure AES-2a and AES-2b would reduce
potential changes in the visual character of the site and vicinity to a level that is less than
significant. These measures are discussed on page 3-2.7 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure AES-2a and AES-2b are hereby
adopted and will be implemented as set forth in the MMRP. These measures commit

EBMUD as follows:

Mitigation Measure AES-2a: Maintenance of Construction Work’silt_a. Throughout the
period of demolition and construction, EBMUD will require that the construction ’
contractor keep the worksite free and clean of all rubbish and debris and promptly
remove from the site or from property adjacent to the site of the work, ail unused and
rejected materials, surplus earth, concrete, plaster, and debris.

Mitigation Measure AES-2b: Design of Facilities to Be Aesthetically Consistent with
Existing Visual Character. EBMUD wouid require all new faciiities be, at a minimum,
designed to be aesthetcally consistent with existing visual character and surrounding
wastewater treatment buildings. Design, exterior finishes, and color would blend with

the surrounding facilities.
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Potentiallv Significant Impact AES-3: New Source of Substantial Light or Glare.

Impacts resulting from new light or glare in the area would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure AES-3.

Findings: The imp-lementation of Mitigation Measure AES-3 would reduce light and
glare to a level that is less than significant. This measure is discussed on page 3-2.8 of

the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure AES-3 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure AES-3: Lighting Design and Low Reflective Paint. EBMUD
would require that lighting be consistent with existing lighting in terms of height, spacing
and design. New lighting would be shielded and directed to the interior of the project
site. New structures and buildings would be painted in low reflective paint consistent -
with existing structures at the MWWTP.

Air Quality

Potentiallv Significant Impact AIR-1: Construction Emissions of Criteria Pollutants and

Precursors.

Impacts from construction emissions would be less than significant with implementation
of Mitigation Measure AIR-1.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR-1 would reduce the potential
emissions of criteria pollutants during construction to a level that is less than significant.
This measure is discussed on pages 3-3.13 and 3.3-14 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure AIR-1 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

a. Mitigation Measure AIR-1: Criteria Air Pollutant and Precursor Reduction Measures.
To limit dust, criteria polfutant, and precursor emissions associated with construction of all
Land Use Master Plan projects by including specified measures, as applicable, in contract

- specifications.
Potentially Significant Impact AIR-3: Local Cofnmunity Risks and Hazards During
Project Operation.

Air quality impacts and hazards affecting local communities would be less than
significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR-5.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR-5 would reduce local

community risks and hazards during operation to a level that is less than significant. This
mitigation measure is discussed on page 3-3.35 of the Draft EIR. -
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Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure AIR-5 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure AIR-5: Diesel Particulate Reduction Measures. Diesel-powered
on-site rolling stock {2 loaders, excavator, and 2 end dump trucks) associated with the
food waste preprocessing facility and any other diesel equipment or trucks operating
solely within the MWWTP and West End property under the control of EBMUD shall
install a CARB-verified Level 3 Diese] Particulate Filter to reduce PM2.5 emissions to
achieve a minimum reduction of 50 percent (sufficient to reduce combined emissions to
below the BAAQMD CEQA excess cancer risk threshold of 10 in a million). Altemative
options for achieving this reduction can also be implemented, including the use of late
model engines, low-emission diesel products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit
technology, after-treatment products, and/or other options as such become available.

Potentially Significant Impact AIR-6: Odor Emissions During Project Operation of Food
Waste Preprocessing Facility and Other Land Use Master Plan Elements.

Odor impacts of the biodiesel production facility would be less than significant. Impacts
of the food waste preprocessing facility and other master plan elements would be less
than significant with implementation of: Mitigation Measures AIR-6a and AIR-6b.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measures AIR-6a and AIR-6b would reduce
the potential for odor generation to a level that is less than significant. This mitigation
measure is discussed on page 3-3.37 ofithe Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measures AIR-6a and AIR-6b are hereby
adopted and will be implemented as set forth in the MMRP. These measures commit

EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure Al1R-6a: Odor Controls in Food Waste Preprocessing Facility.
EBMUD shall include the following measures in contract specifications:

. Roof vents on the proposed building or point sources should be designed to
accommodate odor controls in the event that odor problems occur in the future and
controls are ultimately needed. ,

. Ail food waste shall be processed within 48 hours of receipt or protocols shall be

‘implemented to minimize nuisance odor problems and ensure compliance with
applicable BAAQMD air permit requirements

Mitigation Measure AIR-6b: Odor Controls on Other Land Use Master Plan
Elements. Odor control is not needed for the biodiese! production facility. All other
short- and long-term Land Use Master Plan projects shall be reviewed for odor potential
during the design phase. Operational and design odor control measures shall be
incorporated into the project to minimize off-site odor impacts and ensure compliance
with BAAQMD air permit fenceline monitoring limits. Odor controls that could be
implemented where appropriate include: activated carbon filter/carbon adsorption,
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biofiltration/bio trickling filters, fine bubble aerator, hooded enclosures, wet and dry
scrubbers, caustic and hypochlorite chemical scrubbers, ammoniz scrubber, energy
efficient blower system, thermal oxidizer, capping/covering storage basins and anaerobic
ponds, mixed flow exhaust, wastewater circulation technology, and exhaust stack and
vent location with respect to receptors.

Biological Resources

Potentially Significant Impact BIO-1: Potential to Interfere with Wildlife Movement or
Impede the Use of Native Wildlife Nursery Sites.

Impacts to wildlife would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation
Measure B10O-1,

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would reduce the potential
for impacts to nesting birds to a level that is less than significant. This mitigation
measure is discussed on page 3-4.17 ofithe Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measures BIO-1 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Protection of Nesting Birds. To the extent practicable,
project construction activities including tree removal/pruning and demolition will occur
outside of the generally accepted nesting season (February 1 to August 31). If tree
removal cannot be completed between September 1 and January 31, and it is not feasible
to avoid starting construction during the nesting season, then the following measures wili

be taken:

a. No more than two weeks before the initiation of construction/demolition activities
that would commence between February 1 and August 31, a nesting bird survey will
be conducted within 250 feet of the project site by a qualified biologist. Ifiactive nests
are observed, buffer zones will be established around the nests, with a size acceptable
to the California Department of Fish and Game. Construction activities will not occur
within buffer zones until young have fledged or the nest is otherwise abandoned.

b. If construction/demolition is halted for more than two weeks during the nesting
season, then additional surveys will be conducted as above.

¢. Nests that are established during construction/demolition will be protected from direct
project impact (e.g., trees or a buffer area around the nests shall be flagged and

avoided).

Potentially Significant Impact BIO-2: Potential for Conflict with Local Policies or
Ordinances Protecting Biological Resources, such as tree Preservation policies or
Ordinance. '

Impacts resulting from potential conflicts with local policies and ordinances would be
less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2.
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Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2 would reduce the potential
for impacts associated with loss of trees to a level that is less than significant. This
measure is discussed on page 3-4.18 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure BIO-2 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP, This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure BIO-2: Replacement of Protected Trees. EBMUD will replace
each tree that is removed for this project and that is considered a “protected tree” under
the City of Oakland Tree Preservation and Removal Ordinance. The replacement tree
(e.g., 5-gallon size)} will be planted on site in a suitable location at the MW WTP/West

End property.
Cultural Resources

Potentiallv Significant Impact CUL-1: Potential to Cause a Substantial Adverse Change
in the Significance of a Unique Archaeological Resource.

Impacts to the significance of unigue archaeologiéal resources would be less than
significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1. -

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1 would reduce the potential
for substantial adverse changes to the significance ofipreviously unidentified cultural
resources to a level that is less than significant. This measure is discussed on page 3-5.10

of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure CUL-1 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure CUL-1: Recovery of Buried Cultural Resources. If previously
unidentified cultural materials are unearthed during construction, EBMUD will halt work
in that area until a qualified archaeclogist can assess the significance of the find.
Prehistoric materials might include obsidian and chert fiaked-stone toois (e.g., projectile
points, knives, scrapers) or toolmaking debris; culturally darkened soil (“midden™)
containing heat-affected rocks, artifacts, or shellfish remains; stone milling equipment
(e.g., mortars, pestles, handstones, or milling slabs); battered stene tools, such as
hammerstones and pitted stones. Historic-era materials might include stone, concrete, or
adobe footings and walls; filled wells or privies; and deposits of metal, glass, and/or
ceramic refuse. If any find is determined to be significant, EBMUD and the archaeclogist
will determine the appropriate avoidance measures or other appropriate mitigation. All
significant cultural materials recovered will be, as necessary and at the discretion of the
consulting archaeologist, subject to scientific analysis, professional museum curation, and
documentation according to current professional standards. In considering any suggested
measures proposed by the consulting archaeologist in order to mitigate impacts to
historical resources or unigue archaeological resources, EBMUD will determine whether
avoidance is necessary and feasible in light of factors such as the nature of the find,

project design, costs, and other considerations.
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If avoidance is infeasible, other appropriate measures (e.g., data recovery) will be
instituted. Work may proceed on other parts of the project while mitigation for historical
resources or unique archaeological resources is being carried out.

Potentially Significant Impact CUL-2: Potential to Cause a Substantial Adverse Change
in the Significance of a Paleontological Resource.

Impacts to paleontological resources would be less than significant with implementation
of Mitigation Measure CUL-2.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-2 would reduce the potential
for damage to previously unidentified human remains to a level that 1s less than
significant. This measure is discussed on page 3-5.11 ofithe Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure CUL-2 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure CUL-2: Recovery of Buried Paleontological Resources. In the
event that paleontological resources are discovered, EBMUD will notify a qualified
paleontologist. The paleontologist will document the discovery as needed, evaluate the
potential resource, and assess the sngmf cance of the find under the criteria set forth in
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5. Ifia breas’ or other fossil is discovered during construction,
excavations within 50 feet of the find will be temporarily halted or diverted until the
discovery is examined by a qualified paleontologist. The paleontologist shall notify the
appropriate agencies to detemiine procedures that would be followed before construction
is allowed to resume at the location of the find. :

1f EBMUD determines that avoidance is not feasible, the paleontologist will prepare an
excavation plan for mitigating the effect of the project on the qualities that make the
resource important, The plan will be submitted to EBMUD for review and approval prior

to implementation.

Potentiallv Significant Impact CUL-3: Potential to Disturb Human Remains.

Impacts related to the disturbance of human remains would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-3.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-3 would reduce the potential
for damage to previously unidentified human remains to a level that is less tharn
significant. This measure is discussed on pages 3-5.11 and 3-5.12 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation'Measure CUL-3 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

A seep of natural petroleum that has trapped extinct animals, thus presesving and fossilizing their remains.
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Mitigation Measure CUL-3: Recovery of Discovered Human Remains. In the event
human burials are encountered, EBMUD will halt work in the vicinity and notify the
Alameda County Coroner and contact an archaeologist to evaluate the find. If human
remains are of Native American origin, the Coroner will notify the Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours of this identification. The NAHC will
then identify the person(s}) thought to be the Most Likely Descendent of the deceased
Native American, who would then help determine what course of action should be taken

in dealing with the remains.
Geology : N

Potentially Significant Impact GEQ-1: Facility Damage and Exposure of People to

Hazards From Strong Seismic Groundshaking.

Impacts related to strong seismic groundshaking would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1. :

Findings; The implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would reduce hazards
associated with groundshaking to a level that is less than significant. This measure is
discussed on page 3-7.13 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure GEO-1 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure GEO-1: Perform Design-Level Geotechnical Evaluations for
Seismic Hazards. During the design phase for all other Land Use Master Plan elements
that require ground-breaking activities, EBMUD will perform site-specific, design-level
geotechnical evaluations to identify potential secondary ground failure hazards (1.e.,
seismically-induced settlement) associated with the expected level of seismic ground
shaking. For specific Land Use Master Plan element sites within the MWWTP that have
previously been subject to a geotechnical investigation, a geotechnical memorandum
shall be prepared to update the previous investigation.

The geotechnical analysis will provide recommendations to mitigate those hazards in the
final design and, if necessary, during construction The design-level geotechnical
evaluations, based on the site conditions, location, and professional opinion of the
geotechnical engineer, may include subsurfece drilling, soil testing, and analysis of site
seismic response as needed. The geotechnical engineer will review the seismic design
criteria of facilities to ensure that facilities are designed to withstand the highest expected
peak acceleration, set forth by the Califomia Building Code (CBC} for each site.
Recommendations resulting from findings of the geotechnical study will be incorporated
into the design and construction of proposed facilities. Design and construction for
buildings will be performed in accordance with EBMUD’s seismic design standards,
which meet and/or exceed applicable design standards of the International Building Code.
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Potentiallv Significant Impact GEQ-2: Facility Damage and Exposure of People to
Hazards from Liquefaction and Lateral Spreading.

Impacts from liquefaction and lateral spreading would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-2.

. Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-2 would reduce the potential
hazards associated with liquefaction and lateral spreading to a level that is less than
significant. This measure is discussed on page 3-7-14 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measures GEO-2 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure GEQ-2: Perform Design-Level Geotechnical Evaluations for
Liquefaction.and Other Geologic Hazards. During the design phase for all other Land
Use Master Plan elements that require ground-breaking activities, EBMUD will perfomi
site-specific design-level geotechnical evaluations to identify geologic hazards and
provide recommendations to mitigate those hazards in the final design and during
construction. For specific Land Use Master Plan element sites within the MWWTP that
have previously been subject to a geotechnical investigation, a geotechnical
memorandum shall be prepared to update the previous invesfigation.

The design-levei geotechnical evaluations will include the collection of subsurface data
for determining liquefaction potential, and appropriate feasible measures will be
developed and incorporated into the project design. The performance standard to be used
in the geotechnical evaluations for mitigating liquefaction hazards will be minimization
of the hazards. Measures to minimize significant liquefaction hazards could include the
following, unless the site-specific soils analyses dictate otherwise:

Densification or dewatering of surface or subsurface soils;
. Construction of pile or pier foundations to support pipelines and/or buildings; and
. Removal of matenial that could undergo liquefaction in the event of an earthquake,

and replacement with stable material.
. Ifisoil needs to be imported, EBMUD would require that the contractor ensure that

such imported soil complies with specifications that define the minimum
geotechnical properties and analytical quality characteristics that must be met for
use of fill material from off-site borrow sources.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Potentially Sienificant Impact GHG-1: Greenhouse Gas Construction Emissions.

Impacts from greenhouse gas emissions would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-1.
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Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-1 would reduce potential for
greenhouse pas emissions during construction to a level that is less than significant. This
measure is discussed on page 3.8-7 of the Draft EIR.

- Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure GHG-1 is hereby adopted and wilil be

implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure GHG-1: GHG Reduction Measures. EBMUD shall implement
BAAQMD-recommended Best Management Practices (BMPs) for OHG emissions where
feasible, which include the following: ‘

At least 15 percent of the fieet should be alternative-fueled (e.g., biodiesel, electric)
construction vehicles/equipment.
At least 10 percent of building materials should be from local sources.

. At least 50 percent of construcfion waste or demolition materials should be recycled

or reused.

Potentiallv Sienificant Impact GHG-2: Greenhouse Gas Operational Emissions from
Stationary Sources of Gther Land Use Master Plan Elements.

' Emissions would be less than significant for stationary and mobile sources associated

with the biodiesel and food waste preprocessing faciiities and for mobile sources
associated with other Land Use Master Plan elements. Impacts of stationary source
GHG emissions from other Land Use Master Plan elements would be less than
significant with implementation of Mifigation Measures GPIG-2a and GHG-2b.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measures GHG-2a and GHG-2b, would
reduce the operational emissions of greenhouse gases to a level that is less than
significant. This measure is discussed on page 3.-12 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measures 3 GHG-2a and GHG-2b are hereby
adopted and will be implemented as set forth in the MMRP. Measures GHG-2a and
GHG-2b apply to the other Land Use Master Plan elements, as applicabie, to reduce
overall GHG emissions. These measures commit EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure GHG-2a: Energy Efficiency Measures. Direct and indirect GHG
emissions shall be estimated based on the final project design, and energy efficiency
measures shall be incorporated into the project as necessary to meet the BAAQMD GHG
significance threshold in effect at the time of project implementation.

Mitigation Measure GHG-2b: Water Conservation Measures for L.and Use Master
Plan Projects. Non-potable water shall be used wherever feasible for equipment and
area wash down to minimize GHG emissions associated with increased water demand.

Potentiallv Significant Impact GHG-3: Consistency with Applicable Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Pians for Stationary Sources of Other Land Use Master Plan Elements.
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Impacts resulting from potential inconsistencies with greenhouse gas reduction plans
would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measures GHG-2a and

GHG-2b.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measures GHG-2a and GHG-2b, which are
described above, would reduce the potential for inconsistency with greenhouse gas
reduction plans to a level that is less than significant. These measures are dlscussed on
page 3-8-12 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Sunnort of Findings: Mitigation Measures. GHG-2a and GHG-2b described
above are hereby adopted and will be impiemented as set forth in the MMRP. Measures
GHG-2a and GHG-2b apply to the other Land Use Master Plan elements, as applicable,
to reduce overall GHG emissions.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Potentially Significant Impact HAZ-3: Hazards to Public Health and the Environment

due to a Release of Hazardous Bu11d1ng Materials Present in the Buildings that Would be
Demolished.

Impacts from hazardous materials releases would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigafion Measure HAZ-3.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-3 would reduce the potential
for the release of hazardous materials to a level that is less than significant. This measure

is discussed on page 3.9-33 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure HAZ-3 is hereby adopted and wiil be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: Hazardous Building Materials Surveys and Abatement.
For any building not already surveyed for lead, a registered environmentai assessor or a
registered engineer would perform a lead-based paint survey for the structure prior to
reuse or demolition. Adequate abaternent practices for lead-containing materials, such as
containment and/or removal, would be implemented prior to reuse or demolition of each
structure that includes lead-containing materiais or lead-based paint. For demolition, any
PCB- or DEHP-containing equipment or fluorescent lights contammg Mmercury vapors
would also be removed and disposed of prOperly

If removal of a transformer is required, EBMUD or the ownerfoperator wouid retain a
qualified professional to determine the PCB content of the transformer oil. For removal,
the transformer oil would be pumped out with a pump truck and appropriately recycled or
disposed of off site. The drained transformer would be reused or disposed of in
accordance with applicable regulations.

Hydrology and Water Quality
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Potentiallv Significant Irhpact HYD-3: Alteration of the Existing Drainage Pattern in a
Manner Which Would Result in Flooding.

Impacts from flooding resulting from alterations in drainage patterns would be less
than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure HYD-3.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure HYD-3 would reduce the potential
for flooding to a level that is less than significant. This measure is discussed on page

3.10-10 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure HYD-3 is hereby adopted and will be
impiemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure HYD-3: Prepare and Implement a Comprehensive Drainage
Plan. Prior to expanding the stormwater collection system to treat runoff from the West
End property, EBMUD shall prepare and implement a Comprehensive Drainage Plan for
the L.and Use Master Plan that incorporates measures to ensure that the storm drain
system and treatment capacity are not exceeded during peak conditions. The drainage
plan shall define operational controls necessary to prevent flooding of the MWWTP
headworks and/or release of surface runoff off site.

Potentially Significant Impact HYD-5: Inundation Due to a Catastrophic Tsunami or
Seiche. . .

Impacts from inundation due to tsunami or seiche would be less than si gnificant with
implementafion of Mitigation Measure HYD-5.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure HYD-5 would reduce the potential
for flooding to a level that is less than significant. This measure is discussed on page

3.10-12 of the Drafi EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure HYD-5 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure HYD-5: Prepare and Implement a Tsunami Response Plan.
EBMUD shall prepare and implement a Tsunami Response Plan for the MWWTP site
that defines emergency response and coordination procedures. The Tsunami Response
Plan shall contain information specific to actions that may be necessary related to receipt
of a tsunami watch, warning, or as a result of an actual tsunami along the San Francisco
Bay. The first priority of emergency management response shall be the protection of life

and property.
Noise and Vibration

Potentially Significant Impact NOJI-1: Disturbance from Temporary, Construction-
Related Noise Increases in Excess of Noise Ordinance.
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Impacts from noise would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation
Measure NOI-1.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure NOi-1 would reduce the potential
for construction of the project to generate intermittent and temporary noise above existing
ambient levels to a level that is less than significant. This measure is discussed on page
3.12-14 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure NOI-1 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

"Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Implement Noise Controls. EBMUD’s Construction
Specifications (013544-3.4) require compliance with local noise ordinances, and
measures that shall be employed to meet applicable City of Oakland Noise Ordinance
noise limits include the following:

- Pile driving activities and operation of other types of impact equipment such as
jackhammers should be limited to the daytime hours (7 a.m. to 7 p.m. on

weekdays);
If impact pile drivers must be used near the eastern MW WTP boundary, they

should not be operated for longer than 10 days to the extent feasible. If pile driving
must occur for longer than 10 days near this boundary, sonic or vibratory pile
drivers should be used if feasible; .

- “Quiet™ pile driving technology (such as pre-drilling of piles, the use of more than
one pile driver to shorten the total pile driving duration) should be employed where
feasible (where geotechnical and structural requirements allow);

. Pile driving activities with all construction projects at the MWWTP should be
coordinated to ensure that these acfivities do not overlap,

. Best available noise control techniques (including mufflers, intake silencers, ducts;
engine enclosures, and acoustically attenuating shields or shrouds) will be used for
all equipment and trucks as necessary; and

. If any construction activities must occur during the nighttirne hours (7 p.r. 10 7
a.m. on weekdays, 8 p.m. to 9 a.m. on weekends), operation of noisier types of
equipment should be prohibited as necessary to meet ordinance noise limits.

Potentiallv Significant Impact NOI-2: Temporary Disturbance due to Construction-
Related Vibration.

Impacts from vibration would be less than significant with implementation of |
Mitigation Measure NOI-2.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-2 would reduce the potential
for construction of the project to cause vibration that could cause damage to structures to
a level that is less than significant. This measure is discussed on page 3.12-16 of the
Draft EIR. : ‘
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Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure NOI-2 1s hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure NOI-2: Implement Vibration Controls. To ensure that adjacent
freeway structures and future commercial structures to the south are not subject to
cosmetic damage, EBMUD shall ensure that any future pile driving activities associated
with Master Plan projects do not exceed the 0.2 in/sec peak particle velocity (PPV})
threshold at these structures. Measures that could be employed to meet this performance
standard include using sonic or vibratory pile drivers where feasible or pre-drilling pile

holes.

Potentiallv Signiticant Impact NOI-3: Increases in Ambient Noise Levels due to
Operational Noise and Vibration from Other Land Use Master Plan Elements.

Impacts of the biodiesel production and food waste preprocessing facilities would be less
than significant. Impacts of other Land Use Master Plan elements would be less than
signiticant with implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-3.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-3 would reduce the potentiai
for operational noise to a Jevel that is Jess than significant. This measure is discussed on

page 3.12-21 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure NOI-3 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure is applicable to other Land Use
Master Plan elements and commits EBMUD to:

Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Employ Noise Controls for Stationary Equipment.
EBMUD shall use best available noise control techniques (including mufflers,
intake silencers, ducts, engine enclosures, and acoustically attenuating shields or
shrouds) as necessary on stationary equipment associated with all Master Plan
projects in order to comply with applicable City of Oakland Noise Ordinance noise
limits, adjusted to reflect ambient noise levels occurring at the time of project
implementation (under 2010 conditions, the nighttime noise limit is 54 dBA [Leq]
at recelving residential uses to the east and 73 dBA [Leq] at future receiving
commercial uses to the south}).

Transportation

Potentiallv Signiticant Impact TRA-[: Temporary Construction-Related Increase in -
Traftic.

Impacts to traftic would be less than signiticant with implementation of Mitigation
Measure TRA-].

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1would reduce potentiai for

construction-related traftic impacts to a level that is less than,signiti_cant. This measure is
discussed on pages 3.14-15 and 3.14-18 of the Draft EIR.
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Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigafion Measure TRA-1 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:

Measure TRA-1: Construction Traffic Management Plan. EBMUD would
implement the following measures during project construction at the local intersecfions

outside the MWWTP property:

EBMUD and the construction contractor would coordinate with the appropriate City of
Qakland agencies to determine traffic management strategies to reduce, to the maximum
extent feasible, traffic congestion during construction of this project and other nearby
projects that could be simultaneously under construction. EBMUD would develop a
construction management plan for submittal to the Planning and Zoning Division, the
Building Services Division, and the Transportation Services Division. The plan would
include at least the following items and requirements:

a. A set of comprehensive traffic control measures, including scheduling of major truck
trips and deliveries to avoid peak traffic hours and designated construcfion access
routes; : ‘

b. Notification procedures for adjacent property owners and public safety personnel
regarding when major deliveries would occur; and

c. A process for responding to, and tracking, complaints pertaining to construction
activity, including identificafion of an on-site complaint manager. The manager shall
determine the cause of the complaints and shall take prompt action to correct the
problem,

Potentially Significant Impact TRA-7: Safety Hazards Due to Conflicts with Rail
Transport from Rail Spur to Biodiesel Facility.

The food waste preprocessing facility and other Eand Use Master Plan elements would
not have significant impacts associated with conflicts with rail transport. Impacts of
the rail spur associated with the biodiesel production facility would be less than
significant with implementation of Mitigation Measures TRA-7a and TRA-7b.

Findings: The implementation of Mifigation Measures TRA-7a and TRA-7b would
reduce the potentiai for the rail spur to the biodiesel facility to result in safety hazards
from conflicts with rail transport.to a level that is less than significant.” This measure is
discussed on page 3.-12 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measures TRA-7a and TRA-7b are hereby
adopted and will be implemented as set forth in the MMRP. Measures TRA-7a and
TRA-7b apply to the biodiesel production facility. These measures commit EBMUD to:

Measure TRA-7a: Railroad Crossing Safety for New Rail Spur. EBMUD shal! install
pavement markings and waming signs along Engineers Road where the new rail spur

would cross to enter the internal driveway for the biodiesel production facility. Pavement
markings and warning signs shall conform to standards set forth in the California Manual

on Uniform Transportation Devices (Caltrans 2010).
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Measure TRA-7b: Coordinafion with Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF).
EBMUD and its rail contractor(s) shall work with BNSF during the design phase to
obtain the necessary permits and construction approvals for the rail spur and connection
with the existing BNSF rail line.

Utilities

Potentiallv Significant Impact UTIL-1: Exceed Wastewater Treatment Requirements of
the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Impacts to utilities and wastewater treatment capacities would be less than significant
with implementafion of Mitigation Measure HYD-3.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure HYD-3 described above would
reduce the potential for stormwater flows from the West End property to exceed wet
weather plant capacity to a level that is less than significant. This measure is discussed on

page 3.15-8 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: M;t:gatlon Measure HYD-3 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set forth in the MMRP.

Potentiallv Significant Impact UTIL-3: Requife Construction of New Stormwater

Drainage Facilities or Expansion of Exisfing Facilities.

Impacts resulting in the requirement for new facilities would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure HYD-3.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigatibn Measure HYD-3 described above would
reduce the potentiai for stormwater flows from the West End property to exceed storm
drain capacity. This measure is described on page 3.15-10 of the Draft EIR. o

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure HYD-3 is hereby adopted and will be
. implemented as set forth in the MMRP.

Potentiallv Significant Impact UTIL-6: Temporary Disruption of Utilities or Services
Due to Construction-Related Activities.

Impacts from temporary disruption of utilities or services would be less than significant
with implementation of Mitigafion Measure UTIL-6.

Findings: The implementation of Mitigation Measure UTIL-6 would reduce potential for
construction-related traffic impacts, including impacts to utilities or services, to a level
that is less than significant. This measure is described on page 3.15-13 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Mitigation Measure UTIL-6 is hereby adopted and will be
implemented as set {orth in the MMRP. This measure commits EBMUD to:
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Mitigation Measure UTIL-6 Coordinate Relocation and Interruptions of Service
with Utility Providers During Construction. The construction contractor will be
required to verify the nature and location of underground ufilities before the start of any
construction that would require excavation. The contractor will be required to notify and
coordinate with public and private utility providers at least 48 hours before the
commencement of work adjacent to any utility. The contractor will be required to notify
the service provider in advance of service interruptions to allow the service provider
sufficient time to notify customers. The contractor will be required to coordinate timing
of interruptions with the service providers to minimize the frequency and duration of
interruptions.

4.3 Findings Regarding Less than Significant Effects

It has been determined that the following effects would be less than significant or there would be
no impact. - '

A. Aesthetics

| Less Than Significant Impact AES-1: The project would not have a significant effect on
scenic resources, including trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State
scenic highway.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 3.2-4 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The impact would be less than significant and mitigation
would not be required because the project site is in an industrial area and contains no scenic
resources such as rock outcrops or unique topography. None of the buildings on the site
were identified as historic respurces. The few trees that may be removed for project '
construction do not constitute substantial scenic resources. The overall impact to scenic
resources is not considered significant,

B. - Air Quality

L Less Than Significant Impact AIR-2: The project would not resuh in significant local
community risks and hazards during construcfion.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.3-14 tiwough 3.3-17 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The impact would be less than significant and mitigation
would not be required, because combined diesel particulate emissions associated with
construction of ail elements of the Master Plan would not exceed BAAQMD significance

thresholds.

2. Less Than Significant Impact AIR-3: The project would not result in significant odors
generated during project construction,
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Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.3-17 and 3.3-18 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The impact would be less than significant and mitigation
would not be required, because, given the short duration of construction, substantial
separation between project-related sources, and closest sensitive receptors, and dispersal of
diesel odors by onshore winds in the project area during daytime hours, odor impacts would

be less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact AIR-4: The project would not resuh in significant direct
criteria air pollutant emissions during construction.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.3-18 through 3.3.—30 of the Draft EiR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The impact would be less than significant and mitigation
would not be required, because combined criteria pollutant emissions associated with
operation of all elements of the Master Plan would not exceed applicable BAAQMD
significance thresholds.

Less Than Significant Impact AIR-7: The project would not be inconsistent with
applicable air quality plans.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.3-37 and 3.3-38 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The impact would be less than significant and mitigation
would not be required, because operation of Master Plan elements would not contribute
substantially to stationary or mobile source emissions of criteria pollutant, which would
ensure that any operational stationary source combined emissions would meet BAAQMD

thresholds or be mifigated through permit regulations. .

Biological Resources

Less Than Significant Impact to Biological Resources: The Master Plan implementation

will not result in impacts to sensitive species or habitats, including wetlands.
Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 3.4-15 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: There would be no impact and mitigation would not be
required, because the MWWTP site contains no suitable habitat for special status
species, no sensitive natural communities {including riparian habitat), and no
wetlands. There are no conservation plans for the project site.

Energy

Less Than Significant Impact ENE-1: The project would not result in inefficient,
wasteful, or unnecessary use of energy resources.
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Findings: No mifigation is needed. See pages 3.6-6 through 3.6-8 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: All project faciiities, as applicable, would be designed in
accordance with the 2008 Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential
Buildings (CCR Title 24 Part 6), which would help ensure that the energy needed to
operate the project would not be used in a wasteft2l manner. The impact would be less
than significant and mitigation would not be required.

Geology, Soils and Seismicity

Less Than Significant Impact GEQ-3: The project would not result in substantial erosion
or loss of topsoil. '

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.7-14 and 3.7-15 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project would include implementafion of erosion
control measures, including preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, that
would ensure that soil and debris is not transported during construction. Best
Management Practices would be employed as required under the NPDES General
Construction Permit for discharges of stormwater runoff associated with construction
activity. The project would have no significant impact, and no mitigafion would be
required.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less Than Significant Impact HAZ-1: The project would not result in a hazard to the
public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous

materials. -
Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.9-24 through 3.9-27 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings; The project would comply with applicable federal, state,
and local requirements for safe handling of hazardous materials and hazardous waste.
The project would have no significant impact, and no mitigation would be required.

Less Than Significant Impact HAZ-2: The project would not result in hazards to public

* health and the environment due to a release of hazardous materials present in soil and
groundwater. .

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.9-28 through 3.9-31 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project would comply with legal requirements that
ensure that workers and the public are not exposed to unacceptable levels of hazardous
materials in the soil and groundwater during construction or operafion of project and that
soil and groundwater are appropriate and legally disposed of or recycled during
construction. The project would have no significant impact, and no mitigation would be

réquired.
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Less Than Significant Impact HAZ-4: The project would not result in hazards to public
health and the environment due to a release of hazardous materials from construction

equipment.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.9-33 and 3.9-34 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project would comply with requirements of the NIPDES

‘General Construction Permit for discharges of stormwater runoff associated with

construction activity, which would include preparation of a Spill Prevention and
Response Plan that would detail the hazardous materials proposed for use or generated at
the job site and also describe methods for controlling spills, monitoring hazardous
materials, and providing immediate response to spills. The project would have no
significant impact, and no mitigation would be required.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Less Than Significant Impact HYD-1: The project would not result in violation of water
quality standards and/or waste discharge requirements.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.10-8 and 3.10-9 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project would comply with requirements of the NPDES
General Construction Permit for discharges of stormwater runoff associated with
construction acfivity, which would include preparation of a Spill Prevention and
Response Plan. Project operations would result in only minor increases in the total
wastewater treated at the MWWTP site. The contribution of additional wastes to
EBMUD’s wastewater treatment processes would not cause a violation of waste
discharge requirements at the MWWTP. The project would have no significant impact,
and no mitigation would be required.

Less Than Significant Impact HYD-2: The project would not deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.10-9 and 3.10-10 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project would not include ground water withdrawals
and because the site is already developed, would not substantially affect surface
permeability or groundwater recharge. The project would have no significant impact, and
no mitigation would be required.

Less Than Significant Impact HYD-4: The project would not alter existing drainage
pattems in a manner that would result in substantial erosicn or siltation.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 3.10-11 of the Draft EIR.
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Facts in Support of Findings: The project would not affect drainage pattems because the
existing MWWTP site is internally drained. The West End property would continue to
drain to the existing storm drain system until treatment faciiities are expanded to that area
and the storm drain system is connected to the storm drain system at the MWWTP. The
project would have no significant impact, and no mitigation would be required.

Land Use and Recreation

Less Than Significant Impact LUR-I: The project would not physically divide an
established community.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 3.11-6 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project would be constructed and operated within the’

existing MWWTP property and the newly-acquired West End property and would not
divide the community. The project would have no significant impact, and no mitigation

would be required.

Less Than Significant Irﬁpact LUR-2: The project would not conflict with any applicable
land use plan, policy or regulation.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages3.11-6 and 3.11-7 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The proj ect is compafible with existing land use and zoning
designations. The project would have no significant impact, and no mitigafion would be

required.

Less Than Significant Impact LUR-3: The project would not require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities. '

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 3.11-7 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project would not result in increased population and
therefore would not increase demands on recreational facilities. The project would have

no significant impact, and no mitigation would be required.

Less Than Significant Impact LUR-4: The project would not impede the construction or
expansion of planned recreational facilities.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.11-7 and 3.11-8 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project would not impede construction of the proposed
regional Bay Trail system because facilities would not encroach on the proposed trail
alignment. The project would have no significant impact, and no mitigation would be

required.




Less Than Significant Impact LUR-5: The project would not impede the achievement of

environmental justice.
Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 3.11-8 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The project is located in an industrial zone and is separated
from sensitive uses by the highway corridor, which ensures that any potential nuisance
impacts on residences from wastewater treatment activities are minimized. The project
would have no significant impact, and no mitigatton would be required.

Noise

Less Than Significant Impact NOI-4: The project would not increase traffic-related noise
along truck and rail routes during operation.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.12-21 through3.12-23 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Traffic and rail noise from long-term operation project
would not exceed City of Oakland Noise Ordinance limits. The impact would be less
than significant and mitigation would not be required.

Public Services

Less Than Significant Impact PUB-1: The project would not result in substantial adverse
impacts associated with the provision of police or fire protection. '

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.13-4 and3.13-5 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Measures are included in the project to ensure safety during
construction; with these controls, additional requirements for police and fire protection
are not expected. Operation of all facilities would include precautions and emergency
response planning to ensure safe storage, handling, and use of hazardous and flammable
materials. The project site is in an urban setting and accessible to existing fire and police
personnel, and would thus not require any new or physically altered facilities to maintain
service ratios. The impact would be less than significant and mitigation would not be

required.

Transportation

Less Than Significant Impact TRA-2: The project would not result in traffic delay at
intersections.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 3.14-16 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Addition of 28 moming peak-hour trips and 30 afternoon
peak-hour trips would not degrade the existing acceptable level of service conditions at
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intersections. The impact would be less than significant and mitigation would not be
required.

Less Than Significant Impact TRA-3: The project would not result in traffic delay on
freeways. The impact would be less than significant and mitigation would not be
required.

Findings: No mitigation is.needed. See page 3.14-17 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Addition of 28 morning peak-hour trips and 30 afternoon
peak-hour trips would not cause adverse effects because the service levels would remain
at an acceptable LOS E or better, or the volume-to-capacity ratio would increase by less
than three percent for a freeway segment that operates at level of service F without the
project. The impact would be less than significant and mitigation would not be required.

Less Than Significant Impact TRA-4: The project would not result in a substantial
operational increase in local traffic.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.14-17 and 3.14-18 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: Although daily truck trips would increase, the project
includes construction of a truck queue area, which would expedite the check-in process

and imptove truck access to the site. The impact would be less than significant and
mitigation would not be required.

Less Than Significant Impact TRA-5: The project would not result in impacts to
eMmergency access. -

Findings: No mifigation is needed. See page 3.14-18 of the Draft EIR.

. Facts in Support of Findings: Due to the location of the project at the end of Wake
.Avenue the project would not interfere with emergency access to other sites or

neighborhoods inthe area. Emergency access to and from the project site would not be
affected by the project. The impact would be less than significant and mitigation would
not be required.

Less Than Significant Impact TRA-6: The project would not conflict with alternative
transportation.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.14-18 and 3.14-19 of the Draft EIR.

Factsin Support of Findings: The project would not impede construction of the proposed
regional Bay Trail system because facilities would not encroach on the proposed trail
alignment. EBMUD would coordinate with appropriate agencies to ensure that potential
conflicts during construction are identified and addressed The impact would be less than
significant and mitigation would not be required.




Utilities

Less Than Significant Impact UTIL-2: Sufficient water supplies are available to serve the
project. '

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.15-8 and 3.15-9 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: EBMUD is the water suppilier for the plant site and any
minor increases in demand have been accounted for in EBMUD’s water supply planning.

The impact wouid be less than significant and mitigation would not be required.

Less Than Significant Impact UTIL-4: The project would not have adverse effects on
landfiii capacity.

Findings: No mittgation is needed. See pages 3.15-10 and 3.15-11 of the Draft EIR..

Facts in Support of Findings: The food waste preprocessing facility would reduce the
total amount of materials sent to local landfills, and other elements of the project would
not result in a net increase in disposal needs. The impact would be less than significant

and mitigation wouid not be required.

Less Than Significant Impact UTIL-5: The project wouid comply with federal, state, and
local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 3.15-11 and 3.15-12 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The food waste preprocessing faciiity is consistent with
Alameda County waste reduction goals, and would obtain any required solid waste
facility permits if these are needed. Other Master Plan elements are not expected to
require a solid waste permit. The impact would be less than significant and mitigation

would not be required.

Cumuiative Impacts

‘Less than Significant Impact to Aesthetics: There will not be any cumuiative short- and
long-term visual impacts.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 4-14 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope of this impact area is the general
vicinity of the MWWTP and the viewsheds for adjacent transportation corridors.

As described in Chapter 3, mitigation measures would be employed to reduce short- and
long-term visual effects of the project to a less than significant level, through managing
construction debris on site to maintain a ciean, clear area, designing projects to be
visually consistent with existing facilities at the MWWTP, and designing new lighting so
that it is shielded and directed towards the interior of the plant.
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The Land Use Master Plan projects thus would not adversely affect views from the
roadways, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings, or introduce a substantial new source of light and glare during project
construcfion or operation. Therefore, the project’s contribution to this cumulative impact
would not be cumulatively considerable. ‘

Less than Significant Impact to Air Quality: There will not be any cumulatively
considerable emissions of criteria pollutants.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 4-14 and 4-15 'of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope of this impact area is Bay Area Air
Basin.

Because construction phases and overall construction time frames are not expected to
overlap, and since each project’s individual construction emissions would not exceed
BAAQMD emissions thresholds, the project’s contribution to construction air quality
impacts would not be cumulatively considerable. The operational emissions from each
project’s mobile sources would not exceed BAAQMD significance thresholds for criteria
pollutants. Thus, each project’s residual contribution to emissions would not be
cumulatively considerable, a less-than-significant cumulative impact. In addition, these
projects would have beneficial air quality impacts that would further offset each project’s
mobile source impacts.

Thus, there would be no significant cumulafive criteria pollutant impacts.

Less than Significant Impact Biological Resources: There will not be any cumulative
impacts to biological resources.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 4-18 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope of this resource area is the City of
(Qakland.

Two potentially significant short-term impacts to biological resources have been
identified for this project: loss of or damage 1o protected trees and disturbances to nesting
birds. Proposed mitigation measures described in Chapter 3 would reduce these impacts
to a less than significant level. Replacement trees will be planted and disturbances to

" nesting species (if located) will be avoided or buffered.

The projects with the Potential for Cumulative impacts listed in proximity to the project
site are located on already developed sites or in urban areas. Therefore, the proposed
project would not contribute to significant cumulative impacts to biological resources.

Less than Significant Impact Cultural Resources: There will not be any cumulative
increase in cultural resources impacts.




Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 4-18 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope of this resource area is the project
site and immediate vicinity.

As described in Chapter 3, there is no indication of archaeological deposits, unique
archaeological resources, paleontological resources, or Native American human remains
within the project site or immediate vicinity. The potential for impacts to prehistoric or
archeological resources or to unearth human remains exists and is mitigated to a less than
significant level by applying standard contingency procedures. Consequently, the
project’s incremental impact is not cumulatively significant.

Less than Significant Impact Enerey: There will not be any cumulatively considerable
increase in consumption of energy.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 4-18 and 4-19 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope for the cumulative consu.mption of
energy is the PG&E service area and State of California.

As described in Chapter 3, none of the Land Use Master Plan projects would use energy
in a wasteful or unnecessary mammer and all of the Land Use Master Plan projects would
incorporate energy efficiency measures during construction and operation. In addition,
the project would produce renewable energy and provide alternative fuels. Consequemly,
the project’s incremental impact is not cumulatively significant. :

Less than Significant Impact Geology, Soils and Seismicity: There will not be any

cumulative geologic, soils and seismic impacts.
Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 4-19 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope of this resource area for the
curnulative geologic, soils and seismic impacts.is the project area and immediate vicinity.

As described in Chapter 3, project impacts related to seismically induced groundshaking
and ground failures (liquefaction would be less than significant with implementation of
mitigation measures requiring geotechnical evaluations for these seismic hazards. None
of the projects would be expected to contribute to cumulative geologic, soils, or seismic
impacts in connection with implementation of the project. Consequently, the project’s
incremental impact is not cumulatively significant.

Less than Significant Impact Greenhouse Gas Emissions: There will not be any

cumulatively considerable greenhouse gas emissions.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 4-19 of the Draft EIR.
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Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope of this resource area is global.

As discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR, GHG emissions were determined to be less
than significant for both the biodiesel production facility and food waste preprocessing
facility and other Land Use Master Plan elements. Reductions in GHG emissions that
would result from use of biodiesel fuel would have an overall beneficial effect on GHG
emissions, Therefore, GHG emissions are not considered to be cumulatively
considerable. Lifecycle GHG benefits associated with the production and use of
biodiesel, combined with GHG reductions associated with renewable energy generation
that is facilitated by the proposed food waste preprocessing facility, would help to reduce
cumulative GHG emissions. For these reasons, the project would result in less than
significant cumulative impacts on global climate change.

Less than Significant Impact Hazards and Hazardous Materials: There will not be any

cumnulatively considerable hazards impacts.
Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 4-20 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope for cumulafive hazards impacts is the
project area and immediate vicinity.

As described in Chapter 3, with implementation of the legal requirements discussed in the
analysis of cumulative impacts related to the transport, use, and disposal of hazardous
materials, impacts would not be cumulativeiy considerable and would be less than
significant. With implementation of measures requiring survey and abatement of
hazardous building materials, the project would not contribute to cumulative impacts
related to the presence of hazardous materials in the soil or groundwater and exposure to
hazardous building materials. All of the proposed improvements would be constructed
on the MWWTP property and would rot obstruct an emergency response Or evacuation
route. Consequently, the project’s incremental impact is not cumulafively significant.

Less than Significant Impact Hydrology and Water Quality: There will not be any
cumulative hydrology and water quality impacts.

Findines: No mitigation is needed. See pages 4-20 and 4-21 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope for cumulative hydrology and water
quality impacts is the area served by the MWWTP wastewater treatment system, the City

of Oakland, and ultimately San Francisco Bay.

As discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR, storinwater discharges from projects located
on the West End property would be subject to the new the statewide General
Construction Permit and City of Qakland stormwater permitting requirements, and
discharges from the MWWTP would be subject to the plant’s NPDES permit.
Compliance with the effluent and receiving water limitations as well as monitoring
requirements specified in the permit would ensure that adverse water quality effects
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would not occur. For these reasons, the project would result in less than significant
cumulative impacts on hydrology and water quality.

Less than Significant Impact Land Use and Recreation: There will not be any cumulative

land use and recreation impacts.
Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 4-21 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope for cumulative land use and
recreation impacts is project site and West Oakland community.

As discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR would not create long-term cumulative land
use conflicts because it is consistent with existing land use. At a regional scale, the Land
Use Master Plan would not impede future development of the San Francisco Bay Trail.
For these reasons, the project would result in less than significant cumulative impacts on
land use and recreation.

I

Less than Significant Impact Noise: There will not be any cumulative construction and
operafional noise and vibration impacts.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 4-21 and 4-22 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope for cumulative construction and
operational noise and vibration impacts is the immediate project vicinity as well as areas
adjacent to any routes designated for access and hauling,

As discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR, site-specific mitigation measures require each
Land Use Master Plan project to meet City of Oakland Noise Ordinance limits or
ordinance limits adjusted to account for ambient noise levels (if ambient noise levels
already exceed the limit). Further, the potentiai cumulative projects would also be
subject to applicable standards and limits specified in the City of Oakland Noise
Ordinance based on noise levels occurring at the time each project is constructed, which
would ensure that adjacent uses would not be adversely affected by cumulative
construction and operational noise. Because the project’s traffic would comprise less

“than 1 percent of existing and future traffic volumes on these roadways, the project’s

contribution to cumulative traffic noise increases would not be cumulatively
considerable. For these reasons, the project would result in less than significant

cumulative noise impacts.
. 1

- Less than Significant Impact Public Services: There will not be any cumulative public

services impacts.
Findings: No mitigation is needed. See page 4-22 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope for cumulative public services
impacts is the City of Oakland.
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As discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR, the project would not be expected to require
additional police or fire protection services, and would not be expected to require new or
physically altered governmental facilities to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times, or other performance objectives for police or fire protection. For these reasons, the
project would result in less than significant cumulative public services impacts.

Less than Significant Impact Transportation: There will not be any cumulative traffic
impacts. '

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 4-22 and 4-23 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope ofipotential cumulative traffic .
impacts is the roadway network in the MWWTP vicinity, including the 1-80, 1-880, and 1-

580 freeways and associated on- and offiramps; Wake Avenue; Maritime Street; West
Grand Avenue (west of Frontage Road); and Frontage Road (between West Grand
Avenue and 7th Street). All ofithe cumulative projects identified in the Draft EIR could
contribute traffic to these roadways during construction, and many would increase traffic
once constructed, potentially resulting in unacceptable traffic delays at nearby
intersections or increases in traffic on the regional freeway system.

As described in Chapter 3, when operating at full capacity at full buildout, the proposed
Land Use Master Plan projects are forecast to generate only minor amounts of peak hour
traffic, which would not result in cumulatively considerable effects at the study
intersections or freeway segments. The project’s contribution to the increase in the
volume-to-capacity ratio for freeway segments that operate at LOS F would be less than |
percent. This is less than the 3 percent threshold described in the Draft EIR and therefore
would not be cumulatively considerable. The cumulative traffic impact thus is

considered less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact Utilities: There will not be any cumulative impacts to
utilities.

Findings: No mitigation is needed. See pages 4-23 and 4-24 of the Draft EIR.

Facts in Support of Findings: The geographic scope for impacts related to wastewater
treatment capacity includes the EBMUD wastewater service area. For water supply, the
geographic scope includes the EBMUD service area. The geographic scope for
stormwater conveyance capacity includes the MW WTP, which currently accepts all
stormwater drainage from the facility and the City of Oakland because stormwater flows
from the West End property are directed to the City of Oakland stormwater collection
system, For landfill capacity, the geographic scope includes the Bay Area, where
disposal of construction-related waste could occur. For disruption of utilities, the
geographic scope is limited to the project vicinity, where utilities could require relocation

and services could be disrupted.

As discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR, the project would not require construction of
new water, wastewater or stormwater facilities (beyond those proposed as part of the
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project). The project would divert solid waste from regional landfills and thus does not
contribute to cumulative solid waste impacts. Mitigation is included to prevent
disruption of utilities. For these reasons, the project would result in less than significant
cumulative utilities impacts.

50  Statement of Overriding Considerations

CEQA requires the lead agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of a proposed project against its unavoidable enviromnental risks
-when determining whether to approve the proposed project. The lead agency may decide to
accept significant and unavoidable adverse environmental effects, if the specific _eCOI’lOI‘IlIC, legal,
social, technological, or other benefits of the proposed project outweigh the unavoidable, adverse
effects (CEQA Guidelines Section 15093.)

As set forth in the Draft EIR and Section 4.1 of the above Findings, EBMUD has determined that
implementing the project could result in one potentially significant and unavoidable adverse
environmental impact that cannot not be reduced to a less-than-significant level after.carrying
out associated mitigation measures. The only significant unavoidable impact identified for the
Land Use Master Plan is the cumulative air quality impact associated with community risks and
hazards during operation. Mitigation included in the project can reduce the combined excess
cancer risk from emissions associated with the Land Use Master Plan below BAAQMD’s 10in a
million project-level threshold. However, this risk would contribute incrementally to the already
impacted condition in the MWWTP vicinity; existing sources within 1,000 feet of the MWWTP
already exceed the BAAQMD cumulative significance threshold. EBMUD has existing
programs to reduce on-site diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions, and implementation of the
biodiesel project would contribute to reductions of DPM emissions in the region. Nevertheless,
because project-related mitigation would reduce, but would not completely eliminate, the
project’s toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions, this impact is considered to be cumulatively
significant and unavoidable.

* The benefits of the project include the following:

» Improved odor control through implementaﬁon of the odor control upgrades that are part of the
Master Plan;

» Improved safety at the MWWTP,;

»  Flexibility to construct advanced treatment facilities to meet future regulations;

* Maintenance of reasonable wastewater user rates through revenue generation at the MWWTP;

» Potential for creation of local)jobs;

+ Increased solid waste diversion; and

*  Production of renewable energy, including biodiesel, which may be used in heavy -duty trucks
that access the Port of Qakland.

The Board hereby finds, in accordance with Section 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines, that these
economic, legal, social, technological, and service-related benefits of the project outweigh the
potentially significant and unavoidable adverse environmental impacts. These benefits constitute
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overriding considerations, and the potentially significant and unavoidable adverse environmental
impacts of the project are rendered acceptable in light of these overriding considerations.

In light of these overriding considerations, the Board hereby finds that the potentially significant
and unavoidable adverse environmental impact associated with implementing the project is

rendered acceptable.

Although the Board finds and determines that, with the excepfion of the one potentially
significant and unavoidable adverse environmental effect set forth in Section 4.1, all other
potentially significant effects of the proposed project analyzed in the EIR will be mitigated to
less-than-significant levels by the imposition of the various mitigation measures, the Board also
finds that to the extent that any such impacts set forth in Section 4.2 of this Findings document
have any residual unavoidable impacts, such impacts are acceptable in light of the benefits

provided by the project.
6.0 Findings Related to Potential Growth Inducing Impacts

CEQA Guidelines section 15126.2 requires the lead agency to discuss the growth-inducing
impacts of the proposed project.

Discussion: As analyzed in the Draft EIR Section 4.2, Growth Inducing Impacts, the proposed
Land Use Master Plan addresses the need for EBMUD to plan for use of the newly-acquired
West End property to meet future regulatory requirements for wastewater treatment. The Master
Plan also includes elements to enhance revenues to maintain reasonable rates and increase
renewable energy production. None of the projects included in the Land Use Master Plan would
increase the wastewater treatment capacity of the MWWTP, so the new facilities would not
foster or accommodate growth in the EBMUD wastewater service area and are not intended to

remove obstacles to growth.

The project's puipose and implementation of the proposed project have no potential to-directiy or
indirectiy foster population growth or to result in the construction of additional housing.

7.0 Findings Regarding Alternatives and Selecting the Project

CEQA requires che lead agency to identify alternatives that would avoid or substantially lessen
any of the significant adverse effects of a proposed project and to evaluate the comparative
merits of the alternatives (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.6). Based on the information and
analysis in the EIR, the Board hereby makes the following findings on alternatives.

CEQA Guidelines section 15126.6(e) requires analysis of a "No Project” alternative.

Section 15126.6 also requires analysis of a reasonable range of feasible alternatives. Based on
the information and analysis contained in the Draft EIR and the Final EIR, the Board hereby

makes the following findings on alternatives.

The EIR evaluated three alternatives for the project (Biodiesel with Rail Spur, Land-lease Energy
Projects on New Property, and Smaller Scale Biodiesel), in addition to the No Project altemative.
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Under the No Project Alternative, the proposed Land Use Master Plan would not be
implemented, and the biodiesel production and food waste preprocessing facilifies would not be
constructed. Under the No Project Altemative, without construction of the biodiesel production
and food waste preprocessing facilities, the community benefits and enhanced revenues through
renewable energy generation would not be realized. In addition, the No Project Alternative
would not improve the truck queue area, which would expedite truck check-in if implemented as
part ofithe project. Without this improvement, any future impacts associated with truck queuing
would not be addressed by this queue area improvement. The No Project Alternative would also
not include upgrades to odor control facilities, and would thus have potentially significant odor
impacts. It would also not anticipate regulatory requirernents. The No Project altemative would
therefore not meet the project purpose. Other examined alternatives did not reduce impacts of

the project.
7.1 Environmentally Superior Alternative

The Board hereby finds that there is no clearly environmentally superior alternative. The
curnulative air quality community risks and hazards impact is significant and unavoidable
because ofithe existing adjacent uses, so none of the project altematives can eliminate this
significant unavoidable impact. The Biodiesel with Rail Spur Alternative reduces criteria
pollutants but locates facilities closer to sensitive receptors and has additional construction
impacts. The Land-Lease Energy Projects-on New Property Alternative has impacts that are
essentially the same as those of the proposed project. The Smaller Scale Biodiesel Altemative
reduces operational emissions, but also has fewer lifecycle benefits associated with. production of
renewable fuel, and still carmot avoid the community risks and hazards impact.
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AES-2 | Alles Exivting Vistin) Chameter and AES-1a Mitlgnrinn Measure AES-71: Malntenance of Consirutilan Wor lslie EBMUD (MP) EBMUD 1. Conlim tha n}tmurc is in e consimclion
iows i . . specificmions for the projecl.
Views in the Sty Area Throughout the periud ofidemalition xnd coastruction, EBMUD witl requlre that the consnction { EBMUD/BO PC‘ ) P
canireetar kecp the warksite free and clean of all cubbish and debris ead prompely remove from  { (Ovmier (BD) 1. Verily dual worksie is _L-cp: [ree and clean
the site ar fmm property adjacent 10 the site of the wark, all umtsed tad eejecied intienals, EBMUDIPW af nll rubhish and debos.
sirplo earth, conerete. plaster. and dehris. Owner {F ¥}
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Existing Visual Character EBMUD/BD mgasure.
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AES-3 | New Source of Substantial light or Glare | AES-3 Mitigatian Meosure AES-3: Lighting Detign and Low Reflicciive Pridt EBMUD (MP) EEMUD 1. Canfinn diat measure i incorparaled in
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spacing ond design. New ligining would be shielded and directed 1o the interior of the project Owner (BD) 2. Confimi diat lighting is installed a3
site. New strietizres and buildings would be painted in low refllective paint consisient with EBMUD/FW reguired by specifications
existing sinectnres wthe MWWTP. Chvner (FW)
3.3 AR QUALITY § :
AlIR-1 | Construciien Emndssions of Criteta AlR-1 Mitlgation Messury AIR-)s Criterbn Alr Polluttnt nnd Precursor Reduction Measures EBMUD (MP) EBMUD 1. Confinm thm ineasure 15 in the conshuction
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POWEE vaTuum strecet sweepers 11 least once per day. The use af dry power sweeping is
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[CCR)). Clear signagz shall be provided Bas constnsction workers a1 all sccess poinis.

© g All construction equipl “thall be d and properly tuned in rccordance with
manwlacturer's spe:lﬂtahuns All equipment shall be checked by a cenified meehamt
and detenmaned te be muning in preper condilion priet to operation.

h. A pubhcly visible sign with the tclephone aumber and person Lo contact at the Lead
Agency separding complaints related (o excessive dust or vehicle idling shall be posted
at the MWWTP enwance. This person shail respond and ke corrective retion within 48
hours.

Lring Tanstruction [C
»Operationat {D)

AlR-5

Leca) Community Risks snd Hazards
During Project Operation

AlR-5

Mitigniion hlensure AIR-5: Diesel Particolate Reduclion Measures

Diesel-powered on-site rolling siock (2 loaders, excavator, and T end dump tucks) assotieted
wilh the [ood waste preprocessing facility and any other diesel equipment or fTucks operating
solely within the MWWTP and West End property indet Use contrel of EBMUD shalf insiall a
CARB-vorilied Level 1 Diesel Particulate Fllter o reduce PM2,$ emissions 10 ochieve a
minimum rednction of 50 percent (sufficient 1o reduce combined emissians 1o below the
BAAQMD CEQA cxeess cancer risk threshold ofi 10 in a million). Altemative oplions for
nclucvulg Usis reduction can also he |mplrmenl:d inchuding the use of taie model cngln:s. low-
emission dicsel products, altemative [ueks, engine rewofit logy, afler- p
andfor olret oplions ms Such become pvailable,

EBMUD {MP)

EBMUD/MD
Owner (BD}

EBMUD/F WV
Ownet (FWV)

EBMUD

Confirm that messure is jr the phirts for the
project.

EBMUD 10 verify [ood waste
preprecessing diesol equipmem uses diesel
panicidate Gliess o ollier apprupriste
mensures to reduce DPM ennissions

AIR-§

Odor Emissions During Projeet Qperatign

AJR-60

Mitipation Measure Allt-60: Odor Centrals in Food Waste Preproeessing Facility
EBMUD shall include the [ollowing measures in coniracl specifications:

+ Raol vents on the proposed building or point sourtes showdd be designed 1o
aceomniodate odor contrals in the evenl that odor problems oecur in the future and
controls are ultimately needed.

v All food waste shall be processed within 48 honres of receipl or projacols shalf be
inplenented 10 minimize nwisanee odor problems nnd ensure conpliance with
applicable BAAQMD air permit requirements.

ESMUDYRY
Qwner {FW)

EBMUD

=]

Conlirm that nteasire is in the plans lor the
project.
EBMUD 1o verify [ood waste

preprocessing minimizes nuisnnce odor
problems.

AIR-6b

Mitigation Measure A[R-6b: Odor Controls an Qther Land Use Master Pian Efements.

All shor- 1nd long-term Land Use Master Plan projetrs shall be reviewed [or odor pattntial
during die design phase. Qperational and design odor control measuees shall be incorporated ime
the project to minimize ofT-site odor itnpnets and ensure complignce wich BAAQMD sir pennit
lenceline monitoriog limits, Qdor conuals dial conld be implemented where npproprinie include;
activated cubon [iherfcatbon adsarplion, biofilzadonsbio trickling filjers, fine bubble reralor,
hooded enclosures. wed and dry scrubbers, caustic and hypochlosite chemical scmbbers,
ammonia scrubber, energy effieient blower system, thermal gxidizzr, cappingfcovering storage
basins and snacrobic ponds, mixed flow exham1, waslewater circutation technology, and exhnugt
stack and venl location with respect 1o receptors.

EBMUD (MP}

EBMUD

Confiem that utensnfe is in e dwgn plans
lor the project,
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3 ] . !
3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
B10-t | Potentinl 10 interfere with Willllife B10-1 Mitigntien Mersuse BIO-1: Protection of Nesting Birds EBMUD (MF) EBMUID 1. Conlirm thar measure is in the consimenion | 1. D
m?l‘;imr:ﬂ“:;::“";::,"w Use of Navive To the cancm practicable, project eenstruetion setivities inchiding tree removal/pruning and EBMUDMBD spesificatians. for die project 2 PC
¢ Y dawnlition will ozewe autside of the geneally recepted nesting season (Febovesy Lo Auguss 34} § Owner (BOY 1 Confimn b reas are revoved o3 wrveys ) 5 ¢
il tree removn] cannot be leied between September | and Januery 31, end it is not feasible EBMULIFW pesfanived biefre nesing renson.
lnl:vold sianéng construction dunng 1be nesling season, then the follewing measures will be Ovwner (FW) 3 Confirm bird protection it implemeniad a8
\aken: needed dning eonstruciion
#} No morc than two weeks belere the initiation of consty fdemolition activiries thal
would commenee between February | and Aoguti 31, & nesting bird survey will be
condyeied within 2350 Tizet of the project site by a qualified biolegist. IT actve nests mie
observed, bufTer zones will he established around the nests, with o size acceptable o the
Califomia Departmem of Fish and Qame, Censiruction aetivities wilf not ocear within
bulfez zones imtil young have [edged or the nesl is otherwise abendoned.
b} [T construstien/dematition is halied for move Uran two weeks during the nesting season,
then additinnal surveys will be conducied a2 abave.
<) Megis ltal arz ettablished during construction/demalition will be protected from direct
projeei impast (e .. frees of » bufTer area sttund the nests shall be flagged wnd
avoided).
Bi0-2 | Potentia) [or Conilict with Loeal Policies | B1O 2 Mitlgation Nleasure REO-2: Replacement of Pruected Trees EBMUD (MP) EBMUD 1. Confiri that measure 75 in the construction { 1, D
inanets Protecting Biolagi . . o . ’ it j
E:so‘;?r‘:::';’m?. Me;._r;g i?reiar%::;n EBMUD will replaee cach tree et s removed for this project and thal is ¢onsidercd a “protected | EBMUD/BD specil-<ations for the project 2. OC
Policy or Ordinmnee wrez" under lie City of Onkland Tree Preservation and Remova) Ordinance. The replncement tree | Owner (BD) 2, Confims thal trecs have been repinced
s (e.g.. 3-gnllon size) will be planied on site in a suitable location at the MWWTPVest End EDMUDIFW
property. Owner (FWV)
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CuUL-1

Patenlial 1o Canse a Subgiantinl Adverse
Change in the Signifiernce ol n Unique
Atchacological Resonrce

CuL-)

Mitigaiien Muasurr ClL-1: Recovery of Buried Cultural Rerourtes

I previous by wmidemified cutiurad marerials are unearthed during tonsmuctian, EBMUD wili hali
work in that area antif 2 ralified acchaeclopist can assess the signiflcance of the find. Prelistoric
mnlerials mipht include obsidian and chen Naked-stone toals (&8, projeciile points, knives.
scrnpersy o toolmaking debris: cuhurally darkened soil {“midden”) contnining hem-n{Tecled
rocks, arfifacis, or shelifish remains; stane muling equipment {c.g., mortars, pestles, handsiones,
or milting slabs): batared sione touls, such s hammersiones and pited stopes, Historic-em
mikerisls might inthude stone, concrete, or adobe [ootings and walls; filled wells or privies; and
deposits of metal, glass, and/or cernmic refase. 17 any find is deterrmined to be signifieant.
EBMUD nnd the archacologist will detenmine the approprinte avaidiance mensuses or other
apprapriate mikgation, AR sipnifieant culturel matedals recovered will he, as necessary and at
the diseresion of Wie consuhting archacologist, subje2t o scientific anatysis, p 1 rusetm
curatlon, and docunigntation according W eurren| professional standards. In considering any
sugkested monsures proposed by the censulting archacologist in order to mitigate {mpacts ta
hisierizal resources or umque archaeological resowrces, EBMUD will deiermine wheibier
avosd. i y and Tensible in light of factors such as the nanre of the find, projret
design, costs, and other eonsiderations.

If avnidepce is nfiorible, other appeoprisie measuses [e.g.. data recovery) will he instiluted,
Work may proceed on othet pans of the project while mitigetion for historicat resources or
wnique archineolegical resources is heing enrried o,

EBMUD/BD
Owuer(BD) "

‘EBMUDW
Owner (FW)

EBMUD (MP)

Continm dial measuyre bs in the constrichon
speeificatious for the project.

Confirm that etty enftnal resovrees
uneovered mirinp cangiraction are yeatetd
in heeardance with reemumendauon fiom a
consulling archnenlopist

CuUL-2

Poieniinl 1o Canse 3 Subsiantial Adverse
Change in the Sighificrnee of n
Prieamological Resource

CuL-z

Mitigatios Measure CUL-2: Recovery of Burivd Paleoniolopical Ressurces

In the event (hat paleontalogicn) rasourcss are discovered, EBMUD will nelify a qunlified
poleomologis.. The paleontalogist will document the discovery as needed, tvaluate the potential
sesouree, and Assess Uie significance of the find under the eriteria set forh in CEOA Guidelines &
15064,5. 1f & breas' vr adver fossil is discoversd during construetion, exexvasions witlin 59 feel
of the find will be temporarity halied or divericd until the discovery is txamined by a quahfied
palcontologist. The paleontalepist shalk notify the appropriate agencies to determine procedures
thnt wiald be followed befors con struttion is atiowed to resume ot the feeation ofithe ind.

If EBMUD determiipes that averdance is not feasihle, the paleontologist will prepare an
vxeavation plan for Initigeting the efTect of the project on the qualifies that make U resource
imponanl. The plan will be subipited 160 EBMUD for review and approval prior to
irermeatition.

EBMUD (MP)

EBMUD/BD
Owner (BD)

EBMUD/EW
Owiter (FW)

EBMUD

r

Canlim Usat menkre {s in die consurneimn
specifieations for the project

Confinn that any pafeontofopical resources
unegvered dering construction ase rcaled
in aceordance with reconumendation from a
consuhing paleosiclopiss

A seep of natural petrolenm that hag srapped extiner anunnls, dws presenving and fossilizing their remains.
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MHigalian Mensurc CUL-3: Remvery of Dlscovered Humnn lellnl

EBMUD (MP) Conlinn ihat meamne is in e construciion
: specifications for the project.
Fn Uiz event human biirinls are encountered, EBMUD will halt work in the vicinity and notify the | EBMUD/BD . i 1 C
Alameds County Coroner and cantact an archagolopisl to evalunie die find. 1 bumnn senisins are Qwner (BD) 2" Confirm that any burmlgun:nvered d"""_"g
of Native Ainericen origin. Wie Coraner will notily the Native American Heritage Commission | EBMUDIFW construchion are arented in acenrdance witl
(NAHC) widitn 24 hours of this idemificatdon. The NAHC will then identily the person(s) Ovwner (FW) rccumlnlcnd:\'lml:l from nm.“‘"'"“; .
iheught to be the Most Likely Descendent of die deceased Native American, who would then . archaeolngisi with spproprinte notificalions
help determine whal eowrse of action shonld be taken in denling with the remains,
1.7 0BOLOOY
GEO-J | Facility Dminnge nnd Expasure of Peaple | CEQ-¥ Mitigntion Measure GEQ-1: Perferm Deslgn-Level Geoteehnles| Evaluations for Sehsmie EBMUD {MP} EBMUD 'y, Confirn diat geotechnical studies hove . D
w0 Haziirds Prom Strong Seismic Hnznrds . EBMUD/BD been condugied ns needed. 1D
Groundshunkin, : i ) ) 2
B During the design phase [ar at other Land Use Master Plan elements that require ground- Owner (HO) 2. Confiem then uny reemnmendatinag (rom 1 C
breaking netivides, EBMUD will perform site-specilic, design-level geotechnicat evaluations @ | ERMUD/IFW geoteehnical sunky are included in phans
identify poweminl fecondary - pround Msilure hezanfs {ie. seismically-induced setlement) | gumey (FWY and specelicangns.
asyociated with the expected level of sefsmic ground shaking. Fer specific Land Use Master Plan 3, Conliem that tonstnicnon is condacted in
glemens sites within ihe MWWTP that have previously been subject w a gemechnical acenrdance wiih speeifieations,
’ invostigrlion. a geotechnical memerandus shall be prepared 10 opdate the presious invesiipation. -
The geatecknical nnalysi.i will provide reearmnendntions to mitighte those hazards in the finat
desgn and, 1T y, during ion The design-level genteelmicsl evaiuations, based on
the site conditians, loeation, #nd professional opinion of die geotechnical engineer, may inchude
subsurface drifling, soil testing, and analysis of site seismic response as needed. The geoicshnieal
enginger wiil review die seisinic design crteria of facilities 1o ensure thm Mncilivies are designed
to withstnnd the highest expected peak sccelerstion. set fonh by die CBC for each site.
Recorminendations resulling Mo Rndinps of the gealcchnizal study wifl be incorporaied wio the
design and eonstruction of propased facilities. Design and construztion for buitdinge will bz
perfonned in accordance with EBMUD’s seismic design standerds, which meet andior exceed
spplicable design s1andnrds of the Intematienal Building Coxle_
GEQ-2 | Faeility Damage end Exposing of People | GED-2 Mittgation Measure CEQ-2: Perform Besign-Leve) Cenmecknieal Evoluatlens for EBMUD (MP) EBMUD 1. Conlirm thal proicehirical studics hnve 1 D
to Hazards from Liqueiaciion and Lateral Liquefactian and Other Ocologic Hazards EBMUD/ED been conducied ns needeil. 3 D
di . N
Spreading During the dl:si_gn thase Tor ol) other Land Use Master P]ll:l elemenig Uiat 1eqnsre pround- Qwier (BD) 1 Confinn dia) any reesrnmendations Hom 1 c
breaking sclivilies, EBMUD will pesform siie-specific desipn-level geatechnical evaluations by EBMUDIFW peoiechnical smdy are included in plins
identify gealagie hazneds and provide recosminendatians tn mnigaie those hazneds in the final and specificntions.
design and during canstruciion. Par specific Lnnd Use Master Plan elemens siies within the Cuner (PWY T Confinnd
MWWTP dirt have previously been subject 1o » geotechnical investigation, s geotechmml -oLen ':" thai canslructinn 15 conducted :n
memorandum shiol! he prepaseiLio updste the previous investigation, necardnnce wiil specifieations
The design-level genteelmicnl eveluatans will include the eollection of subsuiface data o
detennining liquelnetion patentinl, rod eppropeiate feasible measures will bé developed myl
incorporaied inle die project design. The perfonnnnee sinsdard jo be uged in the pemechnical
cvahiations [or inikigating linuelrction hazards will be minimization ol the hazards. Measures \e
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minimize sipnificant liguefaction lmztrds could include the lollowing, unkess Ve stie-specific
soils analyses diclate othenvise:
»  Densilication or dewatering oft surlace or subsurface soils:

«  Constriction of pile o pier f

ta suppon pipelimes andlor buildings; and

+  Removal of material thal could undergo liguelaction in the event ofian earlliqunke, and
replacement with stable maserial.

» Ifisoil needs lo be imperted, EBMUD would maquire dia the coniractor ensure dhat such
imported swil complies with specifications tha deline the minimum geotechnicat
prapenies and analytieal quality characteristics thel must be inet for use ofifill naterial
from ofTisite borrow sources.

MITIGATION MOMITORING AHD REPORTING PROCRAM

Cperationl (0) -

3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSSIONS

CHG-1 | Greenhouse Cas Constniction Emissions

QNG-i

Mitigation Measure GHG-1t GHG Redoction Measures

EBMUD shall implement BAAQMD-recommended Best Management Practices (BMPs} lor
GHC minissions wheee feasible, which include the leHowing:

« At deast 15 percent of dhe Tlect should be aliemative-Tueled (e.p., biodiesel, electric)
sonstrustian vehiclesfequipment.

» Alleact 10 percent of building muatzrials should be from local sourcey,.

» Al least S0 percent of consiniction waste or demakbilion materinls should be recycled or
reused.

See also hitigation Measure AIR-1: Criterin Alr Pollutant and Precursor Reduction
Measures above. )

EBMUD {MP)

EBMUD/BD
Qwner {BD)

EBMUD/F\Y
Qwner {F\W}

EBMUD

. Confitm thar megsure is in the consmiction

specifications lor the projeet.

. Comshuction conraciar to verily thay BMPs

nre implemen|ed.

GHG-2 | Greenhouse Gas Operational Emissions

OHG-2a

Mitigation Measure GHC-1a: Energy EfTiclency Measures

Mensuees GHG 28 and 2b apply 1o the other Land Use Master Plan efements, 33 ap-plicabh‘ [0
reduce oveeall GHG emissions.

Direct and mdircer (iHG emissions shofl be estimnted based on the fina! project design, and
euergy elMiciency measures shall be incerpomied into the project ns neczssaty to mect the
BAAQMD CHC siymificance threthokd in £(Tsed a1 the time of project implementation.

EBMUD [M1)

EBMUD

Confistm that cmissians are ustinmaled aid
efTiciency measares are incorporated.

GHG-2h-

Mitigation blensure GIEC-2b: Water Conservrtion Maasuves for Land Use Master Plan
Projects -

Non-potrble waier shall be nsed wherever fensible for equipment nnd area wash down 1o
mimimize GHG emissions associated with increased water demand.

EBMUD (MP}

EBMUD

1.

Conflirm that non-potable wmer is used
wherever leasibic,
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EBMUD shell prepare and implement n Tsuslamx Response Plan Tor dve MWWTP sile that
defines emerpency resp and caord proced: The Tsunami Responie Plan shall
conlain infomiatlon specific 10 actions thal may be necessary related to receipt of & Ismami
walch, warming, or as a resub of an acran] sunmni along the San Francisco Bay. The firtt priotity
of emergency management response shall be the protection of Tife and pmperty.

dic MWWTP site has heen prepared and

impleinented

HAZ-3 | Haznrds 1o Publie Health and the HAZ-} Mitigntion Mensure HAZ~3: Hazordous Buitding Materials Survays nnd Abstement EBMUD (MP) EBMUD 1. Confizm thal harardous materinls surveys D
Environment due to & Release of EBMUD/BD have been condncied ns nceded. D
Hazardous Building Malcrials Preseat in For any building nou alresdy surveyed for lead, a registered environmenta] assessor or @ | Qwper (BD) 2. Confir that any recommend ations (mm c
the Buildings that Would be Deinolished repistercd engincer wuuid perform a lend-based print survey for die structure prior 1o rense o survey nre included in plans and

demolition. Adeq icet (ov lead g materisks, such a3 conminment EBMUD/FW specifications.
andfor removal, would be unplcmcnted prior lo reuse or demolition of each smicwre tha | Owner (FW) :
mclud:: lead- :nmalrung mnlem‘ls or lend-based paint. Per demslition, any PCB- or DEHP- 3, C"“r""!'l"" muienals mre disposed of
or N lights iwg mercury vapors wonld also be removed appropriately R
amd dtspuﬂ:d nf properly. .
IF removal of » ransfoener is required. EBMUD or dhe owner/operams would reiain n qualified
professionzl lo deteymine the PCB contant of the ransformer oil. For removal, the ransfonner
oil would he pumped ow with 2 pump truck and appmpnall:ly recyeled oc disposed of off sile.
The drastied vansformer would be reused or disp [ in d with spplicabl
regutations.

3. 10 HYDROLOGY - WATER QUALITY

HYD-3 | Aleration of the Existing Deainage HYD-3 Mitigation Messure 1Y D-3: Prepare and Implement n Comprehensive Drainage Plan EBMUD EBMUD 1. Confirm [hai Compreliensive Drainage D
Pattem in a Manner Which Would Resuh . Plan has heen prepared.
in Flooding Prior 1o expanding the stopnwater colleclion system 1o tremt runolT from the West End propesty. . D

.| EBMUD shall prepare and impiement » Comprehensive Drainage Plan for the Land Use Master 2. Confirm Bt any recommendations from c
Plnn that incorporates measeres to ensure thai (be storm drain sysiem and Festment eapatiry are phan are imchided in plans and
nol excecded during peak condibons. Tle drainsge plan shall define operstional controls specifications.
betessary 10 prevent fooding of die MWWTP headworks and/or releasz of surface runofT off 3. Confirm that necessary improvements ase
site. construcicd

HYD-§ { Inundalion DS:C to & Catnstmphic HYD-5 Mitigation Messure HYD-5: Prepars and implemant & Tsunaml Response Plan EBMUD EBMUD 1. Confirm that Tennami Resjlonsc Plan for ]

Tsunami or Seiche -
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" Nostign (D
4, v = ) ) A 8 0 11) ] I Kaponl i 0 M n HO >
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d " p onnl (O
312 NOISE
NOI1 Disturhance from Tempornry, NOI-1 Mitigation Mengure NOI-1: implement Naise Controls . . EBMUD {MP} EBMUD {. Confirm tha measure is in die constivelion [ 1. D
Construction-Related Noise Increases in . : \ specifications for the project
Exvess of Noise Ordinance EBMUD's Consmiction Spreificalins {013544-3.6) require comphiante wiilh lacal moise | EBMUDI L ) — L <
erdinances. and mengures that shall be employed to meet appheable City of Onkland Moise | Qumer {BD) 2. Canstruction contractor f verily that
Ordinguee noise limils include the following: EBMUDIFW cons.tFlcl'l.arl relivities cnmply with
speciiicntiolis.
+  Pile driving nctivities gnd aperation of othes types of impact equipmem sich as | Qwher (FW)
jackhammers should be {imiled to the daytime hours {? a.m. 10 7 p.m, on weekdays);
o Il émpncl pile drivers must he used near the eastem MAWWTP boundary, they should net
be operated for longer thnn 10 days to the extent feasible. If pile driving mnst oecur lor
longer than 10 days near this boundary, sonic or vibratosy pile drivers should be wsed i
Teasible; .
*  “Quiei” pile driving technolegy (such as pre-drilling of piles, the wse of more (han one
pile driver to shorien the 10ial pile driving duration) should be employed where feasibie -
{where geoiechnital and stctural requirements allow);
«  Pile driving Retivitles with sll consmuction projects sl the MWWTP should be
coordinated 1o ensure that these aclivitics do not overiap; ’
= Ben available noise control lechniques (inchiding mufflers, imtake silenccrs. ducts,
engine enclosures, and acougiically attenusting shields or shrowds) will be used for all
equipment and trucks as neeessary; and
. » I any consteerion eclivities must oceur during the mighitime hours (7 p.m. 10 7 a.m. on
weekdays. 8 pan. 1o 9 o.m. on weckends), opemtkm of neisier types of equipment
should be prohibited ms necessary to meet ardinance noise limits. -
NOI-2 | Temporary Disturbanee due o NOE2 Mitigntion Measore NOI-2: Implement Vibratlon Corirols EBMUD (MP} | EBMUD 1. Confing that measure ¢§ i dic construction [ 1. D
Constreetion-Related Vibration ) i specifications far prejeets.
To ersure thae adjacent reewsy stricclutes and Meure commerelal smactiges © dic south are not EBMUD/BD | i 2 c
subject to cosmetic damage, EBMUD shsll ensure that any future pile driving activities | Owoer {BD) . 2. Construetion coiliracim 10 venfy dint
~. | nstocitted with Master Plan projecis da not exceed the 0.2 infsee PPV threshold al shese | pgpyup/Fw eonstruiction activities comply with
stpiewares, Mensures that coubd be employed 10 meer this perfonmanee tianderd include asing Qwner (FW) specifleations.
sohie or vibraiory pile drivers where fensible or pre-drilling pile hofes,
NOK2 Im:rus_c:' in Ambient Noise Levels e to | NOI-3 Mitlgation Mensure NOI-3: Employ Noise Cantrels for Siatienary Equipment EBMUD {MP) EBMUD 1. Confinn dat mensere 38 in die desipnplans | 1. D
Operational Noise nnd Vibration . . Tor prajects,
EBMUD shall uwse best available noise control echniques (tncluding muiRers, intake sflencers, . 2 c
ducts, engime encloures, and seoustically ing shields or shrouds) as Y on 2, Caﬂﬁ_rm best nvnibable nese contro
stalionary equipment assoclared with all Master Plan projects in arder to comply with applicnble techniques nre tsed on staiionnry
City afiOnkland No:se Ordinance noise limits, adjusicd to reflect ambient noise Jevels goeurring equipmenl.
al the time of project implementation (under 2010 condliioas, the nighttime ooise Jinit is 34 dBA
{Leq] w receiving residential uses 10 Uve enst red 73 dBA [Leq) =t funre receiving commersial
uses 1o the sowsh).
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314 TRANSPORTATION

TRA-1 | Tempounry Constmnction-Related Inrease | TRA-L Measure TRA-1: Cansiruetton Traffic Management Plan - | EBMUD (MP} | EBMUD I

Confitm thal measmr i in the consiniction | 1. D
in Tralfic

. specifications for the projeet,
EBMUD wou)d implement the following measures during projest construction at dir loead EBMUD/BD

inntersections oviside die MWW TP propeny: Owner (BD) T Cws".mﬁm cairacior Lo vc[\f‘y
EBMUD/FW campliance with comprehensive traffic
EBMUD and the cansiniction contacior would coordinate with the epproprisie City of Oakland | gypar (FW) coutral measures.
apencies i detenming waffic ynanagement siratepics 1o reduee, 1o the maximwm exient feasible,

teafTic congeslion during construedon of this project and odier nenrby projects chet could be
situhaneowsly under eonstiction. EBMUD wouid develop a tonstruction menagement plan for
submitm} lo die Planning and Zoring Division, de Building Services Divisian, and 1he
Tmnsponation Services Oivision, The plan would include at lenst diz following items and
requiremenuy

a. A setof comprehensive balTic conwol measures, including scheduling of mujor truek trips
nnd deliveries to avpid peak waflic hours and designaied constricdon access routes;

h.  Notification procedures for adjeent property mvaers and public safety personacl
regarding whan mnjor deliveries would aceur; and

A process for responding to, and tacking, somplaimts perinining to construction activity.
inchuding idemification of an on-site complnint mannger. The manager shall deiermine the
cnvse of the complaints and slall take prampt seijon 12 correer e problem.

TRA-T | Safcty Hazards Due |6 Conflicts with Rnil | TIRA-Ta Mensure TRA-70: Rallread Crossing Safety far New Rail Spur
Transpon

EBMUD (MP) EBMUD 1. Coufine diat meaturr is in the construction { 3. D

specificalions for the project
EDMUD shall install pavement markings and wagning signs along Enginters Road where the EBMUD/BD ) e . e .
rew mil spor wonld cross 10 enier the interant driveway for the biediesel pedection facility. | Dwaer (BD) 2. Confirm that markings snd signs hnve heon
Pavement markings and waming signs shall conform to standards sel forth in tbe Califormo insiatled.
wMrvanal on Uniforn Tronsportarian Qevicer (Caltrans 2010).

ra
Le]

TRA-T Measure TRA-7b: Ceardinaifon with Burlingion Northern Sania Fe (BNSF) EBMUD (MP) EBMUD 1. Confirm proper BSNP pennits and . D
. constnuctian appeevals are obinined.
EBMUD and its rail contracioc(s) shall work widh BNSF during tbe design phast Io obigin the | EBMUD/SD

necessary pennits and constmetion approvals for dhe rail spur 2nd comection with Lhe existing | @*ner (BD)
BNSP rai] Tine. .

3,55 UTILITIES

UTIL-l | Excced Waslewnler Treatingnl Sez Mitigatinn Measnre HYD-3: Prepare and Implement a Camprehensive Dralange Plan
- Requi of the San Fronciseo B shave,

Req wy
Regional Wmer Quelity Comreet Bonrd

UTIL-3 | Require Constnietion of New Starmwaier Stz Midigation Mensure HYD-3; Prepary spd Implement 8 Comprehensive Drainage Plan
Drpmpge Facililics or Fxpansion of shove.

Existing Facilities

‘Febuary 2011
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Minigatten faenitaring and Raporting Program

h
UTIL-6 | Temparary Disruptian of Utilities or
Services Duc 1o Construction-Related
Activities

EAST BAY MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT LAND USE MASTER PLAN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
MITIOATION MONITORING ANO REPORTING PROGRAM

by

Mitigntian Messure UTIL-6 Caordinate Relacation ond Interruptions of Service with
Utkllly Provid ers Durlng Construction :
The constuction contacior will be required to verify the rature and localion of nderground
utilities befare die smet of any construction that would requise exeavation, The cantractor will be
required to notify aml ceordinate with public and private utility providers at least 4B hovrs before
the commencement of work adpacent 10 any ulility. The contractor will be required to notily the
srervice provider in advanes of servics imerupdons to ollow the strvice provider sufMicient time
1o nolify customers. The contractor will be required to tocrdinate timing ol interruptions with the
service praviders to minimize the frequency and durstion of intzrruptions,

EBMUD (MP)

EBMUD/BD
Owner (BD)

EBMUDIFW
Qumer {(FW)

Miviee i1y 230

Mofidiing e5d Rep

iy

Conlirm dial measwre is in die consimetion
spreifications for e prajeet.

Consbuction conuracior do verily
coordinaticn with public and private wility
providars 10 Jocric and idenrify
undecgronnd wiilities

Construction conteneior 10 verilfy
coordinalion with public and private slifily
providers at least 48 hourt before ithe
commentaienl of work ndjacent 1o nny
ulility.

Hatas: MP « Larxt Usa Mastar Ptan. F - Food Waste Propmeessing Facilily.

BD - Bladiasal Facliily -
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